
What's the Matter with the American
Magazine ?

The American Magazine for January perpetrates
upon its readers an amazing article in which an effort
is made to show that alcoholism is a sympton of de-
fective stock, rather than a cause. This kind of teach-
ing in the face of overwhelming testimony to the con-
trary from the leading scientists of the country is cer-
tainly presumption worthy of a liquor journal and
seems out of place in a magazine of the standard of
The American. The author reveals his attitude toward
the liquor business in this statement, “I am convinced,”
he says, “that the saloon in New York City for ex-
ample, performs more social service than the churches
and the organized charities put together.”

The recent Rosenthal murder case, involving po-
lice officials and resulting in a death sentence for a
police captain and five gunmen, clearly shows the kind
of social service rendered by the New York saloons.

This writer bases his argument on what he de-
clares to be the results of Karl Pearson’s investiga-
tion of families of drunkards and teetotalers. “Fewer
defective children are born to drunkards than to tee-
totalers.” “More children with defective eyesight are
the offspring of teetotalers than drunkards;” these
are samples of the astounding statements made by this
man who expresses reverence for the social service
of the New York saloons.

We are indebted to the secretary of the Scientific
Temperance Federation for the following facts con-
cerning Karl Pearson’s investigation upon which the
American writer bases his defense of alcohol:

A MISINTERPRETED STUDY.
An article in the January American Magazine entitled “Is

It True?” aims to show that alcoholism is a symptom of a
defective stock rather than one cause, as is currently believed.
The only support presented for this view is an account of the
Galton Eugenics Laboratory Study published two years or
more ago which the American writer introduces under the
heading “Startling and Convincing Results of Karl Pearson’s
Investigations of the Families of Drunkards and Teetotalers.”

This heading is doubly false. Professor Pearson did not
himself make an investigation; be simply studied the figures
of investigations made by others. But what is more import-
ant, he made no comparison of the families of “drunkards
and teetotalers,” as the American writer states. What he did
do was to classify and compare the children of moderate
drinkers with the children of immoderate drinkers.

The data for this comparison was taken from two re-
ports: (i) a report made by the Edinburgh Charity Organi-
zation Society of the conditions of families in one of the
worst slums of the city; and (2) a report of the condition
of families in Manchester which had one or more feeble-
minded children in the special schools for feeble-minded in
that city.

Evidently children selected from such conditions can
scarcely be designated, as they are by the writer in the
American, as “large collective samples of English childhood.”

The Edinburgh report contained particulars of 781 famil-
ies, only eighteen of which were abstainers, so small a
number that Professor Pearson explicitly states that they
could not be considered in a class by themselves but were
put in a class of families (275) termed “sober.” Os these
the Galton study also explicitly states, “By ‘sober’ is not
meant total abstinence.” The right of this class to the desig-
nation “sober” was based upon the opinions of policemen,
employers, and social workers who visited them and reported

that they did not appear to drink enough to do themselves or
their families harm. The Manchester report made no men-
tion of abstainers, but roughly grouped the parents of the
feeble-minded children as temperate or intemperate.

Professor Pearson arbitrarily designated as "non-alcohol-
ic” the “sober” Edinburgh families and the "temperate” Man-
chester families, and used them to compare with the Edin-
burgh heavier drinkers and the Manchester “intemperate”
as the “alcoholic” class.

The two classes compared, therefore, were not “drunk-
ards” and “teetotalers;” as the American writer asserts, but
moderate and immoderate drinkers.

To offset the misrepresentations of the American article,
there are in existence several careful scientific studies in
which a total abstaining class is used for comparison with
more or less alcoholized classes. These investigations have
been made both with human and animal families.

One of the most important investigations of human
families was made by Prof. Taav. Laitinen, and extended
over a period of six years. He obtained particulars concern-
ing the drinking habits and living conditions of over 5,000
families from which he was able to make a large group of
total abstaining parents, another of moderate drinkers, that is,
those who did not use the equivalent of over a quart of beer
a day, and a third class, called immoderate drinkers who used
more than that amount.

Like Professor Pearson, Dr. Laitinen did not find a
striking difference between the children of moderate and im-
moderate drinkers, but he did find a marked superiority in
the children of total abstainers. The full report of this
work appears in the report of the XIII International Con-
gress against Alcoholism held in London in 1909, and in sev-
eral other publications.

Prof. C. F. Hodge’s experiments with dogs is now widely
known. They were reported in the Popular Science Monthly
in 1897, and more fully in the Report of the Committee of
Fifty on the Physiological Aspects of the Liquor Problem,
1903. The pair of dogs that received alcohol—short of in-
toxication—had only 17.4 per cent of normal viable puppies,
while the normal pair, that is the pair that was strictly
“abstinent” had 90.2 per cent of normal viable young.

Another investigation of strictly non-alcoholic parentage
compared with alcoholic that stopped short of complete in-
toxication was reported this last October in the Archives for
Internal Medicine by Dr. Charles R. Stockard, of Cornell
Medical College. Under conditions precisely similar except
for the alcohol, animals that had received it produced from
forty-two matings only seven living young, five of which were
“runts,” while the normal control animals produced from only
nine matings, seventeen large, vigorous young.

The misinterpretation of the facts by the author of the
American article of course vitiates the conclusion which he
has based upon his statements.

The city of Virden, in Macoupin county, after
several years of no-license, went back to the license
policy last spring. Recently a brutal murder occurred
in that city, and the saloon played the roll of chief
actor in the tragedy. A night policeman was shot and
instantly killed by a drunken disturber of the peace
whom he attempted to take into custody. The mur-
derer later committed suicide to avoid the penalty of
the law.

Twenty-five per cent more persons went insane in
Cook county in 1912, according to the annual report
of County Judge John E. Owens, than in 1911. L?p
to December 5, the record of insane for the year was
2,324.


