
tion here to use only those elements that can be 
distinctly accounted for in the official figures of 
the United States government. The only adul- 
teration taken account of in this study amounts 

Jffo"some thirteen million gallons of spirits and is 
'the conceded dilution by rectification. 

It may be stated, however, as the mature judg- 
ment of the editor of this paper, that an adul- 
teration and dilution actually take place that 
sufficiently increase the amount of liquor sold 
to account for fully three-quarters of a billion 

of 1,814,695,785 gallons, to be reckoned at sixty- 
four and one-half cents a gallon, amounting to 
the fifth item, $1,170,478,781. 

The next item is the imported malt liquors, of 
which there are to be considered 7,171,842 gallons, 
at $1.00 per gallon, giving us the sixth amount, 
$7,171,842. 

There is to be dealt with now the only item of 
adulteration which this computation considers, 
viz., the addition of 13,617,302 gallons by “recti- 
fication.” These are the official figures and are 

THE DRINK BILL. 
KIND- GALLONS. PRICE. AMOUNT. 

Domestic spirits 136,302,381 $6.25 $ 851,889,881 Imported spirits 3,782,055 8.00 30,256,440 Domestic wine 50,079,383 2.00 100,158,760 Imported wine 7,659,565 4.00 30,638,260 Domestic beer 1,814,695,785 .64^ 1,170,478,781 imported beer 7,171,842 1.00 7,171,842 Rectification 13,617,302 6.25 84,476,887 
Grand total .. $2,275,070,857 

dollars ($750,000,000) more and that could this 
question be entered into carefully it would be 
possible to demonstrate that the American people 
pay fully three billions of dollars ($3,000,000,000) 
every year for liquors of various kinds. 

T he other problem has to do with prices. For 
several years past a scale of prices has been 
used in the computations made in these articles, 
substantially the same which has been followed 
by the statisticians of the American Grocer and 
by independent students like the late Mr. Edward 
Atkinson of Boston. This schedule of prices has 
been conceded to be in need of revision, and in 
this study it has been revised at certain points, 
not recklessly, but conservatively and upon the 
side of extreme caution. 

From careful study it has been agreed to fix 
the retail price of domestic spirits at $6.25 per 
gallon. This is upon the basis of the careful 
estimate made by those who are in position to 
know that the average gallon of whisky retails 
fifty drinks, at an average price of twelve and 

-half cents per drink. 
The retail price of imported spirits has been 

left at the old figure—$8.00. Domestic wines 
are computed at $2 per gallon, an exceedingly 
conservative computation, while imported wines 
are figured as before at $4 per gallon. 

For many years domestic beer has been com- 

puted at the low rate of 50 cents per gallon. 
This is conceded to be too low and an unsatis- 
factory basis of computation. True, much beer 
is sold by the “can,” weighed out over the bar, 
and brings the dealer less than 50 cents per gal- 
lon ; upon the other hand, a large amount of 
beer is sold at extravagant prices, while the aver- 

age sale of draught beer, under air pressure, 
tends to small drinks and, consequently, large 
receipts. It is a common saying among liquor 
dealers that, by the addition of a little pressure, 
a barrel of beer can be made to sell for from 
$30 to $32 over the bar. 

In this computation $20 per barrel, or, in round 

numbers, sixty-four and one-half cents per gal- 
lon, has been assigned as the retail price of do- 
mestic. The retail price for imported malt liquors 
has been left at the figure which has been com- 

monly used, $1 per gallon. 
In detail, then, the computation runs in this 

wise: We have before us 136,302,381 gallons of 
domestic spirits which we estimate as sold to 
the American people at the average price of $6.25 
per gallon. Multiplying this amount by this cost, 
we have the first item, $839,429,331. 

We have then 3,782,055 gallons of imported 
spirits which are to be reckoned at $8.00 per 
gallon, which gives us the second item, $30,356,440. 

We have then 50,079,383 gallons of domestic 
■"•'vdne to be reckoned at $2.00 per gallon, which 

gives us the third item, $100,158,766. 
Next come the imported wines, 7,659,565 gal- 

lons, reckoned at $4.00 a gallon, and giving us 

the fourth item, $30,638,260. 
We take next the domestic malt liquors, a total 

assented to by the foremost liquor authorities of 
the United States as a minimum dilution. This 
is to be considered at the price of domestic 
spirits and adds the total of $84,476,887.25. 

This gives us a grand total of $2,275,070,857 
a conservative statement of the drink bill of the 
American people. 

CHAPTER V: WHAT THE FIGURES 
MEAN. 

It would be highly desirable to find some tangi- 
ble illustration by which the enormous total of 
the drink bill of the American people could be 
made clearer and more easy of comprehension. 
Unused illustrations are not easily found, but 
some striking comparisons may enable us to ar- 
rive at clearer conclusions. 

I he grain fields of the American people are 

enormous. In the fiscal year 1906, in producing 
the five great cereal crops, we planted more than 
ninety-six million acres of corn, sowed more than 
forty-seven million acres of wheat, almost forty 
million acres of oats, more than two million acres 
to rye and more than six million acres of barley. 
I his enormous grain field would have covered 
all the New England states, New York, New 
Jersey, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana 
and Michigan. Upon it we raised a grain crop 
that almost staggers comprehension, beginning, 
as it does, with almost three billion bushels of 
corn and three-quarters of a billion of bushels 
of wheat. 

Yet, had all that enormous grain crop been sold 
on the first day of December, 1907, it would have 
lacked almost a quarter of a billion dollars of 
bringing enough money to pay the annual drink 
bill of the American people. 

Another illustration is found in the railroads. 
The total receipts of the railroads of the United 
States are enormous. At freight offices and 
passenger stations they levy their tribute upon the 
people, but in the fiscal year 1906 all the rail- 
roads of the United States at all their freight 
and passenger stations, did not take from the 
American people as much money as the people 
put down that year upon the bar of the saloon 
and the hotel and saw disappear in the gin miller’s 
till. 

Perhaps one other illustration is sufficiently 
pertinent to warrant its introduction. We have 
just sent a great war fleet into the Pacific ocean. 

Sixteen great battleships have sailed away. If 
we assume that each of those battleships repre- 
sents an expenditure of ten million dollars (an 
exceedingly liberal assumption) we shall find that 
we could build and equip such a fleet more than 
once a month with the money that the American 

people pay to the distiller and the brewer for their 
alcoholic poisons. 

This thing of electing an old party politician 
to office and then trying to petition him into being 
good, is too much like a girl’s marrying a man 

to reform him.—The People. 

THE SALOON IN COURT 

Pennsylvania Lawyer Appeals to the Constitu- 
tion Against License System 

Butler, Pa., February 27—(Special correspond- 
ence)—The ministerial association of Butler has 
secured a presentation of the argument against 
the constitutionality of a saloon license before the 
license court in this city. 

The argument was made by William Martin, 
Esq., and made a profound impression upon the 
court. Briefly summarized, Mr. Martin’s conten- 
tion was that the granting of a license, or a law 
authorizing the granting of a license, for the sale 
of intoxicating liquors, is contrary to the consti- 
tution of the state of Pennsylvania, which in 
Section II of Article I states that the constitu- 
tion is formed “for the peace, safety and welfare 
of the inhabitants of the state.” 

Mr. Martin further argued that, in accord with 
the decision of Judge Mclllvane of Washington 
county, “The teaching of Christianity and the 
Bible form a part of the common law of the 
state of Pennsylvania.” 

The Hon. Homer L. Castle, who was present 
at the hearing, pronounced Mr. Martin’s argu- 
ment one of the best that he ever listened ta 

upon any legal question. 

WHOLE SOUTH GOING DRY 

Leading Southern Clergyman Points to Tok- 
ens of Tidal Wave Everywhere 

Atlanta, Ga., February 27—(Special corre- 

spondence)—The Rev. Dr. J. B. Hawthorne, of 
Richmond, who was formerly pastor of the First 
Baptist church of this city and who took a lead- 
ing part in the Atlanta Prohibition campaign in 
1886, is visiting this city and, interviewed today 
upon the Prohibition movement, said: 

“The Georgia Prohibition law was no surprise 
as far as I was concerned. Prohibition is not a 
sudden spasm, but a gradual growth, covering a 

period of forty years or more. Atlanta, in my 
opinion, has been Prohibition in principle since 
1886, when the Prohibitionists carried the county 
on a purely moral fight. During the next cam- 
paign, largely by the advice of Henry Grady, the 
fight was made not only on a moral basis, but 
upon an economical basis, the argument being 
from the position that Prohibition was not a 
menace to business, but actually aided it. We 
lost the fight. 

“But I now believe, and I have given the ques- 
tion my closest study, that in the course of the 
next five years, there will not a foot of soil on 
southern land that is not under a prohibitory law. 
The legislature in North Carolina has given the 
people the right to vote on the question in June, 
and it is now the consensus of opinion that the 
state will go dry by a vote of five to one. South 
Carolina will do the same, whenever the vote 
goes before the people. 

“Alabama has followed Georgia’s lead; Tennes- 
see is almost dry and will be totally so in a very 
few years. 

_ 
And the most encouraging fact to the 

Prohibitionists is that every report from the great 
state of Texas shows a gain for Prohibition. In 
the next twelve months the state will go dry by 
a state legislative law.” 

Governor Smith Standing Pat 

Atlanta, Ga., February 27—(Special corre- 

spondence)—The statement has been widely pub- 
lished, under datelines from this city, that the 
brewers are seeking an amendment of the Geor- 
gia Prohibition law which will allow the sale of 
beer and wine, and that they are abetted in this 
movement by Gov. Hoke Smith. Today there ap- 
pears in prominent position in Governor Smith’s 
paper, the Atlanta Journal, an absolute and un- 

equivocal denial of any such intent upon the part 
of Governor Smith. The governor insists that he 
has not advocated any modification of Georgia’s 
Prohibition law, is not in favor of any such mod- 
ification, and that the story is a deliberate fabri- 
cation. 


