
that the rightly conducted saloon is a “community 
asset”; but by laying down the four points that 
the saloon “should not be used to foster the 
social evil,” that it “should not be used for 
gambling purposes,” and that it “should not be 
open to minors,” and that “the sale of intoxi- 
cants to children should be proscribed,” he very 
nearly entered a plea of guilty to some of the 
worst charges made against the liquor traffic. 

Mr. Liebmann was pronounced in his advocacy 
of local option laws “to take the saloon out of 
politics.” 

The speech had the usual denunciations of Pro- 
hibition as a “failure” and cried aloud for com- 

pensation for the members of the trade driven 
out of business. It concluded, with an optimism 
that the speaker evidently did not feel: 

Fortunately for us the real leaders and molders of 
public opinion, both clergy and laymen, are themselves 
beginning to view with increasing alarm the dangers of a 
movement which has already assumed the character of 
a wild craze, and from many quarters we receive encour- 

aging evidences of a reawakening of that fairness, sanity 
and hard, common sense from which relief from intoler- 
able conditions must come to us. It is our duty to hasten 
universal enlightenment on these points and to spread the 
conviction that our industry stands for temperance in the 
best sense of the word, and will neither countenance nor 
tolerate anything that is not thoroughly in accord with 
the moral and physical welfare of the people. 

The report of the trustees was a lengthy docu- 

ment, but could hardly fail to impress even the 

liquor partizan with the fact that these great 
brewers are utterly unable to rise to the occa- 

sion. In most part it was a weak variation of 
the same stuff with which the brewers have con- 

finned each other’s pro-beer views, year after 
year, for the past two decades. A good part of 
it was sheer dust throwing—talk about matters 
that are wholly aside from the real question at 

issue—things that the American people are not 

going to bother about while they are busy killing 
the liquor traffic. The wreck left by the Prohi- 
bition wave was treated lightly with the asser- 

tion that Prohibition is failing in the South and 
the comforting assurance that the deluge that 
swept 1,600 saloons off the map of Illinois was 

not' such a tfery bad shower. 
Quite a section of the report was given to an- 

other denial of the persisting story about the 

liquor dealer who advised an Ohio convention 
of gin millers to cultivate appetite in the boys. 

The report pays to the Prohibition party the 

perhaps unintentional tribute of recognizing its 
vote as the only vote that means anything against 
the liquor traffic, when it pointed out with pride 
that, at the recent municipal election, “in Mil- 
waukee out of 62,150 votes cast, the Prohibition- 
ists polled only 735.” 

The publication committee’s report showed the 
distribution of 1,000,000 pieces of “literature,” and 

gave an interesting list of the brewer’s publica- 
tions : 

“The Allied Trades.” “The Brewing Industry and the 
Allied Trades.” “Is Prohibition Effective?” “Drunkards’ 
Graves.” “The Voice of the Church.” “Prohibition 
Makes ‘Drug Fiends.’ “Paying the Piper.” “Saloons 
and Drunkenness.” “The Anti-Saloon League Sham.” 
“The Rev. W. A. Wasson’s Address.” “The Rev. Dr. W. 

THE BREWERS’ PLATFORM 

Specious Document Framed at Milwaukee Convention as Plea for 
Lease of Life for Condemned Business 

Editor's Note:—This remarkable document needs no extended comment for readers of The 
National Prohibitionist. Its standard of “temperance” is one that the well-informed portion of the 
American public repudiated long ago. Its estimate of the social and ethical value of beer is so 

clearly formed from the standpoint of the cashier that it will impress no one. Its declarations of 
the innocence of the brewer are contradicted by the vicious practices of long years. Its promises 
of reform remind the reader of the frightened protestations of the condemned criminal on the gal- 
lows-stairs. 

The United States Brewers’ Association, in convention 
assembled, presents the following declaration of principles 
and declares its sympathy with, and offers its co-operation 
with any movement looking to the protection of habits 
of temperance in the use of fermented beverages. 

By temperance is meant temperate use—neither abuse 
nor disuse. We believe that the temperate use of beer 
promotes health and happiness which are the underlying 
conditions of morality and social order, and in this belief 
we are supported by the vast preponderance of educated 
as well as popular opinion all over the world. 

Consistently with this belief, we favor the passage and 
enforcement of laws for the regulation of the drink traffic 
and for keeping such traffic free from unlawful and 
improper accessories, and we earnestly desire such im- 
provement in the drinking habits of the people as will 
still further advance temperance, together with the spread 
of enlightenment as to the proper functions of drink, 
whereby the individual may be able to regulate his habits 
according to the requirements of wholesome living. 

We realize that these declarations are contrary to what 
the public is being persistently told by those who are 

opposed to the use of alcoholic beverages, in regard to the 
attitude of the brewers toward the drink question, and 
especially toward the saloon. 

For that reason we desire to make clear two important 
points: 

First—It is a mistake to believe that the commercial 
interest of the brewer stands back of the excessive multi- 
plication of saloons or of any of the unlawful or improper 
practices resorted to by a small minority of saloonkeepers 
to swell their incomes, such as keeping open after hours, 
selling to minors or drunkards, encouraging or tolerating 
gambling, and the social evil in connection with their 
places, etc. We recognize that the amount of beer sold 
by such improper and unlawful practices is trifling, and 
is more than offset by the patronage of a place conducted 
according to law and the proprieties. We also recognize 
that the multiplication of saloons beyond the requirements 
of the market involves great expense which is by no 

means made up by additional sales of beer, and that the 
maintenance of saloons in residence neighborhoods where 
they are not desired by the residents is neither profitable 
nor wise, as the antagonism created by their presence 
involves greater loss than the sales in such saloons could 
make good. 

We are not, in this present statement, putting our 

arguments upon the basis of public spirit and considera- 
tion for morals or social order. While, yielding to no 

class of citizens in cherishing these sentiments and con- 

siderations, and believing firmly that the temperate use 

of fermented beverages promotes both moralty and social 
order, the purpose of this present statement is only to 
dispel the false impression that the commercial interest 
of the brewer is served by encouraging or conniving at 
lawlessness. We do not deny that keen competition has 
in the past led to a multiplication of saloons beyond the 
actual requirements of the market. In that respect our 

business does not differ from many other lines, some of 
which have been recently overhauled by legislation de- 

signed to eliminate the evils resulting from excessive 
competition. The existing evils, however, can be erad- 
icated by action on the part of individuals in the trade 
only if thev are aided and supported by public sentiment 
and suitable laws which will make it impossible for a small 
number of people who may not wish to abide by the con- 

certed action of the majority of the trade, to make such 
action futile. The brewers are ready and anxious to do 
their share, to co-operate to the extent of their power 
in the work of eliminating abuses connected with' the 
retail trade. While repudiating the charge that theirs 
is the chief responsibility for the existence of such 
abuses, they ask the co-operation of the public and of the 
proper authorities in the work of making the saloon what 
it ought to be—a place for wholesome refreshment and 
recreation. 

Second—The brewer is charged with being in politics 
and using political power for the purpose of influencing 
legislation, paralyzing executive action and protecting the 
disorderly saloon. Such statements are grossly exagger- 
ated and highly colored. Rather, it is true that the 
existence of disorderly saloons is in many cases the work 
of certain class of politicians who keep them alive for 
their own purposes and in opposition to the wishes of 
the brewers. With suitable laws properly enforced and 
backed by healthy public sentiment, such disorderly sa- 

loons could be exterminated and not only the community 
purified of objectionable places, but the brewing trade 
freed of an incubus which it is now struggling to shake 
off without such assistance. No one would hail such a 

consummation with greater satisfaction than, the brewer. 
If the brewers have been driven into politics, it is due 

to the intemperate attacks upon them along political lines, 
and we ask the public to bear in mind that self-preserva- 
tion is a very elementary instinct. Whenever a spirit of 
genuine inquiry and rational betterment shall take the 
place of heedless persecution aiming not at improvement, 
but at the extermination of our business—and that is the 
object of both the Prohibition and the Anti-Saloon move- 

ments, the protestations of the Anti-Saloon men to the 
contrary notwithstanding, the brewers will welcome it 
sympathetically and bring to all efforts at true progress 
the knowledge acquired from their practical acquaintance 
with the matter, and. will, as brewers, gladly refrain from 
participation in politics. 

The brewers are ready to be taken at their word. 
Already in many places they are engaged in active work 
for the purification of the retail trade. In some cases 

this is being done on their own initiative with the help 
of the constituted authorities; in other cases, they are co- 

operating while the authorities and certain volunteer or- 

ganizations are leading; again, they are doing it in spite 
of the politicians and against the wishes of the so-called 
reformers. They are trying to do what is really and 
properly the work of the official representatives of the 
people. 

While not denying a certain amount of heedless com- 

petition which our business has shared with many other 
lines—the realization of unfortunate and unlooked-for 
consequences having come home to us only within recent 
times—we turn with confidence to the fair-minded Ameri- 
can public and ask it, in view of many practical instances 
of our sincerity given in the face of great difficulties, to 
consider the statements above made, and to accept our 

assurance that the objectionable features of the retail 
liquor traffic do not rest upon, and are not backed, eijther 
by the commercial interest or by any supposed political 
power of the brewers, but that the elimination of such 
objectionable features is most earnestly desired by our 

trade, that we will lend our fullest cooperation toward 
their extinction, and invite the assistance of public offi- 
cials and the people in general to that end. 

Schoenfeld's Address.” “Insanity and Drink.” “False 
Science in the Schools.” “Our Sober Country.” “In 
Justice to the Saloon.” “Wine and the Christian Church.” 
“Our Flag Unstained.” “Ministers Wave the Red Flag.” 
“Wisdom of the Fathers.” “True Temperance.” “Is 
Prohibition Good for the State?” “Was Lincoln a Pro- 
hibitionist?” “Drinking Races in the Van.” 

The presence and address of Arthur Brisba?^ 
the editorial writer to whom W. R. Hearst is\ 
said to pay $75,000 per year and whose anti- 
whisky editorials are the cornerstone and whole 
superstructure of Hearst’s reputation as a tem- 

perance advocate, formed the brewers’ trump 
card. Of course the leaders knew just about what 
Brisbane was going to say, but, also of course, 
it was a lot more valuable to let his endorse- 
ment of the beer business appear to be an unex- 

pected tribute to pure merit, forced from a hostile 
critic. 

Mr. Brisbane’s speech ought to make it easy- 
for even the wayfaring man to classify him here- 
after. He asserted that he does not believe in 
total abstinence, that Prohibition is a failure, that 
no Prohibition nation compares favorably with 
others, that he knows of no total abstainers who 
have been great in history, that “beer and light 
wines” have done enormous good. 

A few passages from the text of the address 
will best represent it: 

You can tell a farmer who confiscates your brewery or 

your ice plant without paying you for it, that he is- 
paving the way for the single taxer who will confiscate 
his farm without paying for it. That is a thing to think 
about. 

* # * 

You see, the trouble is that the Prohibitionists have 
been giving their arguments based largely on sentiment, 
with which you must sympathize, and very largely on 

ignorance, because I really have not met very many really 
intelligent Prohibitionists. I mean to say what I call 
thoroughly educated men. I think they are sincere men; 
they have not been educated in the worlu, have not trav- 
eled, have not seen other countries, have not studied his- 
tory without prejudice. 

* * * 

I have talked to a great many Prohibitionists. I admire 
them, but’ they are thin, nervous, white haired, usually 
when they get to be rather young, and they have dys- 
pepsia, they do not enjoy their dinner, and so they eat 
it as quickly as they can. I believe that beer and light 
wines have done an enormous amount of good to the 
human race, if only because they have made dinner a 

pleasure. 

A sheep does not need to drink, because he has nothing 
stirring him up, but a man is restless, and it seems to me 

that a study of men of ability will demonstrate that drink 
has been a benefit to him. You have no right to take it 
away from those who use it legitimately, for the sake of 
those who do not. 

Possibly it may occur to some who read these 
sentences that it was not so very many months 

ago that Mr. Brisbane was praising as a total 
abstainer the man who is big enough to pay him 

$75,000 per year. 
But even Brisbane told the brewers some facts. 

He told them it is not good for them to have 
their signs over “low class saloons, especially on 

ordinary saloons.” He told them that men do 

“go down to death through drink,” though that 
is edited out of the reports of his speech pub- 
lished in this city.. 

A good many bad things were said about the 
saloons by other speakers. A young brewer 

by the name of Uihlein was specially outspoken. 
He almost made a Prohibition stump speech 
denouncing the saloon’s relation to crime and 
vice. He declared that the platform adopted is 
not strong enough on that phase of the question. 

Another interesting incident was the version 
which Robert Crain of Baltimore, the associa- 
tion’s leading attorney, gave of the failure of 

Congress to do anything this past winter in 

recognition of the demands of the temperance 
element, tie said: 

When the powers that are fighting the malt liquor in- 
terests of the country carried their fight to the national 
Congress, we went there and met them face to face. The 
deceit and sham of over 100 bills which they caused to be 
introduced were explained to Congressmen and they had 
courage to turn down every one of those nefarious 
measures. 

The same gentleman expressed strong apprecia- 
tion of President Roosevelt. He said with great * 

impressiveness: 
I have read the messages of the Presidents from Wash- 

ington-to Roosevelt and nowhere in any of them do I 
find a word or a syllable against the right of an American 
citizen to take a drink of malt liquor whenever and wher- 
ever he pleases. Why, if these great men have not 


