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Prohibition in the Capital 

Washington, D. C., April 2—(Special corre- 

spondence)—Yesterday, before the House com- 

mittee on the District of Columbia, argument 
was heard upon the proposed Prohibition bill. 
This bill has the support of 125,000 adult peti- 
tioners in the population of the city, has been 
endorsed by every church of every denomina- 
tion, every temperance organization in the dis- 
trict, and by the Methodist Episcopal conference 
in session here. 

The closing argument for the Prohibitionists 
was made by Mr. Matthew E. O’Brien, one of 
the representatives of the Prohibition party in 
its Washington bureau. Mr. O’Brien’s address 
was an exhaustive analysis of the whole situa- 
tion, treating the subject in its numerous phases 
and building up a tremendous argument for the 
enactment of a prohibitory law for the national 
capital. 

Mr. O’Brien pointed out scathingly that the 
vote of the Washington Chamber of Commerce 
against Prohibition was secured by the liquor 
interests by intimidation and threatened boycott. 
He held up to scorn the liquor dealers who 
threaten that they will defy the law, if it should 
be enacted, and continue to sell as bootleggers. 
He pointed out and showed by official statistics 
that there are more bootleggers in operation 
under license than under Prohibition and read 
a long list of known unlawful liquor sellers, con- 

ducting business within a few blocks of the 
White House. He made it clear that, if the 
liquor sellers are so alarmed over the prospect 
that unlawful liquor selling would follow the 
enactment of Prohibition, they ought to exhibit 
some interest in the situation of lawbreaking 
that now exists in this city. 

FACTS ABOUT THE BREWERY 

A Study of the Beer Business in the Light of Government Statistics_ 
Relation of Brewing to Capital, Labor and Production 

The loud-mouthed arrogance of the brewer, 
who is spending hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars in spreading his own professed merits and 
importance before the American people in huge 
advertisements in daily papers and in many col- 
ored posters in saloons and places where men 

congregate, makes timely a study of the exact 

standing of the brewing business among the in- 
dustries of the country, so far as that can be 
determined by comparison of capital, wage-earn- 
ers employed, output, etc. 

Fortunately, the United States government has 

given us in its Census of Manufactures, taken 
in 1905 and reported in Bulletin 57 of the Bu- 
reau of Census, an exhaustive and practically 
accurate discussion of the question. *■ 

From this bulletin we learn that in 1905 there 
were 533,769 manufacturing establishments, hav- 

ing a total capital of $13,872,035,371; that they 
employed a little over half a million salaried of- 
ficials and clerks, to whom they paid slightly in 

excess of $609,000,000; that they also employed 
$6,152,443 wage-earners; that they spent .more 

than $1,651,000,000 for miscellaneous expenses; 

paid $9,497,619,851 for materials used, and turned 

out manufactured products to the value of $16,- 
861,706,985. 

Of these establishments 6,381 were engaged in 

the making of “liquors and beverages,” accord- 

ing to the Census returns, soda water and the 

like being included in the computation. The 

capital employed in this was in excess of $650,- 
000,000. 

Pursuing the investigation further, we find 
that there were 805 establishments engaged in 
the manufacture of distilled liquors, that class 
of drinks to which we, in a loose sense, apply 
the general “whisky.” Four hundred and 

thirty-five establishments produce vinous liquors 
or wines and 1,531 establishments produce malt 
liquors or beer. 

In the manufacture of distilled liquors tlu 
capital employed is $50,101,362. In the manu- 

facture of vinous liquors $17,775,240 of capital 
was employed. The brewer comes into the field 
with the enormous capital of $515,636,792. 

It is of the brewer that this article will spec- 
ially treat. 

A comparison of the elaborate statistics of the 
Census report shows that only five lines of busi- 
ness carried on in the United States employ 
larger amounts of capital. These are the manu 

facture of cotton goods, the foundry and ma- 

chine shop business, the manufacture of illumi- 
iating gas, the iron and steel business and the 
lumber and timber business. 

It is to be noted that the capital employed in 
the manufacture of beer has enormously in- 
creased in the last twenty-five years, although 
the number of establishments engaged in the 
manufacture has markedly decreased. In 1880 
there were 2,191 establishments engaged in man- 
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