
and four thousand and seventy-two bushels of 
“other material” used by some distilleries in the 
state of Wisconsin and not identified in govern- 
ment statistics. 

It is manifest that this item is also a generous 
exaggeration. 
Ratio of Cost and Production 

While we are discussing the matter of the ma- 

terial used in the production of liquor an exceed- 
ingly interesting fact is worthy of notice. In 
1850 the ratio of the cost of material to the value 
of production in the business of manufacturing 
liquors was .03. In 1900 that ratio had sunk to 
.20. The table by census years is as follows: 

1850 63 
I860 .61 
1870 .52 
1880 .59 
1890 .27 
1900 .20 

Labor’s Share 

Let us next examine the claim of the liquor 
dealers that they pay “labor (producers only)” 
$54,542,000. Of course, the figures upon which 
this is based are wholly in the custody of the 

liquor interests and are not open to investiga- 
tion. However, when we discover from the cen- 

sus that in 1900 the wages paid to laborers in the 
manufacture of liquor amounted to only $28,005,- 
484, we are warranted in suspecting that another 

misrepresentation or exaggeration has been per- 

petrated. 
Another interesting fact merits passing notice: 

According to the census figures the ratio of wages 

paid to value of production in liquor manufac- 

turing has dropped, in the case of distilled li- 

quors from .069 in 1850 to .017 in 1900, and in 
the ease of malt liquors from .15 in 1860 to .10 

in 1900. 
It is not unimportant, too, to recall the fact that 

when the public spends $100 
For Distilled Liquors Labor Gets.$ 1 08 

For Malt Liquors Labor Gets. 5 18 

For Boots and Shoes Labor Gets. 22 56 

For Bread Labor Gets. 17 94 

For Clothing Labor Gets.22 10 

For Average Products of Industry Labor 
Gets 17 78 

Facts to Insist Upon 
In dealing with this document as a whole, four 

facts need to be persistently forced before the 

public: 
I. Accepting the liquor dealers’ statement as 

to the amount of grain used in the manufacture 
of liquor, we find them using—giving them the 

benefit of the fraction—one hundred and five 

million bushels of grain. This sinks into insig- 
nificance when it is compared with the total grain 
crop of the United States, which amounts, con- 

sidering the five great cereals alone, to 4,840,- 
000,000 bushels. Placed in tabular form the 

showing is as follows: 

Total grain production of the United 
States, bushels ...4,840,000,000 

Total amount of gain used in the 
manufacture of liquor, bushels. 105,000,000 
The farmer may be invited to consider that the 

liquor manufacturer buys one bushel—often only 
a cheap and damaged grain at that—out of every 

forty-six which the farm produces. The farmer 

may be also invited to consider how much larger 
market for his grain would be found in the 

homes of the thousands who are now impover- 
ished by drink, if the drink business were de- 

stroyed. 
II. Accepting, for the sake of argument, with 

denial of its accuracy, the liquor dealer’s total 

of $354,851,007 as his contribution to “produc- 
ing sources,” the public attention must be 

fixed upon the fact that over against this must 

be set the enormous sum of money that the 

liquor business takes from the people. 
Concede that in round numbers it does pay 

three hundred and fifty-five million dollars an- 

nually to producers, but remember that it takes 
from the general public, returning absolutely 
nothing, more than TWO THOUSAND MIL- 
LION DOLLARS. 

For every dollar that it puts into the hands 
of the farmer, the laborer or the manufacturer, 
it takes from someone at least $6.00, and takes 
it by a process that has all the economic char- 
acteristics of robbery. 

III. Conceding the liquor dealer's claim to pay 
annually almost one hundred and thirty-nine mil- 
lion dollars in public revenues, put over against 
it two great incomputable facts: First, The li- 
quor traffic confessedly produces a large part of 
the public cost that consumes the public revenue. 

(The poorest student of statistics knows that.) 
Second, The liquor traffic takes our citizens and 
makes them by the thousands into criminals and 
paupers and incompetents. 

In the face of that fact alone not a word needs 
to be listened to about revenue. No revenue, 
were it a thousand times all the revenue now re- 

ceived by the government, could for a moment 

compensate for such a destruction of the most 

valuable of national wealth. 

IV. Concerning the question of employment: 
It must be insisted upon that every man in any 
way employed in the making or distribution of 
liquor is, economically considered, not only un- 

employed, but acting to public disadvantage. 
is doing nothing of value in return for the living, 
that the people give him. The public could bette: 
afford to pension him and have him cease his 
activities than to have him continue to “earn” 
his living as he now earns it. Nor must it be 
allowed to be forgotten that thousands of the 
unemployed today are unemployed because the 
legitimate production of their toil finds no market 
when offered in competition with the economically 
illegitimate business of the liquor dealer. 

The Prohibition movement urill “expand;” no 

power can stop it. And, instead of putting in 
jeopardy the livelihood of any, it will turn into 
honest trade the billions that now flow without 
valuable return into the gin miller’s till, pro- 
viding paying and value-producing employment 
for thousands now out of work and offering hon- 
est, productive and respectable work to those who 
now make the poison that robs their fellow- 
citizens and spreads disease and crime and death 

through the land. 

CENTERED IN WASHINGTON. 

Constitutional Movement Against the Liquor Traffic Makes Unex- 
pected Invasion of National Capital and Opens 

Great Fight. 
Washington, D. C., January 24—(Special cor- 

respondence)—“This is not a battle in which we 

are engaged. It is a long and bitter war. The 
issue will not be determined until the last battle 
is fought and the last victory won and the sur- 

render by one side or the other finally brings 
peace.” 

Thus spoke Judge Artman in his lecture trip 
across the continent. Four successful legal bat- 
tles were fought and won in Indiana last year, 
and the enemy refused to continue the battle 
by appealing to higher court. In one $10 damage 
suit “skirmish,” the Indiana supreme court “side- 
stepped” the issue and plead “lack of jurisdic- 
tion,” but refused to squarely meet the enemy. 

In October of last year the “seat of war” was 

changed to Georgia when the secretary-treasurer 
of the Business Men’s Association of Indianapo- 
lis, Mr. C. E. Newlin, was sent to Atlanta to 

prepare the details of a case to defend the con- 

stitutionality of the new Prohibition law when it 
should go into effect on January 1. The co- 

operation of a prominent liquor man was secured 
for a friendly suit into which Mr. Newlin hoped 
to inject some questions upon which it was de- 
sired a real decision should be given along the 
lines of the dicta before rendered by the federal 
Supreme Court as to the inherent bad character 
of the saloon and the lack of common law right 
to sell intoxicants. When the firm of attorneys 
retained in Atlanta began to investigate the case 

they discovered that the peculiar constitution of 
Georgia, granting the power to the legislature 
“to amend, modify or annul any charter or privi- 
lege” left no ground on which the liquor men 

could contest the new Prohibition law. On his 
recent visit to Atlanta Mr. Newlin could dis- 
cover no way to secure a suit, as the judges were 

even refusing the liquor men a temporary in- 
junction. This made a change of base of opera- 
tions necessary. 

The Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts, superintendent ot 
the International Reform Bureau, was accord- 
ingly instructed to file a remonstrance against 
the granting of a license for a' saloon in the 
magnificent new Union Railroad Depot, just com- 

pleted in this city. The remonstrance was filed 
in the name of both the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation of Indianapolis and the International Re- 
form Bureau of Washington, so as to avoid a 

possible ruling that an outside party or organi- 
zation had no authority to remonstrate. 

The remonstrance was filed on January 10, just 
one year and three days after the filing of the 
first remonstrance at Indianapolis, The remon- 

strance was overruled and the license for the 
Union Station was granted January 16, after the 
filing of the most voluminous petitions represent- 
ing more than 60,000 residents of Washington, 
praying that this magnificent public building be 
not thus degraded. 

Mr. Griffith, the aged chairman of the board 

of assessors, under whose authority the excise 
board grants licenses, admitted to Mr. Newlin 
that not one written request for the granting. 
of the license had been filed, except that of the 
Washington Terminal Company; “And yet,” he 
added, “although they were not brave enough to 
put their names on file we had private, verbal 
requests representing probably more than 500,000 
people in the United States and had to heed the 
demand and grant the license.” 

It is presumed he referred to all the liq«6fr 
interests and to the employes of the United 
States and also to all the employees of the 
Pennsylvania and Baltimore and Ohio Railroads, 
which really constitute the Washington Terminal 
Company. Yet these railroads, which are will- 
ing to debauch the traveling public in their sta- 
tion saloon, would discharge any employee who 
should patronize it. 

Mr. Newlin is now speaking in this city. On 
Tuesday evening he addressed a large audience 
in the Waugh Methodist Episcopal church and 
on Wednesday evening in the Vermont Avenue— 
“The Garfield Memorial”—Christian church. On 
Thursday he was permitted to close the three- 
hours argument in the hearing before the district 
commissioners on the three bills before Congress 
providing for local option for the district, for 
Prohibtion for the district and for the abolish- 
ing of the saloon in the Union Station by act of 
Congress. This evening Mr. Newlin will ad- 
dress a mass meeting at the Metropolitan Metho- 
dist Episcopal church. 

An appeal to the district superior court will 
be filed so soon as the papers can be properly 
prepared. 

The entire nation will look on with the deepest 
interest. The excise board will have to appeal 
the case or go out of existence, if the case is 
won in the lower court. The temperance forces 
will at once appeal if defeated in lower court. 

Will this battle be a Bull Run or an Appo- 
mattox? The people -of the United States can 

largely determine that. If sufficient funds are 

provided for securing the best constitutional law- 
yers in America and a long, determined fight is 
put up, there is little doubt of final victory. 
Should Congress abolish this station saloon un- 
der the bill introduced by Congressman Heflin 
of Alabama, a remonstrance against some other 
applicant will be at once filed. 

The battle will be waged to the bitter end. A 
large fund will be needed at once. All checks 
should be made payable to C. E. Newlin, treas- 
urer, 5372 East Washington street, Indianapolis, 
Ind., and will be deposited in the bank subject—* 
to the order of the executive committee, com- 

posed of leading citizens of Indianapolis. 
It is confidently believed the public will be 

liberal and the battle will be fought to a glorious 
victory and a final Appomattox for the legalized 
liquor power. 


