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[No. 1.] Is Dealing in intoxicating Liquors,
as a beverage, Immoral ?

TI. Any action, practice or business may be justly su:pected of being im-
moral when it does no human being any good. Its immorality may be sus-
ccted, because any action, practice or business known and admitied to
Be moral, has always an unequivocal tendeuncy to the advantage of the
individual and of society.

II. When an action, practice or business, not only does no human being
any good, but is positively injurious to the individual and to society, its
immorality is not merely suspected, but known. A hurtful tendency is the
criterion of immorality, because so far as we know, an immoral action, prac-
tice or business never has any other tendency. It is always safe to say,
¢ That is wrong which injures the mind, morals, health, or estate of any
mewmber of the human family.”

Il Any action, &c., may be known to be immoral when it violates the
Golden Rule: ¢“ As ye would that men would do unto you, do ye also unto
them likewise.”” No man can deem that moral when done to another, which
done to himself, he would deem immoral.

1V. A given action, practice or business is immoral which tends to dis-
honor God. No one can doubt that God has rights as weil as man; nor
that those rights are quite as sacred, to :ay ke (ea.t, as those of man; and
among these rights, the one less likely than any other to be questioned is
that which makes it the imperative duty of men to esteem, honor, worship
and glorify Him.

V. Any actlon, practice or business is immoral when God forbids it.
Who believes that God ever forbade what is right ?

VI. Any action, practice or business is immoral, when we can not con-
scientiously ask God’s blessing on it. That we can not do this, is an ad-
wission of its immorality.

VIL. Any action, practice or business is grossly immoral in proportion to
the degree in which it injures the individual or the community: in the de-
gree in which it dishonors God: in the degree in which God has manifested
his displeasure agninst it: in the degree in which men recoil from asking a
blessing upon it.

None of these tests of an immoral action, practice or business, or of the
extent of its criminality, will, we believe, be called in question by any sane
man; for the reason, tKat a denial of these principles of moral discrimination
would be equivalent to denying that there is any morality or immorality
the world. Sweep these signs away, and a knowledge of right and wrong
would be impossible.

Admitting then the reality and infallibility of these tests of immonrality,
let us apply them, in the order in which we have enumerated them, to the
gale of intoxicating drinks as a beverage.

I. Is any body benefited by the sale of intoxicating drinks ? Ts the buyer
who consumes them ? Observation and experience both say, No: chemists
say, No: physicians say, No. Ts the seller benefited ? Again, observation
and experience both say, No. No man since the creation of the world, was
ever made a better citizen, son, father, husband, friend or Christian by sel-
ling rum, or any other intoxicating drink, to his fellow-man. All that can
be snid is, that possibly, (though of this in the long run there may Le a
doubt,) he may make some money by the business; to which we reply, so
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may the thief, and the hizhway robber: so may the dishonest tradesman:
8o may the borrower who never pays: so especinlly may the corrupt poli-
tician who fleeces his country, or the keeper of o bawdy house or gambling
shop. But money so gaincd is not a blessing, but a curse. Evidently,
therefore, the immorality of the liquor traffic may be s spected.

II. Is the sale of intoxicating drinks an injury to the individual, or the
ecommunity, or both ?

The answer to this question comes from every part of our country and of
the world, like the roar of the ocean, and the roll and reverberation of in-
numerable thunders, declaring it the source of all drunkenness, one half of
the dis.ases, three-fourths of the rowdyism, three-fourths of the idleness,
three-fourths of the pauperism, three-fourths of the crime, three-fourths of
the taxes,—which destroy the guilty, and rob the innocent the world over.

Will it be said that these evils are the consequences, not of the sale of in
toxicating drinks, but of their purchase and use ? We reply, if these drinks
were not sold, they would nut be bought, and of course would not be used;
and we reply further, that if there were no tempters, there would be no be-
trayed: if the serpent had not been in Eden, Adam and Eve would not have
fallen from ““ the state in which they were created.”

In fine, if ¢ the receiver is as bad as the thief,”” the scller of intoxicating
drinks is as criminal as the aser.

But again, the seller . mjurcd as well as the buyer and an outraged com-
munity. The man waoo lives upon the vices of his fellow-men, must be the
worse for so living. The eternal laws of God render impossille any other
result. It brings him, and keeps him, in perpetual contact with the worst
characters and the worst morals in the community; and the man never yet
lived, that did not suffer from such contact. Accordingly the annuls of the
trade prove, that of the multitude who have been engaged in selling intoxi-
cating drinks, a very large proportion have themselves become drunkards,
and died drunkards, besides losihg sons or daughters by drunkenness;
while a still larger proportion, as if conscious «f the tendency of their busi-
ness, have withdrawn from the sacred influences of the sanctuary—scarcely
ever putting a foot within its doors,—of the blessed Book of God—scarcely
ever taking it from the shelf, if indecd they have one there—and of moral
and Christian society ; where they feel they are out of place, and where in-
deed they are not readily admitted. _

In short, who can doubt that there is a brutalizing tendency in this busi-
ness ! a tendency to impair conscience, to blunt and destroy the moral sen-
sibilities on which all the beauty and the fragrance of life depend, und to
make a man indifferent to the welfare of his fellow-creatures, the interests,
moral and eternal, of his own soul and the glory of God ? No one. 1If the
sele of intoxicating drinks injures—grievously injures society, it injures the
seller ag well; and his business is therefore An wn to be immoral.

IT1. Does the sale of intoxicating drinks viclate the GoLpEN RuLe ?

After the remarks already made, this question scarcely calls for a sepa-
rate reply. Neveriheless we add, that if the seller were in the place of a
wrife who has & husband becoming or being already a confirmed drunkard;
= if he were in the place of a father or mother or both, plunged in afllie-
tion by the dissipated halits of a fondly cherished son;—would he wish, if
he were in their place and they in his, that they would continue to sell to
the beings dearest to his heart, and so render their destruction inevitable ?
Let him answer to his conscience and his God ! T'here is no need of multi
plying examples: if he can not wish that they shoull deal so with him;
(and he would be a monster of wickedness and brutality, if he could;) if
he would regard himself as a decply-injured and outraged man if treated
80 by them; then he is guilty of violating the Golden Rule—the fundamental
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principle of morals; and his business is a perpetual crime against man and
God. From this conclusion there is no escape.

IV. Does the sale of intoxicating drinks dishonor God? We answer by
asking another question: docs any cause, which produces disease, impairs
the intellect and the morals of men, and sends them to a premature grave
and to hell; breaks the bands which sliould unite families in love, and entails
degradation and misery upon wives and children and parents; leads to pau-
perism and incalculzble crime, and burdens honest men with taxation to
support the wicked or the victims of the wicked;—does a cause like this
dishonor God ? If it does, the sale of intoxicating drinks dishonors God: if
it does not, then he is dishonored by no wickedness in the world.

V. Does God forbid the sale of intoxicating drinks ?

What God says on this point, is briefly as follows: :

1. *¢ As ye would that men would do unto you, do ye also unto them like-
wise.”” This, we have already seen, forbids the sale of these drinks.

2. “ Thou shalt not kill.” "Whoever puts a sharp knife in the hands of a
shild, knowing that he may kill himself with it, or in the hands of a criminal
in his cell, knowing that he will kill himself with it,—the man who does
this, if death ensues, is a murderer; and this is exactly what is done by
the scller of rum and other intoxicating drinks. He places in the hands of a
young man, inexperienced and suspecting no harm—in exchange (or money,
that which he knows may be the cause of death; and places in the hands of
older men, whose bloated visages and trembling limbs betray their condi-
tion, that which he knows will be the cause of death. Ts not this murder?
and has not God forbidden it when he says, THOU SHALT NOT KILL.

3. ““Judge this rather, that no man put a stumbling-block, or an occa-
gion to fall, in his brother’s way.”?

What does this forbid, if not the very thing which the scller of intoxicating
drinks habitually does?

4. ¢ Woe unto him that giveth his neighbor drink ! that puttest thy bottle
to him, and makest him drunken also, that thou mayest look on their na-
kedness !”?

Woe to whom, if not to the dram-seller who, from behind his counter, deals
out strong drink to all comers, knowing that it will destroy their self-govern-
ment and rell-respect, and, as to modesly or any other virtue, make beasts
of them? And what is this but in terms forbidding the sale of intoxicating
liquors as a beverage? k . -

It is plain enough, therefore, that God forbids this business, and conse-
quently that it is immoral.

VI. Can those, who are engaged in this business, ask, with propriety,
Glod’s blessing on it 7 What is the meaning of this? When a farmer asks
God’s blessing upon his business, he prays that God would give him & plen-
tiful harvest, safe gathering, ready customers and good prices. What does
the dram-seller mean ? If the same, as the farmer means, this: that he may
be able to sell an increased quantity of all kinds of intoxicating drinks:
that he may have numerous customers, and inereasingly numerous, to drink
in increasing quantities the contents of his decanters, demi-johns and bavrels:
in short, that drinkers and drunkards shall multiply like frogs and flies in
Egypt. Then he will have a flourishing business; and this is the blessing
which he asks—which he asks? But will he ask it? We doubt whether
even a rum-seller can ask such a blessing as that. He can not—he dare
not so blaspheme God and man! Could he summon the hardihood to do it,
he should be deemed capable of eating his victims after he had killed them
with rum ! Hlow immoral then this business must be !

VII. Ts the sale of intoxicating drinks slightly or grossly immoral? All
will acknowledge, that, measuring immorality by effects, stealing i3 the less
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and murder the greater crime. By the same standard of measurement
what is the relative rank of this business of selling intoxicating drinks—-as
an immorality: as a crime? Considering the evils of which it i3 the direct
or incidental cause, there is not an intelligent and impartial man who will
not deelare it the most immoral and demoralizing business that is pursued
on earth. The injury it infltcts on the buyer, the seller and society, is in
fact, immeasurable and incalculable. It is wide-spread, overwhelming, ap-
palling. Terms arc too weak to express it: the reality exceeds any epithets
which can be employed to describe it: the earth groans under it: mancries
to man and to Heaven for deliverance from it. Hell itself shudders to en-
gulf the innumerable victims of it. AND A BUSINESS WHICH PRODUCES SUCH
EFFECTS IS NOT MERELY A CRIME, BUT AMONG THE GREATEST OF CRIVES
WHICH MAN CAN COMMIT AGAINST MAN, AND THROUGH MAN, AGAINST GOD.

CONCLUSIONS FROM THE PRECEDING PREMISES. .

1. If we have spoken the truth, men who sell intoxicating liquors as a
beverage should be classed with thieves, burglars, murderers, pirates, and
all who are rendercd infamous by their criminal pursuits. ”

2. The interests of a man—temporal and cternal—and if he has a family,
their interests should deter him from engaging in this business; or if already
engaged in 1t, should constrain him to abandon it, at any sacrifice, imme-
diately.

3. Ixor a moral community to license the sale of intoxicating drinks, is
precisely cquivalent in principle to licensing thicves, burglars, murderers,
pirates, &c., &c. Tt is licensing men to commit an atrocious crime.

4. The law should prohibit the sale, and punish the seller, for the same
reason that it prohibits and punishes stealing, burglary, murder, piracy,
&c., viz. to protect individuals and society.

The Rev. Dr. WavLAND says: “ Can it be right for me to derive my
living from that which is debasing the minds, ruining the souls, destroying
for ever the happiness of the domestic circle, filling the land with women
and children in a condition far more deplorable than that of widows and or-
phans; which is the cause of nine-tenths of all the crimes which are per
trated in society, and brings upon it nine-tenths of all the pauperism which
exists; which accomplishes all these at cnce, and does it without ceasirg?
Do you say you are not responsible for the acts of your neighbors ? Ts this
clearly so? IS NOT HE WHO NAVIGATES A SLAVE SHIP A
PIRATE #?

The Rev. Dr. J. EDwARDE says: “ Can that traffic be ljusitiﬁed by an en-
lightened and virtuous people which holds out the chief temptation to -
temperance and strews the land with beggars, with widows and crimes,
which breaks up the foundation of social happiness, consigns millions pre-
maturely to their graves, and fills the world with wailings, lamentations
and woe >—I answer NO! Policy, Religion, Morality, Patriotism con-
demn it.”’

[No. 1to 12 in a wrapper—then 42 of the series, or 504 tracts, making 2018 pagesin a
bundle, by mail, post paid, One Dollar—at the same rate for any larger quantity. 100
bundles, making 50,000 tracts, for 100 Dollars ! ! !
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Legal Coercion.

Personal liberty is a sacred thing; human life is worth little without it;
human development depends on it; manhood, womanhood, expanded intel
lect, force of character, enterprise, progress in science and the arts, safb
and happy homes, wealth, power, the greatness and goodness of the indi-
vidual and the glory of the nation;—all have their roots in personalliberty,
and shoot up and spread more or less luxuriantly, according as personal
liberty, within the limits of human right, is enlarged or abridged.

We are not surprised, then, that in a country like ours, where this per
sonal liberty of the citizen is an object of almost idolatrous veneration and
worship; men should regard any measure which seems to restrain it with
great jealousy; and even where manifest evil is the fruit of license, that they
should hesitate to restrain it, lest they should infringe upon rights guaran-
teed by nature and the constitution; and especially lest the infringement,
in one instance, should lead to infringement in another, and finally in all.

Not merely are we not surprised at this; it gives us positive satisfaction.
Such jealousy of encroachinent is the best safeguard of personal liberty;
which may be invaded by legislatures with their parchments and forms of
law, as well as by despots with flashing swords and exploding cannon; and
our satisfaction is the greater, because it does not appear that this jeal-
ousy at all indisposes just men of any party, to lay restraints on the liberty
of the citizen when this is evidently necessary to the public welfare.

Our people are indeed just as remarkable for their devotion to the com-
mon good, as for their respect for the personal rights of every individual.
For proof of this, we nced only to refer to numerous existing laws agairst
nuisances of all kinds; laws against gambling, lotteries, prostitution, the
exposure of indecent pictures, the sale of licentious books, apd of stale
meats; laws against smuggling and coining money, and many other things,—
too many to be enumerated,—which, being deemed inconsistent with pub-
lic interests, have been suppressed, and the parties afterwards guilty of en-

aging in them, however loudly they may have exclaimed or stoutly they may
ﬁave resisted, have been CORRCED by summary punishment into obedience.

What then is the special work which the advocates of the Maine Law have
before them? Is it to prove that coercion may be justly emp]o¥ed to
suppress a business or practice incompatible with the public good? Not
at all. 'Thal would be uscless. Liberty itself is not a more unquestionable
right than coercion to restrain it, when it passes the bounds prescribed by
the public good. If this cannot be taken for granted, nothing under the
blue cope of heaven can. No, the propriety of coercion as a means of sup-
pression, is already beyond dispute; it is admitted by all our constitutions
and laws-—state, national and international. Qur courts are temples of
coercion; our judges arc oracles of coercion; our sheriffs and constables,
agents, and our prisons, means of coercinn. The proper definition of liberty
iS PERMISSION CIRCUMSCRIBED AND LIMITED BY €OERCION. The work which
the advocates of the Maine Law have before them is simply this: they must
convince the guod men and true of the state and nali n that the suppres-
«ion of the sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage by coercian of law,
like the suppression of gambling esiablishments, lo teries, and other erils,
is necessar to protect the interests of the community Nothing more, and
certainly nothing less. Let this be done, and the law is safe. The people
will act in this case, as they have acted in others. The rights of the public
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are as dear to them as the rights of the individual; and nothing that may
be said in favor of moral suasion, or against the propriet{ of coercion, will
deter them do‘ng what they have done a thousand times before; from put-
ting & ring in the nose that roots up and destroys the vegetation and bloom
which the community needs to sustain and adorn life; in other words,
from suppressing a traffic that lays waste the dearest interests of the public
at large. We shall have the Maine Law with all the moral force which the
deliberate approval and stern purposes of the people, can impart to its 1pm—
visions. If our remarks have any weight, we can expect no other result.

The importance, then, of enlightening the public mind, if indeed more
light is needed, will be perceived and duly estimated by those who maintain
that coercion is necessary; and as we are among these, we shall offer no
apology for pushinug the discussion a little further, and stating the grounds
for believing it necessary. To do justice to the subject we must direct
our attention:

1. To the magnitude of the evils which we aim to remove. The extent to
which intemperance prevails in the state; the destruction of property,
health and life caused by it; the amount of taxation for the support of
paupers, reduced to destitution by it ; and for defraying expenses incidental
to police and judicial proceedings against criminals, made such by it ; the
injury to mind and morals which flows from il; the infinite misery of
families poduced by it ;—let any man compute and weigh all this, and he
will acknowledge, if candid, that the sum total of evil of which the use of
intoxicating drinks is the occasion or the direct cause, exceeds that flowing
from all other social disorders combined; and what is more, every man knows
this ; and every man, who has the soul of s man in him, must desire,
equally for the sake of the individual, the staté and the nation, and if he
fears God, cannot but pray—earnestly pray for—a speedy deliverance
from it. But how effect this deliverance ?

2. Tt was thought that if those who used intoxicating drinks could be per-
suaded to abandon their use, drunkards would soon die out ; and it was
fondly hoped by the christian and the philanthropic portion of the commu-
nity, that in one or two generations, we should be a temperate people.
Hence the origin of the pledge system ; a system based upon the belief that
drunkenness could be banished {rom the land by moral suasion ; first by
effecting the disuse of intoxicaling liquors, and then secondly, as a conse-
quence of this, putting an end to the trafic. What is the result? At the
end of twenty-five years, after an expenditure of time, labor and money,
equal in value to the whole cost of the original Eric canal, the evil is no
nearer suppression, than at the beginning ; nor have we any evidence to
assure us that if this system shoull be continued, and moral suasion ex-
clusively should be employed for a century to come, with even greater dili-
gence and enthusiasm than it hag been, we would be any nearcr succoss
than we are at the present moment. And is it to be expected that good
men, deploring the evil, shall go on, hopelessly expending time, labor and
money at the same rate for ever ! doing this too for an ohject in which the
whole nation is as decply interested as they ? doing it too in the face of op-
position, and misrepresentation and not seldom of abuse? This surely is
asking a little too much,

3. Moral suasion alone, then, though effecting much, having failed to
secure success, the appetites of men stimulated by the unscrupulous avarice
of manufacturers and sellers, being as usual too powerful to be overcomo
by any matives however strong which it is able to present, what next?
what next, we say, on the supposition that any body desires to remove, and
is bent on removing, the evils of intemperance {from the midst of us 7 Maxi-
FESTLY CORRCION OR NOTHING. We must either put an end to the use of

intoxicating drinks by law, or, despairing of remedy, let it continue and
increase in degree and consequences to the end of the world. As the second
of these alternatives is not, it may be hoped for the sake of humanity, the
choice of any one, the first must be regarded by reasonable men, as an
ABSOLUTE NECESSITY.

4. If coercion must be used, it may bo applied either to the drinker or to
the seller or to both. A moment’s reflection will convince any one that, if
applied to either, it should be applied to the seller; for the tempter is the
more guilty person ; and if applied to him, it is unnecessary to apply it to

* another, for the moment intoxicating liquors ceaso to be sold, they cease

to be drunk.

5. Is there any reason in the world why the seller should not be coerced
into an abandonment of the traffic ? any which does not apply with equal
force to gambling establishments, to lotteries, &c., to which coercion has
been applied 7 The only one we have heard, which deserves consideration,
is this: the amount of capital invested in the manufacture and sale of these
liquors, it is maid is very great; while the amount invested in gambling
establishments or lotteries, &c., is or was comparatively small. Be it so.
But we reply, that the amount of evil produced by the manufacture and
sale of these liquors is more than proportionately great. What we ask is
the evil produced by gambling or any other social vice compared with those
which flow from intemperance ! What the puncture of a pin is to the ampu-
tation of & man’s four limbs. There ough’ to be, indeed, a large amount of
capital invested to produce such evil; and if it were a hundred or a thou-
sand times more than it is, its destruction, to get rid of the evil, would be a
cheap remedy. After all, however, when the question lics between the
possible, but not certain loss of a fow millions, and the ruin, intellectually
and morally, temporarily and eternally, of thousands of men annually; be-
tween these few millions emplogcd in creating intoxicating liquors, and
these thousands of men ruined by using them; are we so brutalized that
we can say, “ Save the millions; let the men go?’’ We cannot mistake
in believing that nine out of every ten of our fellow citizens will exclaim,
when brought to look at this matter strait in the face, *“ To PERDITION WiTH

(THE MILLIONS, BUT SAVE THE MEN Flom IT.”” That is the outspoken sen-

timent of a genuine huwan heart. “To PERDITION WITH THE MILLIONS,
BUT SAVE THE MEN FROM IT.”” Tho public good is not to be sacrificed—
thousands of men are not to be delivered over remorselessly to ruin in body,
soul and estate, and their families to misery unspeakable—merely to
save,—if really there were any danger of losing, wliich we do net believe,—

few millions of money. But,

6. The coercion of these men into an abandonment of the dehasing traffic,
18 merely counteracting coercion: coercion employed to pul down coercion
on their part wholly in'oleable in a free covn'ry. There arc at least
sixty thousand families in this state alone, and eight times that number in
the nation, that have each a son or father or husband, known by them to be
forming or to have already formed the habit of intoxication. Any man can
form a conception of the feelings of these families, as they look on these
dearest of oljects on earth and see them steadily advancing foruin ; any one
can guess what they would be willing to give, if intoxicating liquors were
no where accessible ; any one can.imagine how intense and tearful would
be the earnestness of their desire that not a drop existed; wo think we hear
them exclaim, 0 if of these detostabla liquors, there were none, our son,
our father, my husband would be saved !>—Apain, there are more than
Sixty thousand families in this state, and a proportionate number in the na-
tion, that have cach a son or husband or father exposed dangerously to the
temptations of intemperance. It is not difficult to imagine how they feel;
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what anxietics fill their hearts; how many slecpless nights are passed by
them; with what regret they see these loved ones leaving home, and with
what apprehensions, watchful affection listens for their return.  And every

ear from the beginning to the end, this is going on. Constantly is this
incalculable suflcring pleading with streaming eyes for deliverance. And
what answer is given oy the manufacturers and sellers? ¢ Poou,” say
these Shylocks, ‘‘ wE HAVE SOME MILLIONS OF MONEY INVESTED IN OUR
TRADE, WHICII YIELD S A IANDSOME PROFIT ; AND DO YOU THINK YOUR
WHINING AND WEEPING, CAN INDUCE US TO ABANDON THIS TRADE! Your
SONS, FATHERS AND HUSBANDS ARE NOT OBLIGED TO DRINK. [F THEY WiLL
DRINK WIIAT 13 THAT TO US. MIND YOUR OWN BUSINEsSS.”” Nor is this all;
these men, through their wealth and their influence over the drunkards
they make, and over better, but intercsted men, manage to control legisla-
tion, and thus ride rough-shod over these helpless suppliants, crying in
pitiable distress for mercy. Now we call this coercion with a vengeance:
coercion that makes the blood boil in our veins. - Should a man open a well
in the strect into which unwary passengers constantly full, and should the
friends of the sufferers and of others who are liable to full b, beg him in
vain to close it,—the monster deriding them ch'haps, and having suffi-
cient influence with pliable authorities to deter them from interfering, what
would be thought of it? Would not every mnan, worthy of the name, pro-
nounce 1t execrable cocrcion ! coercion compelling lamentable injuries and
misery, to gratify a vile lust for gain? And would not every such man unite
with every other, to hang this worse than bandit, as high aslaman? But in
what is this case different from that of the maker and seller of rum, who
turns a deaf ear to the misery of so many thousands, and uscs all the power
he possesses and all the power he can purchase, or without purchasing,
control, to perpetuate the cause of that misery ?  There surcly is no coercion
like this.

The coercion we propose to apply to these men by means of the Maine Law,
is inconsiderable in comparison with this unscrupulous and gigantic coer-
cion which they apply to others; others, hanging broken-hearted over
sons, brothers, husbands and fathers, destroyed or rapidly hastening to
destruction through the agency of these men!™ ¢ ¥Yeu talk of coercion, you
brazen oppressors of humanity I we seem to hear these say ; ““yor talk
of coercion ; it is we, we who are cocrced, beaten down, trampled under
foot ;—our cries and tears, your scoff and derision ;—but be assured, we
shali be coerced, beaten down and trampled under foot no longer. If thers
be justice in man, ‘the poisoned chalice’ you have so long put to our lips,
shall be put to your own ; and the retribution of heaven, you have so long
defied, be felt !’

Reader, will yon say, Iaying your hand on your heart, and looking rev-
erently u? to heaven, where sits, throned, the righteous judge,—that this is
not right 2 that coercion to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquors as a bev-
erage, is not absolutely necessary ?
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[E 0. 3.] Moral Suasio.n' and Légal Coerc_in_;
relatively considered.

Moral suasion is generally used in opposition to legal coercion. Of its na-
ture, however, as distinguished from legal coercion, and of its proper use and
province, nine men out of every ten in the community, from whose lips it is
daily dropping, have, we believe, very inadequate and beyond narrow limits con-
fused ideas. The knowledge even of temperance men, on these points, is not as
full, clear and precise as it should be; and among others—their opponents—there
scems to be scarcely a vestige of any knowledge whatever: so wildly, vaguely,
foolishly and falscly, do they both speak and write on this subject.

Evidently we need light.  We should know precisely when and where—and
to what classes of subjects or classes of men—moral suasion should be applied;
ant we should know also precisely when and where and with what clusses of
subjects or of men, moral suasion should give place to legal coercion. While
these important points remain undetertined, it is- obvious that any two men
who coutend, the one for the suflicieucy of moral suasion, and the other for
the nccessity of legal coercion, must talk very mucliat vandom. Unless it should
be understood by buth what is precisely the distinetion between these two things,
and what the province and proper application of each, how can they ever come
to a common conclusion? The one may keep on saying, ¢ moral suasion is
sufficient,” and the other, ¢ legal coereion is necessary,” world without end, and
they will neither convince one another nor any one else. Here is a building:
this man says, ‘it is too large;” that man says, ‘it is too small.” How shall
we ever know whether it is too large or too small, unless we ascertain in the
first place, the purpose for which it was built? Bnt let us learn this, and, sup-
posing the builder to have becn a man of sense, we shall probably decide in five
minutes that the building is just large enough.

Just so with moral suasion and legal coercion. Let us understand what the
one is and what the other; what the proper object of the one s and what the
proper object of the other, when the one is to be nsed and when the other,—
determine these points, and there surely can be no difficulty in deciding whether
the one is sufficient or insuflicicnt, or whether the one is necessary or wnneeessary

For ourselves, wo have no doubt that, for the want of some such fixed and
acknowledged principles of judging, the arguments in favor of a prohibitory law,
have been very scriously enfeebled ; and on the other hand, that the arguments
against a prohibitory law—arguments which would simply excite laughter by
their absurdity, were it previously determined when moral suasion should be
employcd and when legal coercion, have gained weight and importance from
the fog of uncertainty in which these two points have been hitherto enveloped.
In the dark, the cane of an enecmy may be made to look much like a gun; and if
he but roll up three fingers of his right hand, and point the fourth at you,
you may ensily mistake it for a pistol, Bring a light, however, or let the sun
dawn, and you will smile at the bugaboo which night and your imagination
alone made formidable. Just sn with these arguments against & prohibitory law.
They have force only while all parties are in the dark as to first principles;
that is to say, while the nature, due place and use of moral suasion and legal
coercion remain undetermined.

If we have made ourselves intelligible to our readers, it must be clear to
them, that we need—just now greatly need—a candid and sonnd exposition of
doctrine on thess points; and as we are aware of no writer who has attempted
guch an expogition, and as we believe it would materially subserve the tempe-
rance cause, if we had one, we shall offer no apology for attempting,—however
fmperfectly we may succeed,—to supply it.

Moral Suasion and Legal Coercion Defined.

1. We begin with definitions.  What is meant by moral snasion? We reply,
¢“A process of changing the belief or practice of a man or both, which con-
sists in cmploying arguments addressed to his understanding, and motives
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addressed to his conscience, self-love, desires and passions; or as we usually and
briefty say, his heart.”

What is meant by legal coercion. We reply again, ‘A process of deterring a
man, or making him desist, from doing a specitied act, or fullowing a specitied
pursuit, which consists in the enactment and enforcement of a law for that pur-
pose.” As thus defined, some remarkable diflerences between the two are
disclosed which deserve our aticention. ; ;

Mark, for instance, the difference in their objects respectively. 'Both aim,
indeed, at a man’s conduct ; but moral suasion aims primarily at changing a man'’s
belicf or principles; boping that his conduct will undergo a corresponding
change in consequence.  On the other hand, legal coercion aims exclusively at a
man’s conduct, letting his belief or principles alove: takiug no notice of them
whatever. The one strikes indirectly at the conduct by going behind it, and
endeavoring to produce a new state of mind antagonistic to it, or a new man
intellectually and morally considered; and the other strikes direetly at the con-
duct, without inquiring whether the mind aud feclings are favorable or unfavo-
rable to the measure. In fine, moral suasion aims to tear up a vice by the roots;
legal coercion to keep it from growing above ground. . 4

This difference in the object contemplated by moral suasion and legal coercion
respectively, possesses the very highest importance with reference to a prohibj-
tory law, and cnables us to give a striking illustration of the wretched sophistry
of those who through ignorance of fundamental principles oppose that law.

One of the strongest objections which these men urge against the propriety
or expediency of a prohibitory Jaw is, generully speaking, that men can not be
made moral by law; and specifically, that hq.bits. of intemperance can not be
extirpated by law. Observe one of the minority reports—that of Messts.
QOdell and Dewey of the N. Y. Legislature.

¢ THE UNLERSIGNED WILL NOT NOW DISCUSS THE QUESTION, WHETHER A MAN
QAN BE MADE MORAL, CHARITABLE, TEMPERATE OR HONEST BY LAW; THEY 8UP-
POSR TIIIS TO HAVE BEEN DECIDED LoNa sINCE;” decided, that is, that he can not.

Szys Gov. Scymour in his veto of the law passed by the same legislature,

* { EXPRESS MY BELIEF THAT HABITS OF INTEMPERANCE CAN NOT BE EXTIR-
PATFD BY LAW.”

N:w it is obvious that men who employ language like this, wholly mistake
(we will not say, misrepresent,) the proper object of a prohibitory law. Who
affirias that men can be made moral by law; or that intemperance, so far as it
Is & tnoral habit, ean be extirpated by law? Legal coercion, which is but another
nanie for a prohibitory law, contemplates no such thing: it simply declares
anthoritatively that a given act shall not be done; a given business shall not be
followed. With the inclination to do that act, with the dcsire to engage in
tkat business, with a man’s belief in the right or wrong of either, it does not
meddle. It simply declares that you shall not do it: you shall not engage in it.
What an objection then is this to bring against a law, that it cannot do what it
never contemplated doing—that it can not make men moral when no one expects
that it can—that it can not extirpate the habit of intemperance when no one
dreams even that it can produce that effect? What law of the code, or who
by means of such a law, claims this marvellous power to make men moral or
to extirpate a vice? Is it the law which forbids and punishes theft? Does any
man suppose, much more affirm that it will eradicate the prospensity to steal?
Is it the law against perjury or forgery? Is it claimed that by these, the moral
state in which these erimes have their origin, can be changed? Is it the law
against murder? Docs any one affirm, or even expect that the prospensity to
kill shall be extingnished by this law? No man aflirms or expects or supposes
any thing of the kind. Each of these laws and every other is intended to sup-
press the external outbreak by adequate penaltics. Nor is it any impntation on

their nccessity, utility or efficiency that the crimes they forbid are occasionally
commitied. No just man in the community doubts that, did not these Jaws ex-
fat, such is the strength of the propensities to wrong in men, and such the pres-
sure of temptation to indulge them, the erimes they forbid, would so multiply
that life and property would not he anvwhere safe a moment.

We claim no more than this for alaw prohibiting the sale of intoxicating

drinks; that is, not to make men moral, but simply to deter them from doing a
wrong thing; and il such a law, passed and enforced, should eftect only what
these have cifected, and continne to eflect—there is not a temperance mun in the
world that would not be content.

Another difference.

A sccond difference which should be noticed between moral suasion and legal
coercion, is the fact disclosed by the definitions given, that tlie change sought
in a nn’s conduct by the former will be the result of a conviction of duty, or
a perception of a natural tendency in it to advance his welfare, or both; and by
the latter, it will be the result, not improbably as before of duty and a perception
of interest, but also superadded to these if they exist, clse exclusively, of a
fear of the conscquences of disobeying the law.

This difference again is an important one; since il thoughtfully considered, it
must convince every man of the absolute necessity of a prohibitory law, or
legal coercion, to suppress the sale of intoxicating drinks. The love of gain is
onc of the strongest passions of the human heart.  Let a crime be tolerated by
which this passion can be gratified, and how long will it be before the land will
be tilled with transgressors of this class? Let it be theft, and how long will it be
before the land will be filled with thieves? Possibly it may be thought that men
might be deterred from thieving by moral suasion.  Why then is it not relicd on
to deter the few thicves that now infest society? Ah, my friend, you belicve no
auch thing. Abolish the legal coercion of thieves, and employ only moral suasion
to restrain them, and you and I and every other man, are as sure as we are of
any thing in the world, that innumerable men wonld care as little for it, and be
affected as little by it, as the tempest by a feather thrown in its path. Why?
Because the love of gain is an overmastering passion; and although thieves
might have, (and what thief has not?) as clear a perception and deep a convic-
tion of the wrong they do, as an apostle conld have, they would go on stealing,
and multiplying 1o steal.  The case supposeid, is precisely the case with the sale
of intoxicating drinks, We have proved, in another tract of this scries,
that such sale is a crime—n great crime; a large proportion, if not a majority,
of the people deem it o erime; and no man living decms it & virtue. The com-
mission of this erime gratifics the passionate love of gain.

Now if we have said any thing to the purpose in onr preceding remarks,
what must be inevitably the consequence?  Just what we see: the multiplication
of wholesale and retail dealers, with license and without it, to a degree that
makes every decont man blush and tremble for his country, and weep for his
kind. And you will employ moral snasion te stop these dealers: will you?
Abolish your laws agninst theft, and stop thieves, as well, by the same means.

There never was a greater absurdity broached under heaven than this supposi-
tion of using moral suasion successfully with liquor denlers.  Nothing but legal

coercion can do this.  Though convinced of its wickedness, and hence offering
the most favorable subjeocts for moral suasion, they will continue selling in spite
of it, until the law muakes the business at once hazardous and disgraceful,
Fear ounly is a stronger passion than the love of money.

There are minor differences, additional to the two we have noticed, hetween
moral suasion and legal coercion, disclosed by our definitions, but we pass by
these, for the want of space and time, to state:

II. Some general principles to guide the judgment in deciding when we should
rely on moral suasion to restrain men or change them, and when on legal coercion,
Wien moral suasion.

In the first place it is universally conceded, and the concession is embodied in
our fundamental laws, that moral snaslon is exclusively to be used to induce men
to receive or reject a bolief, or to express or refrain from expressing it. The
proper antagonist of error is not force, but truth; and trath, in the long run, as
experience proves, is more than a match for it. The human judgment. moreover
is fullible.  What is deemed truth in onc are, i8 convicted error in another; an
to employ force to suppress what we eall error, exposes us to the hazard of
erucilying a Jesns and letting a Barabhas go free; or of doing for a seeming truth,
but a real lie, what Paul did before his conversion in the nume of Gml for the
devil: persccute reason and religion in the persons of their suffering disciples.
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It is further to be observed that whatever differences of opinion may exist
among meu, they are, in the main agreed on the Jaws of morality; und upon
these rest the great pillars of civil and social prosperity and happiness.

In the sccond place, it should be employed in all cases when we would bave a man do
what he is under no obligation of justics to do; as, for example, to bestow a chaity, or to
hazard his life to save that of uny other wan, or any vumber of men. His propaty and
his life are his own, and neither can be taken from him without an equivalent.  You mny
reason with him, chide Lim, for not doing a8 you wish; in other words, you may employ
moral sunsion; but you can rightly do no more,  You cupnat legally cueree him, Lechuse ho
is under no obligation of justice to do ns you require; he dues 1o human being any wrong
bﬁy refusing; and besiles, if you could cocree him for such a cause, so eould another; and in
thix case o man s Yife and property would be at the mercy of every vagnbond in community.

Every act of benevolence therefore, so far as it is produced by the influence of onc wun,
or any number of nen, upon another, must be the result excinsively of woral suasion.

In the third place, moral supsion is the only means to be used to restmin men when they
injure nono but themselves. Thus, it may injure o man to eat too nuch, 10 wear expen-
give clothes, to keep a coach, to be idle when be should work, to expose himself thinly
clad in cold and dap weather, and to do o thousand thinge of the saume kind. But he in-
jurcs no one but himself, and he cavnot be niediled with in any way exeept by moral sua-
sion. Every man is deemed the best judge of his own interests; and besides, Lo interfers
with Lim legally wonld lcad to endless irquisition, confu:ion nnd injustice.  Every wise
government therefure leaves all such things to the diseretion of the ingividual; nor will it
altow any other individuul to inteifere with him, except to counsel and advise him; to
employ, that is, moral snasion.

When legal coercion shonld be used.

LEGAL COERCION, ON THE OTHER HAND, 13, IN ALL CASEB, ALLOWABLE AND NECEB-
BARY TO RESTRALN MEN FROM DUING AN ACT, OR INDULGIKG A TRACTICE OR PURSUING A
BUSINESS WHICH INJURES ANY OTIIER MAN, OR CLA8S OR COMMUNITY oF uEN. Thevery
moment that we come where orie man inflicts injury upon another, we have presed the lino
where moral guasiom ends und legul coercion begins.  We have left the provinge of the one
and bave entered that of the vther. Christianity may stiil tench forbearance and forgive-
ness, and incwlente reliance on God for vindication or redress, but hunan governments are
not founded on the principles of bencvolence, but on those of justice; and their privnry
ohject is to protect the citizen, doing no harmwm, from molestation, and to cecure redress for
bim when injured. We may add, that & government which does nat do this, is to the ex-
tent in which it does not, a gham, and ruther a curse to the people who live under it, than
a blessing.  We uy add further, that a governaient whiyh does not protect and redress, in
small things ax well as grent, to the full extent in which it takes from the citizen the power
to protect and redress himself, is in the degree in which it fulls short of this, no better. it
is an imposition nnd an intolerable tyranny.

Little more need be said.  Admifting that we have correetly designated and deseribed
the appropriate piace and sphere of moral suasion, on the one hand. and of legnl cocrcinn,
on the other; it ean not be difficult to decide which thonld be employed to suppress the
gale of intoxicating drinks. The question on which the decision turns is simply this: 1Is
guch sale n mere case of belicf, of henevolence or of injury wholly personal to the scller,
or does it iuflict injury on other men? If it injures a single hunan being, it is beyond the
Yimits of moral sua-ion. except in so far as its victim may be willing to endure a depriva-
tion of his rights, und falls in the provirce of legal cocreion; and if it injures grently, and
the injury exiends to the ecommunity at large, 80 much the more certainly is it a fit object
of legal ciercion. We repeat, the only quertion we have to consider, in order that we
may decide whether the sale of intoxicating liquors, a8 & bevt_‘rnge, shnnh'l be suppressed
by legal coercion or not, is, does the seller infliet injury on his fellaw citizens?  Get the
answer,—get it from starving children and broken-hearted wives,—get it frorq OYrowin g
parents and friends,—get it from the courts and prisona and the renflold,—get it from the
voor-houses and the records of taxation,—get it from the chapter of accidents tocnjitnlists,

travelers, insurers and Inkorers,—gct it from a thousand sources of mournful and larrow-
ing information;—and the man who says that we must deal with the seller of intoxienting
G.1an3 WY sppPloscatag him with mnoral suasion and not with legal coercion, can have be-
stowel very little attention on the fi st principles of government and law.

[No. 1t» 12 in & wrapper--then 42 of the reries, or 501 tracts, making 2016 pages in
bundle by muil, pust puid, One Dollar—at the same rate for any larger quantity. 100
bundles, making 50,000 tracts, for 100 Dollars!! 0. 8SCOVILL, Agent, Albany.)

[Prohibitinnist, Monthly; 8 pnges. Folio. 50 cents 1 copy; 1dollar3 copies; 2 dollars
7 copies; every additivnal 4 copies one dollar. 0. 5COVILL, Agent, Albany.]
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[No. 4] Objections to a Prohibitory Law
considered.

Afte_r reading the.ﬁrst, esecond and third tract of this series,
who will doubt the imwmorality of the traffic in intoxicating 1
righteousncss and necessity of o law to suppress it.

We might, therefore fely dismis je i i j
evgry c]m;ciéntiuus inq:li:ail:’;:;‘,]?l;:;];libuu:'hfrlsl‘tl:ﬂwt A sy
8, however, scverul objections have bee i ibi i
have notieed incidentally onlys 1F we bave nettect theas wsalty e posor s which wa
truct to give them due attention. gl R
Obj. 1.—~The leading objection, hitherto advanced against a prohibitor
la\;v‘, we need scareely say, has been its alleged uncoenstitutionality. B
That this 4s the leading objection is a significant fact; for it shows that
our opponents, istead of placing their cause on the broad pround of com-
mon and indisputable rights, choose raiher to avail themselves mainl of
the difficultics which past legislation may have thrown in our way: {l-(\
mect us precisely as every desirable reform, both i church and state l;a{
always been met by those who think, or feign to think, that wisdom was
confiued to the dark ages, and deem it a suflicient reason tow o;- hi d
perpetuate an abuse, because it is old. NS
But con_ling at once to the merits of the ohjection, it is said
In the first place, that the law is incompatible with the c’omtiiutirn of
the United States.  The objection rests on two grounds: l—li]ut thle in-
porier of liquors, having paid dutics on them, has a right to sell: 2—t‘v“t
if he sells, no State has a right to seize, confiseate and destroy his iu-n cr;a
On both of these points, the Supreme Court of the United States h'f\{ r?),:
nounced opinions; and these opinions are decisiveagninst the claims sullirlzed
As to the power of a State to prohibit the sale by Iaw, hear Clief Ju&t' '
Taney: . o
¢ Every State mny regulate its i i i i
upon s aywn views of tho interest and weil-being of e T 1o, 10D judgment, and
these principles have cver heen questioned. 1 any State deems the relanil()zi:l‘l\nl‘i tm”l‘
traffic in ardent spirits i jurious to ite citizens, and ealculnted to produce idler, :.-l' e o
dt‘h:mc]'lcry, I'see nothing inthe Coxstiruriox ok tue Untren Srates to pre\"(‘:lsl, i‘t"f:‘:"("l)l‘;
;xﬁ;:i‘;‘:?g and restiwining the traflic, or {run prokibiting it altogether iF'it thinks
. As to the power of a State to order the scizure, confiscation and destrue
tion of property of any kind for the public good, hear Justice McLean -

¥ The acknowledged police power of a State often ex sbructi
property. A nuisunce may be ubutcd.”f g L e L 2

Hear also Justice Grier:
‘¢ All laws for tho restraint or punishment of crime, fi i
. °n ?y for the preservation of the pub-
lic peace, Lealth and morals, are, from their very nnture, of primary importunce. nr.?l lie
u.t the foundation of socinl existenco.  The exixencies of the social compmet require that
;’m’.h ]Al.v\\'!.I he executed before and ahove all others. Tt is for this reason that quarantiss
'1"'|“ 3, which protect health, compel mere commercinl regulntions to submit to their control,
m():.f‘t, rFstmm the hhl'r;._v o('.'thcﬁpnsscngers; they opernte on the ghip, which is the instru-
'nt of cammerce, and on itz officers and erew and the right igati e i2¢e
the infected cargo and cast it overboard.”? M. S
h'l‘hcse authoritics place the power of anv State to enact a law prohibiting
the sale of intoxicating drinks beyond dispute: it places bevond dispute
also, the power of a State to provide in such a law, if necessary for the
pnlihc good, for the scizure, confizcation and destruction of property.
] it in the sccond place, the United States not ouly have a constitution,
ut the Stafes scparately, each have one.  Have the States laimed and ex-

there are few, it is believed,
quors us & bevernge, or the
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ercised this power under their respective constitutions? We might as well
ask, whether the States have claimed and exercised any power. The
whole penal code is an illustration of the exercise of this prohibitory power;
and the various laws relating to quarantine, gambling establishments, coin-
ing spurious money, and to a thousand other things, show the exercise of
this power carried to the extent of seizing, confiscating and destroying pri-
vate property. Indeed, the power to prohibit aud destroy, if necessary for
the public good, is not questioned by any one. Where a prohibitory law
has ‘been in any State, adjudged unconstitutional, as being in conflict with
the constitution of that State, the decision has been uniformly founded, not
upon a want of power in the State to enact such a law, but upon the alleged
incompatibility with the constitution of some minor provision, intended only
to sccure 1ts execution aud efliciency. : -

In vain, therefore, do our opponents urge the unconstitutionality of a pro
hibitory law.

Ohj. I1.—A prohibitory law, it is said, is a violation of personal liberty
What right, it is asked, hag any man or any body of men, or even the State,
to say what I shall not sell or what I shall not buy ? }

The question is answered by determining precisely what is meant by per
sonal liberty. Does personal liberty consist in doing, without molestation,
any thing a man may choose to do? any thing whatever? This is not
liberty; it is lawlessness. Liberty is power to do what we please, while
we do no harm to others; or nothing inconsistent with the public good.
Do we complain of this? No; and yet observe how this limits, restraing
and shackles our freedom of action! We cannot injure a man’s person, nor
strike his children, nor take his purse, nor enter his house, nor put our fect
apon his field, without permission: we cannot set fire to our own premises,
nor put any kind of picture we please in our own windows, nor go nuked
into the street: we cannot lead any kind of life we please, on our own pre-
mises: we cannot legally even sell rum, unless we get a license, without
being liable to punishment. We might occupy a whole day in cnumerating
things, we cannot do, and the work would not he done. Well, do we com-

JNain of this? Do we say it is a violation of personal liberty ?  Not at all.
Vhat then is meant by this assertion that a prohibitory law violates per-
sonal liberty ? Nothing more than this, we belicve; of right, certanly
nothing more: it lakes fr m a man  he librrty o/ doing, what he kas been,
hitherto, wrong ‘ully permitied to do. Had he heen always prohibited from
selling intoxicating liquors as a beverage as he has heen prohibited from
stealing, not a word would we have ever heard about this violution of
personal liberty!

Obj. ITT.—This law deprives & man of his property and destroya it;
which righteously cannot be done. 1t is the hatefulest oppression.  Yet it
is done, and both Judge McLean and Judge Grier declave that nny State
may doit. Tt isdone every day. Whether it is done justly or not, depends
on the fact whether the public good demands it. If it does, there is no more
to be said.

Ohj. TV.—Tt is objected that a prohibitory law will he injuricus to the
farming interest of the country; by stopping the manunfacture of distilled
and fermented liquors, you will diminish the demand for corn, and conse-
quently reduce the price.

This objection has heen answered by another so well, at least in part,
thut we cannot do better than to quete his words,  He says,

The guantity of eorn nsed in the manufacture of lquors, eompared with the entire
amount raised, i8 so small that if the whole work of distillation were arrested. the effect
upon the price of grain would be ahnost imperceptible,  Aceording to the last cenvuy, the
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corn crop of the United States in the year 1850, was 592,326,612 bushels, of which eleven
millions of bushels were consumed in the manufucture of alt and spirituous liquors.
From this it will be seen that of every fifty-four bushels raised, only one was used in dis-
tillation. Should every distillery in the United Stutes he suppreased, and the extia
bushels be turned along with the fifty-three into the usual channels, for home consumption
and export, the price of corn would not be aflected thereby more than one fifty-third part,
or about one cent in the bushel. .

¢ But this is too large an estimate. It must be reduced in proportion as our State is
less thun the Union. A prohibitery law is not a National but a State measure; and our
action in securing it affects only our own State. With our numerous railroads ard increas-
ing facilitics for intercommunication, the dewand and supply will be pretty well balanced,
all over the gruin-growing Statcs. On the extravagant supposition that the Maine Law
would shut up all the distillerics in the State, there iz scaurcely a State in the Union in
which the price of corn would be affected by it, on an average, one mill per bushel.

¢ But even this is too lurge an estimate. Kor it is not the design of the Maine Law,
as adapted to the wants of our State, to put an end to the distillation of alcohol. We shall
not cease to nced aloochol for medicinal and mechanical purposes. The demand for this
article in the manufacture of ¢burning fluid,’ of which it is the principal ingredient, is
incrensing from year to year. To supply this and similar demands, the distilleries, in all
probability, will find enough to do.

¢¢ I8 it not plain that the farmer, who believed the Maine Law reduced the price of his
corn, was deceived???

We can scarcely expect to increase the force of this reply, yet we must

d,

1. That the farmer possesses the power of consuming, upon his own pre-
mises, in fattening cattle and hogs tor the market, that portion of his corn
which bas hitherto been sold to the distillery, and thereby making, as satis-
factory experiments have proved, greater profits than he ever made by its
conversion into intoxicating drinks.

2. We should add also, that while no loss can be incurred by the farmer
through the operation of a prohibitory law, his gains will be actually in-
creased to the extent in which his taxes shall be reduced by dimimshed
pauperism and crime. Hence, should we suppose that the suppression of
distilleries might make a difference of one cent per bushel in the price of his
corn, his lessened taxation would be a fair equivalent. 1f his taxes, for
example, arc now $24, they would be reduced by a prohibitory law to at
most #8; saving $16; which would be the same as an advance of one cent
per bushel on 1600 bushels of corn. How little then, has the farmer to fear
from the operation of a prohibitory law!

Obj. V.—TIt is still further objected, that a prohibitory law, enforced,
would do great injustice to those who are engaged in the manufacture and
sale of intoxicating drinks, inasmuch ns they have invested a large amount
of capital in the business, and cannot withdraw and reinvest it in any other
business without subjecting them to ruinous losses.

To this we reply in the first place, that the greater the amount of eapitul
invested, the greater is the amount of evll inflicted on the people of the State;
and we never yet heard the magnitude of an evil, assigned as a reason for
its continuance.

We reply in the second place, that the losses which these men are likely
to incur in consequence ofp the operation of a prohibitory law, are grossly
exaggerated for effect. Their consciences will not probably hinder them
from shipping their entire stock in liquors on hand heyond the limits of the
State; and if they should, we have no reason to believe, they would suffer
any loss. Their {ands and tenements, devoted to liquor manufacture and
traffic, will not sink into the earth and disappear under operation of a pro-
hibitory law; they will stand where they always stood, and may be con-
verted to other and less objectionable uses, and, we have the best reasons
for believing, without serious loss. This further should be added; that
the demand for alcohol will not cease under a prohibitsry law. It may be
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doubted whether the demand will be diminished. Tt must be used as hith-
erto in medicine, and in the ditferent branches of the arts, and in the manu-
facture especially of burning fluids, of which it is the principal constituent.
A legal and profitable business in alcohol, may therefore be continued by the
greater number of these men when by the operation of a prohibitory law
they shall no longer be permitted to manufacture and sell intoxicating drinks.

Taking this and much more that might be said on this point, if NeCessaTy,
into consideration, it must be obvious that, notwithstanding all the repre-
sentations of manufacturers and dealers, we have no certainty of the loss by
them of a single dollar; while the rest of their fellow cilizens would cease
to be robhed aunually in the form of taxation, to an amount which would
pay the interest at six per cent, on ten times the capital now invested in the
liquor traffic.

Obj. VI.—The last objection we shall notice is a very strange one; it is
this: a prohibitory law cannot be enforced. Cannot be enforced! Why ?
Because it ought not tobe ? Noj; if any law should beenforced, surely should
this. Because no one will be benetited by its enforcement ? No; never did
any law bring such great and general good to a people, as this would. Be-
cause no one will desire its enforcement? No; a majority of the people will
desire this; and at least a third of them with such inlensity as nolaw was ever
desired before. Because no one will attempt to enforce it? No; for look
at Maine, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Vermont and elge-
where, and be sure that ag the people have done in these, they will do in
any other State. Why then cannot the law be enforced? Ah! we under-
stand. You say, the enemies of the law will resist its exccution. But how?
we ask. By legal mcasures? This may be vexatious, but it may also be
best.  The law being in harmony, as to its essential features, with the con-
stitution of the United States and with the constitutions of the several States;
it being also founded in the principles of justice, and the acknowledged right
of any people to protect themselves when their moral and material interests
are invaded; legal resistance can only vindicate its justice and necessity,
and remove from it such features of doubtful propriety as inexperience in
an untrodden path of legislation, may have incorporated in it. We are,
therefore, not alarmed by the prospeet of such resistance. Let it come:
on broad principles of justice and expedicney, we would rather have it come
than not. Legal conflicts are in the end always favorable to virtue and
liberty: let them come.

But our opponents mean gomething more. The resistance they speak of, is the resist-
ance of force and violence carried to the length, possibly, of bloodshed.

Now as we have already said, this is a very strange objection to a law. It is renlly an
objection to the fundamental theory and practice of our government, that & majority of the
people shall rule; not a minority; still less a minority of wickedness; and if that theory
and practice are questionnble, and if there are people who claim, when they please, to set
them aside, the zooner the propriety of these is tested the better. We do not fear the re-
eult; we have had one Whiskey rebellion already; and—it was put down. We do not
fear any gencral resistance to the law. A few cases here and there may occur; but these
will only bring strength to it; for the very moment such enses oceur, the manufacturers
and denlers will be ahandoned by every judicious man in the community, whose support
they had, while they appealed to reason and justice before the legal tribmnals of their
country. A resort to violence will destroy them sooner than any other measure; and were

we more zealous than benevolent, we eould scarcely wish for an event more propitious to
the law.
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[ENo. 5.] Facts from the Poor-House and th
Prison.

Suppose & portion of our fellow citizens should engage in the sale of »
drug which was found unduly to excite the nervous system, sometimes to
produce madness, and often to disturb the peace of families and communi
ties, what should we say of the morality of those thus engaged ? And
what of the humanity, or even common sense of those who, having the
power to prevent, yet authorize the traflic? And suppose the use of this
drug was the known occasion of a great proportion—say fourfifihs of the
crimes committed in the country, while it never improved the morals of
those who used it, was never a peacemnaker, or conferred a substantial bene-
fit on individuals or communities, how ought the traffic in it then to be
looked upon, and how treated ?

The exact and melancholy parallel of the case here supposed, actually
exists among us. {2 is the traffic in intoxicating liquors. And as the
actual case is the one now to be treated, we begin by asking: Where should
we naturally look for the effects of a business so pregnant of crime, but to
our jails? These have been examined, and with results equal to all antici-
pation—the investigation having been extended to every jail in the State of
New-York,and to many in other States; and having been conducted in the
most minute and oareful manner. The process was this: the names of all
committed to any jail, in the course of the year, were taken up in detail,
and classified according to the information of the jailer. Those known to
have been temperate were placed in one column, the intemperate in another.
Those of a third, and obviously a very numerous class, concerning whom
nothing definite could be ascertained in regard to their use of liquor, wero
placed in another column as doubtful, and the official signature ot the jailer
affixed to the certificate. A great mass of explanatory facts, showing the
degrec of debasement, the utter wreck of property, standing, and character
was also given, which in this article must necessarily be omitted. Of the
doubtful, the explanation frequently settled the fact that they must have
been intemperate. In one case, the sheriff’ who was also jailer, and one of
more than ordinary respectability, said: ¢ Of the temperate, one was im-

risoned for a riot in which he was engaged, and at the time was under the
influence of ardent spirits.”” Of the doubtful, it was generally found that
they used liquor, sometimes it was added, *‘ very freely.” The result of
this examination we will now give:
CRIME.

Whole number committed in the year was,co.ccevevuvennonaao... 10,176
T eMPCIALes e v v v avaansnatsesansnsonssvassssscssoesss 0641
IO UL GO P orowers - fetete vV 0V PR oot S O S 10 ) ()2
Intcmperate,.....ccvaees Cereeriiceentteeteaie vhnas . 8,532

Whether the number found in our jails would have been as large, had not
the sale of liquor been licensed, will be shown by facts in another place.

PAUPERISM.

Of the evils of poverty and the suffering often consequent upon it, every
town, city, village, and almost every neighborhood can exhibit its living
witnesses; and as we shall show in the proper place every grave yard its
dead witnesses, yet ‘‘although dead they speak,” and that too, with more
force and eloquence than they could while living. And where shall we go
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for the most satisfactory testimony on this point? Where, but to the Poor
Houses? There, too, we have been and gathered the facts in the same way
—have made the same careful scrutiny as at the jails; classifying in the
same way, and adding explanatory facts, so that, as far as possible, the real
effects of liquor might be seen in reducing our fellow men to poverty and
consequent suffering. Of this part of our examinations, the following will
show the result, so far as figures can do it; but to give any thing like a
just view of this subject, the decrepitude, the insanity, the imbecility, the
miserable wrecks of families, the mothers reduced from affluence and respec-
tability to abject want and degradation, children deprived of the affectionate
kindness and care of their natural guardians—transferred from the abundance
of home and the peace of the domestic hearth, to the public guardianship
and the degrading associations of the poor house. These things, and much
more that neither tongue nor pen can describe, gshould be seen, to iive an{
thing like an adequate idea olP the blasting effects of alcoholic drinks. All
this we have scen—we have examined it in detail, and it has left an impres-
sion on our mind that never can be effaced:

The number sent to the poor houses of this State in the year was,. % 8,434
5

Not from intemperance,.. «c.ocerecessanssas o0 5000 Bono Ly

Doubtful, «..... H00 08020080300 HaomE 060050 hB5gboody MIp

From intemperance, ««s......co.v. 600000064880 360 5680, T
TAXES.

Tt is obyious that such a mass of crime and poverty must occasion a great
addition to the pecuniary burthens of the community. This, too, we re-
solved to investigate. And to let figures tell this part of the doings of alco-
hol, we went to the clerk of the board of supervisors in every county of the
State, ascertained from his books the amount of tax levied on the tax payer
for county expenses, and then, by a process that we have often given in de-
tail, and the accuracY of which has never to our knowledge been questioned,
the portion chargeable to the support of paupers, and the punishment of
criminals was brought out. The result was as follows. The amount would
probably at this day be four or five times larger:

The amount of county tax in the State wasyeeeerseess. oo, $495,486 50
Pauperism and crime, «...o0c0veran.o.. 363,386 70
Balance left for all other purposes,....... 132,099 80

‘We can not go into detail, but we would just say that alcohol was ALwAYS
CREDITED the amount of license money paid in the year.

DOMESTIC DISCORD.

Hearing at nearly every jail, and not unfrequently a number of times,
the remark, ¢He was sent here for whipping his wife,” we were led to in-
quire for such cases, and regret that we did not commence doing so, until we
had examined, perhaps, one third of them; but those we did examine af-
forded an exhibition of family discord too sickening to contemplate. To
the credit of human nature, however, not one case was found where a tem-

rate man had been thus guilty. It seemed to require the maddening and

rutalizing influence of intoxicating drinks to perpetrate ‘such an outrage.
In the jails examined on this point, We found 389 imprisoned for this offence.
In casting an eyc over our statistics, we see that at one jail where there
were only 10 committed, two were for whipping their wives, one for robbing
a hen roost, one for burning the barn of a tavern keeper, and as an appro-
iate termination of such a life he afterwards committed suicide in jail.
En another, of 145 committed, 16 were for this offence, and one woman for
whipping her husband. I one case the poor creature manifested an unusual
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degree of depravity by using a dog to whip with instead of the stick or the
lash. In another jail of three committed, (Lycoming Co., Pa.) two were
for the same offence, and the other for assault and battery; and he had pre-
viously been imprisoned a year and a half for abuse to his wife. In Albany,
of the 114 committed in a month, 20 were for abuse to their families.

DEATIIS.

But suppose it could be proved that intoxicating liquors are constantly
destroying our fellow men, and that too without ever having a contrary ef-
fect; that is, never prolonging life, except in counteracting or curing disease,
as other poisons do when properly administered; and suppose that while a
large class of the more respectable and moral portion of the community
had been led to abandon their use, yet multitudes still continued to use
them for the mere purpose of duily stimulation, and although facts were
daily presented proving their tendency to produce disease, madden the brain,
lead to death by violence, and to self destruction, would not wise legislators
enact laws for their suppression as a bevorage, and punish with severe penal-
ties those who should still, in defiance of law, dearout the pernicious poi-
son merely for the sake of gain? We should suppose that in regard to the
measures which would be adopted, there could be no question, that all
which could be required as preliminary to such an enactment would be to
bring home the charge of homicide to this supposed agent of ruin and death.
Can thig be done ? Let us see. The present writer has attempted it—with
what success he leaves the reader to judgo. And the course pursued was
this: Ile went to the physicians, ministers, sextons, undertakers, and all
who might be supposed to have the knowledge requisite to enable them to
answer—obtained from them the names of all the men, twenty-one years
old and upward, who had died in the year, both the temperate and intem-

erate, arranged them in separate columns for the convenience of counting
In order to ascertain the proportion that were intemperate. But after ox-
amining one county in thig way, Dr. Nott, President of Union College, sug-
rested that to prove that the use of intoxicating drinks destroyed human
ife, it was nccessary to show that the intemperate died sooner than the
temperate. The difficulty in determining who should be called intemperate
we can not now explain—whether, as at the poor house of Lewis county, in
this State, the woman who drinks six quarts of cider in the day, by way’ of
medicine, i3 to be put down temperate, or doubtful—whether to agree with
the jailer at Louisville, Ky., who, having marked nearly every prisoner as
doubtful, being told that the information he gave was so indefinite it would
be of little valuo in our investigation, at once remarked that all these he
spoke of as doubtful came to the jail when drunk, but he could not say
whether they were i1temperale or not. In this matter we could take only
the standard which the common sense of the community has adopted as our
tide, and call those intemperate Who were called so by the people gencrally.
.et it be horne in mind, however, that a great many d‘ired prematurely from
the use of intoxicating drinks, who were never called intcmperate. Of this
class were those who, having drank only to the point of exhilaration, under-
took some exploit, ran some risk to which they never would have exposed
themselves in perfectly cool blood, and were killed, or 5o injured that death,
sooner or later, ensued. Such deaths are not charged to intemperance often.
Very often the doctor has said to us,  That man was not generally known
to }ézxve} tbgferl\ u;tc(xjnpcrutt(_e, nlnd you mlust not class him as such; but I have
no doubt if he had practiced on total abstinence princi i
been alive now, and a healthy man,” B halve

Another large class we do not reach in this examination—those who, by

an habitual or free use of liquer, have so impaired the recuperative energics
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i tor might easil
fem, that when attacked by a disease that the doc y
ﬁivt}: ecgr{:rzlléd but for the previous hahits of the patient, now ;_ﬁl%s h;s
lill. and death ensues. We could not, or did not, put such individuals
:mor,lg the intemperate. On these principles we examined Broon}eaox:gn-
daga, Cayuga and Ontario counties. hIn (ggondaga g;};ae ;u;)r:l‘t;e:io; . i;ate ;:
of men over 21 years, was 167, of whom 39 per cen Loy U
the proportion was exactly the same. In , 35,
ﬁﬁafﬁ'oxf&g:yzgﬂ;er cegt. pln the village of Canandaigua, 20 men hm}
died in the yea,r, 10 of whom were intcmperat:: ?}? t: t eeiﬁzagzdagoe: ;Jn
s it turned out that in two countics the temp I
z]\lrzrta‘;g lcillﬁdsi%nlyears longer than the intemperate, and in the third, eleven
“Ths i i d always have been
i hich we have now cogsxderpd, are an y !
thc’zr Bgzxgl:nezg:l;l:; of using alcoholic drinks, is conceded; and therefore it

is but reasonable and humane to inquire:
IS THERE A REMEDY ?

look for

ce more appeal to facts. But where shall we

thgtrl: ?ns%’el::a:zt llall?toggain to t g jails? To them we have looked..b_ The

difference in the number confined in thﬁm, in thtt_a yearf bt,fo:el:.}:: I:'.iolllner‘:t:b y
d the number during the operation of that law, enal

la“;: gogg i:) :nsatisfactory conclusion on this great, engrossing and agitating

glsxestion: Is PROBIBITION fo be relied on as the REMEDY in this case?

»45, we examined the jails of (we think) 17 counties—
o t?; :lfg ﬁrzgeih:oggi&id to’ each one the year before the law, and then thebm;m-
i‘).;:ce‘?dm“i‘n its existence. To bo as brief as possible: In Ontario jail, the year be ;)r:
th;t l:\rv, %he number of prisoners wns‘}2€l; ;hglquur‘(;f” (l)ts ;;3:1::;:0::! 33‘ ;wtiltlﬁo g::'rt:{nfl A
i S e L e e et bult tllrll ee m:mt,hs And let it be particular-
ST e Sk e emptyg, 2 f :isoners was grently diminished, there
Ingpotioedpthag the Toor s tbl}ilnu\l(n esx;eg. er. Murray, clerk of the borrd of su-
;::\'?1;:;"Z:gg;;ii;n%h::[:‘ﬁgu:;g\}:r“I)“i‘ w?eel‘:s’ board for prisonc:;s iﬁ;i;gyp;?:)bmm was
= cal, FIVE AUNDRED AND -TWO.
MNETBY‘I_MGHE)::B u:l':ey;:;rﬂ{)teet{)::l (;):):l?ihit’ion, the number in Jjail was 953 ; dun(ril% th;:z
yee{;l it 32;0;66 ~—:uy;1’d what the year after wlhendtheuﬁde of mf;emIp:r;agegg;d ;:1;% . n‘:gr )
i i *onder the answer! - 7
5 le%’lﬂ reﬁ:i‘:ﬁsh;:ﬁ? bl?: utll;?r‘;o‘:::y'leﬂicucy in legislating against the sale of 1lqu(l>r ?
'tI!lhuen exlecnlz)@cs of the poor at the poor house, were nearly sIX 'rHort!,sAuox} wéﬁfim e:;
hil thlzz law existed, than they were the previous year. The number i i
Torprs was 561 \’weeks Jess. Genesee county jail had never been wi hn y fth’
AT a day or two, until 1846, when it was so for some weeks. In the of ﬁer:) 'y
A tiesyexamin:ad a mass of facts of the same kind, and _to'the same ehect 5 WAE
seveptegn cl‘::\:in that the n’umber of commitments was greatly diminished, and t n],) sox}x;o
ol;li];nm? ',l Bwerc Enoccupied for longer or shorter periods for the very ﬂ;ft gime. 1;1.:!1;“-
SR in :h treets of the city where we are now writing, and especially nbsurrqu
:l':llll::esmwn: Bdiminished, according to the (_lelib;mmt }?epiﬁlolgeg: (?i:’ ;n::; tc;l :-e—r:v‘:gh?:k
) . o on A - 2 )
i ciuzlgﬁs ;nzgev::ir:h: ﬁez{t}li ?x‘:?:?:(feﬁnite extent, all l'ookintf in theumm%h-
:?:I?én F:ﬁ'mp&oi-m, if fnets ean prove anything, that orohibitory egislation does
bl

greatly diminish the evils of intemperance.
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The Political Econ_omy of the
Maine Law.

I rejoice in tyour success, said a merchant of the city of Portland, to a
warm friend of the Maine Law, on the day of its approval by the Governor—
‘1 rejoice in your success, though the measure will rujn my business.”’
He was an importer of molasses, and extensively engaged in the West India
trade. Molasses was used in great quantities for distillation, and the Maine
Law prohibits the manufacture as well as sale of intoxicating drinks. It
was explained to him, that his fears were unfounded, and that the law
would be a benefit and not an injury to his business.

Before the Maine Law, molasses was consumed in great quantities at the
bar and in the grog shop, in the form of New England rum, which was

urchased by the poor laboring man with the money which ought to have

en expended for necessaries and comforts for his family; and which, bug
for the bar room and grog shop, would have been devoted to such purposes.
It would seem, at first view, tgat if the manufacture and sale of New Eng-
land rum should be annihilated by the law, that the raw material of which
that liquor was made, would become a drug in the market. This would
have been the certain result, if molasses could be employed for no other
purpose; but it is a healthful and useful article of food.

While the rum trade was freely carried on, the families by which it was
encouraged, consumed but small quantities of molasses in its original form,
because their means were devoted to the purchase of rum. But after the
suppression of the grog shops, molasses was carried into the dwellings of
these familics as an article of diet, and contributed to the health, comfort
and sustenance of those who were before debased by it under its disguise.
A family which would consume each year, a given quantity of molasses in
the form of rum, would use a much greater quantity in its original form,
for food, if the facilities for spending its means for intoxicating drinks, were
no longer permitted to exist.

Such was the explanation given to the importer of molasses, of the opera-
tion which the faithful execution of the Maine Law would have upon his
business; and such in fact, it proved to be; for that business immediately
improved, and has continued to be flourishing until the present time.

And the enactment and rigorous execution of the Maine Law in every
State of the Union, would have the same effect upon every branch of legiti-
mate trade. The provision dealer, grocer, hatter, shoemaker, tailor, and
every other craftsman and dealer, whose trade is necessary or useful, in
feeding, clothing, educating or sheltering the people, would receive among
them all the money now squandered for strong drinks, with g very great
sum additional, which would be earned by the improved habits of industry
of the people. And this additional amount thus earned, would at least cqual
the sum spent for intoxicating liquors.

In the State of New-York for example, the sum annually squandered for
strong drinks, cannot be less than forty millions of dollars. Any one ac-

uainted with the subject will admit this to be a moderate computation.

n equal amount is lost and wasted in various ways, directly and indirectly,
in consequence of the consumption of this vast quantity of intoxicating
liquors. We have, then, a loss to the Empire State, by the rum traffic, of
the enormous amount of eighty millions of dollarg annually. Nothing use-
ful results to the State, or to individuals, from the cxpenditure of this vast
sum for such a purpose. But it may be objected, that many persons accu
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uncs in the trade, and that the State as well as these traders, are
al:::{gze‘}l)?hereby. Fortunes may be obtained also, by r_obbex_'lyi,bg‘amblmgﬁ
piracy or murder, and the State and the winning parties will be as muc‘:
gainers in the one case as in the other. In neither case, 18 any pxg).per y
added to the general stock. In both cases, the accumulation is ac 1ev§q,
only by transferring property from the pockets of those who huvehearpe it
by honest and useful labor, to those of unscrupulous persons ‘v;v g give no
just equivalent for it, while the gainers are demoralized by the usmebsf,
and the losers are not only dep({ilx{?_d of their means, but in many cases o
ion, happiness and hfe. . -, a
llel'lfltn};,gfﬁgl?; li; no sglr)lse a gainer by the accumulation of propertydlﬁ m((in-
vidual cases by the rum traffic. Such property has simply change , ands,
from the many to the few; while the many have been rendered in t ?1 ;iro—
cess, worse citizens, less industrious, and less {tble to carx‘l mox:sls, an es:
able’and willing to bear their share of the public burdens; w}l);l le i)n advus
number of case.‘s?, they become themselves with their children, public burdens,
to be supported by the temperate and industrious part of the community,
i criminals.
eltThi!; z??egftug; :i: lx.‘::\ (;:'aﬂic upon the public welfare in the aggregate, may
be perfectly illustrated to the comprehension of every man, by a single cabuia.
Two young men commenced business together, as mechanics, in & pro{?ta e
and flourishing trade. They were both active, industrious and intelligent,
and both drank strong liquors moderately. One saw his danger in time,
ceased entirely from the practice, and warned his friend, in vain, to do t'hﬁ
same. The oneis now living at a good old age, honored and respected, wi)tl
a handsome fortune accumulated by honest industry, and a reSpsctu e
family now settled around him; while the other died mt',emp.er:ge nnS pt(})l()l.‘,
leaving his family to be supported by the charity of his frien s. gltc is
the inevitable effect of the rum trade upon public and private plospe}x;l y- ¥
Take another case, which illustrates perfectly the advantages tg t;t he pu
lic and to the people, which will result from the suppression of the rulx;l
traffic. I met in the street a few days ago, a man whom I knewuv,'ex'ytw?l i
who was formerly very intemperate and poor. Master of an hexcc en(; t trafe,
he had lived to the age of fifty, squandering everything as he earne 11 L or
strong drink. But the Maine Law came, like an angel of mertc¥ o0 him.
The grox shops were suppressed; the temptation to drink was put far lt:.:vay
from him, by the paternal action of the government; his earm]ngs no(viv. ,g;::z
rapidly to accumulate. As I met t}ultp,h he r?:;ed me warmly, and imm
i o i account of his affairs.
dm"‘;e\l?gh‘;igz:i[:)t;r)o%“l,ievﬁe’?:aid 1. ¢ Come here,” said he; “I’ll show you.”
Moving a few rods, by the end of a block of buildings, he p(;nnted dto htlls\
house, a short way off—a neat white cottage with Venetian blinc ;—a{\ wn.d
pridh » he added, *“it’s mine, all paid for, and two ]ots by its sxh e,ha 80 pzuu
for, and my wife has got three hundred dollars in cash in ,t, 'e ouse, o
my' earnings; three years ago, I had’nt a do{lar in the wow:ld ¢ o
This ingident illustrates the actual Workxpg_of the Mmt}e }‘law,. an _lts
effects have been the same in thousands of similar cases, in cdal?g“;g into
ood and useful citizens, men who were before, worthless, a’n urdens to
gocictv. Under the grog shop system, the wages of this man’s labor, wl'uc|h
he had thus accumulated, and invested in house .and lands and cash, W?ll’l :}
have been squandered day by day, for strong drink, and he must have 1ef
at last, a drunkard and'a pnuper, leaving to his family an mhent.tance 0
povert; and shame, and to his country, the burden of their suppor A
The first duty of the State, 18 to protect its people fro(rln any ;m eve'rg3
cause of evil and suffering, as far as it is practicable to 0(;0{, fo }:r:ovx 4
for their welfare and happiness in all the relations of life, and to foster an
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encourage industry and good morals. Now all men are agreed in this, that
the grog shops occasion evils more numerous and intense, than all other
causes of evil combined; that their tendency is, necessarily and inevitably,
to impoverish and demoralize the people. The government has not only
the right to suppress them, but it is clearly its duly to do so.

But it is nct the design of this tract so much to demonstrate the Jjustice
of the Maine Law, as to show its effects on the prosperity of the State.

It i said that important interests must be sacrificed, if the Maine Law
shall generally prevail. Great quantities of grain and hops are consumed
in the manufacture of intoxicating liquors, and it is thought that the Maine
Law would throw these upon the market, and occasion a general reduction
in the price, and thus the agricultural interest be made to suffer.

The results of the Maine Law in Maine upon the molasses trade, were
regarded with the same apprehension; and in the case of the grain market,
the fear is as groundless as it was in the other. The same reasoning applies
to both, to precisely the same extent.

Whiskey is consumed in vast quantities by those whose families suffer
for bread, because the means with which it should be purchased are squan-
dered on strong drink. Suppress the distilleries and the whiskey shops,
and the wages of labor, would no longer flow in these channels, but would
be spent for food instead of liquor, and thus a demand would immediately
exist for the grain, which before was destroyed by distillation. With {he
hops, the case would be different, in case of the suppression of the breweries.
A Fimit,ed quantity only, of that article would be wanted, and the land now
devoted to its production, would be converled to the culture of articles of
food, for which there would be a demand almost unlimited.

Look at the families, the horses, oxen, cows and swine of the whiskey
drinkers; they are pinched for food to such an extent, that the whole
quantity of grains consumed by the distilleries—and MmorRE—would be re-

uired to make up the deficiency. If the whiskey trade should be stopped,
there would be an immediate demand for this quantity, and the money now
devoted to the purchase of whiskey, would be more than sufficient to puy
for it, At present, the whiskey drinkers pay for all that grain, with the
addition thereto, of all the cost of distillation, and the heavy profils of the
distiller, the middle-man and the retailer 5 and this requires so much of
their wages, that they have not the means left to provide sufficient food,
fuel, raiment and shelter for their dependents. All this is so obvious to
every observer, that it is sufficient, merely to state the argument.

But if the price of grain should suffer'a decline in the market, from the
suppression of the whiskey trade, and food, consequently, should be more
abundant, and more within the reach of persons of humble means, what then?
Would any farmer of good principles—a patriot and christian—oppose the
suppression of that trade from such a consideration? In that event, his
position would be precisely like that of the gambler; the manufacturer and
vender of improper books and pictures; the keeper of {he house of ill-fnme 3
the mannlacturer of bowie knives and pistols; tEe men of every grade living
by violence or fraud, who should oppose measures L‘al(‘.ulategr to reform
society and bring men under gospel infuences, because they would tend to
diminish their profits and to break up their trade.

So far as grain is converted into intoxicating drinks, it is absolutely
wasted; it is lost to the world, for all useful purposes, as truly as if the
whole quantity were destroyed by flood or fire. Nay, it is much worso
than lost, because the consumption of this produet of the grain is not only
of no henefit to society, directly or indirccily, but is the certain cuuse of
evilg innumerable and intense, such as societ endures from no other source
No good man then can possibly advocate and sustain the whiskey tradc.
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PROFIT AND LOSS.

Our artizans were being expatriated, rushing to our ports for the purpose of going to
Amerioa and Australia; but he would tell the artizans of' this kingdom that there was no
need to go gold digging abroad. Only let them pen_!usde the government of the country
to suppress the traffic in alcoholic drinks, and they might dig gold at home. There would
be such a demand for labor that, to use a very common place expression, artizans would
not be got for love or money. But now they had discussed this question on & very low
ground—simply on that of the employment of so much capital and labor. Let them look
a little further into it. The manufacture of alcoholic drinks entailed the prodigious loss
of 50 millions of money in this country, in the way of the loss of labor, Now this wasa
round asyertion, and it would be asked could it be proved? It could to perfect demonstra-
tion. If this were the subject of his address, and not the whole question, it would be easy
to do so. It was well known that a great chunge was produced in the social habits of Ire-
land by the labors of Father Matthew. In Waterford a great mass of the people became
total abstaiuers, and the result was found to be this: An estimate was made of their

«go0ds at the time they became total abstainers, and the value was found to be about £100,-
000, or $500,000. Two years after they gave over drinking, they were found to be worth
£200,000, or $1,000,000, having thus doubled. In a mine near there & thousand people
were employed, and they earned £1,900, or $9,500 per month. They expended £500, or
$2,500 in drink, leaving £1,400, or $7,000 available for their families and their homes.
When they ceased drinking, instead of earning £1,900, or $9,500, they earned £2,300, or
$11,500. They did not spend the £500, or $2,500, so that there was o clear gain to their
families, their children and wives, of £000, or $4,500 per month., So that they need not
wonder for a single moment that their goods and chattels should have doubled.—Rew,
James Bardsley: Speech at Hull, (Eng.)

In this brief paragraph, we have a striking illustration of the two leading pro-
positions in the precediug tract; of which the first is this: that the operation of a
prohibitory law not merely effects a saving of money previously wasted upon
intoxicating drinks, but increases the production. Thus, at Waterford, we are
told $500,000 became in two years $1,000,000—a prodigious increase, that cannot
be accounted for by supposing it the saving merely of what had been previously
spent for rum. Then again at the mine; it will be observed that the whole sum
of their earnings while the miners indulged in drinking, amounted only to $9,600
per month: when they became total abstainers, it amounted to $11,600 per
nionth: an increase of $2,000 per month, or $12,000 per year, resulting, not from
saving what was before spent, but from clear additional earnings.

The second proposition of the author of the tract is, that though the liquor
dealers may suffer loss by the prohibition of their traffic, the community at large
will, in & pecuniary form, be more than compensated for such loss; i. e., every
other man in the community, will gain increased prosperity by the suppression
of the liquor traffic. To perceive that this is true, turn again to the examples
given above. The last will answer our purpose. While the miners drank intox-
icating drinks, they had but $7,000 per month among them all with which to
provide food, clothing and shelter for their families. As soon as they ceased
drinking, they had $11,600: the difference being $4,500 per month, or $54,000

r year! )y
peNow what became of this large sum? The larger proportion was nnquestion-
ably spent in buying furniture from the cabinet makers, shoes from the shoe
makers, hata from the hatters, clothing from the merchant and the tailor, and
meats and bread and veggtables from the butcher and the grocer. If they ex-
pended for such comfortd, no more than they previously wasted on intoxicating
drinks, (the least we can suppose, i. e., $30,000 per annum,) the whole commnu-
nity received just what was previously pocketed by the liquor dealer; while these
poor men had, deposited in the savings bank or elsewhere, an additional sum of
$21,000, against a rainy day! a sum that never would have existed but for the
influence of total abstinence!
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[No. 7.] - Politios and Temperanoe.

It has been urged by the opponents of the temperance movement, that it
upheaves parties, overthrows political organizations. Well, what of that ?
And this gives rise to another question, viz.: What is meant by the term
POLITICS so often used by men, with whom we come in contact every
day ? Politics in the true sense of the word is that science which, carried
out into practice, confers the greatest amount of good upon the greatest
number of people. It dictates the largest liberty compatible with social
order, and the security of individual rights. It searches out the direction in
which the greatest amount of blessings lies, and follows it. It teaches the
building up of the individual man, and the giving of prosperity to the whole
community of a State. Whatever is hurtful to either, it discards. Its aim
is to make each citizen separately, and all the citizens collectively, wiser,
happier, freer, more virtuous cvery day and every year. It looks always
beyond the present. The State, in theory, never dies, Government, in
theory, is immortal. The science of politics, while it watches over the
present, is provident of the future. It knows no such thing as temporary
expedients, unless as o means of securing ultimate and permaneni good.
It calculates, not what is best for the day alone, but for all the future;
what is best for the present generation and for all future generations. Such
is the true and legitimate meaning of the term porLiTICS; and it will at once
be scen that every real reform, having for its object the social, intellectual
or moral improvinent of Man, must of necessity enter more or less into the
politics of every free country.

There is however another and a spurious sense in which the term is used
by hundreds and thousands of petty politicians, who flourish in ward cau-
cuses, in town, county, and even State conventions. Such men, when they
talk ahout political interests, mean the interests of the party to which they
belong. By politics, they mean adherence to this or that party organiza-
tion. One man claims to be a whig and talks about whig principles; an-
other claims to be a democrat and talks about democratic principles. This
would be all very well, if there were any such tangible things as whig or
democratic principles, as the term is now used, extant. Men array them-
selves into a political party, give a blind obedjence to its dictates without
pausing to inquire where it 13 to lead them, or what is to be the end of their
action.  With such the science of politics is the mere strategy, the cunning
of the demagogue, having reference not to the general good, not to the pro-
gress of the masses, not to the prosperity of the whole people, but to the
supremacy of party; to the elevation of individuals to office, not as repre-
senting the interests of the whole peoElo, not to forward the good of the
whole people, but of the party. To this end the machinery, the discipline
and the tactics of {)nrty were instituted, and have been applied until the
whole science of politics in its true and legitimate sense has heen superseded
by a base counterfeit, passed upon the people a8 true coin. Now it i3 per-
fectly true that this temperance movement is at war with the strategy, the
cunning, the corruptions of party politics. If carried vigorously forward,
it will be very likely to upheave political organizations and overthrow par-
ties as they now exist. It may very likely happen that in its onward flow
it will swamp partizans, and thwart the designs of demagogues. But what
of that? we ask again. Let us look into the object of this temperance
movement and forward to its results, in view of the science of politics, as
we have before defined it. There is a great evil in the world. It is right
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under the observation and within full view of every man. It stalks into
every family; it invades every domestic hearth—pervades every social circle
—looms up in every community all over this State, all over the United
States, all over the civilized world. It peoples the grave yards with its
yictims, and recruits the armies of eternity with lost souls. 1t breaks the
hearts of parents—blusts the hopes of children—gives brothers to destruc-
tion and sisters to shame. It hangs like an incubus upon labor, and robs
industry of its reward. It is the great source of pauperism——the preat
fountain of crime. It fills the almshouses and peoples the jails. Tt strikes
at the root of all religion, and is utterly destructive of all Christian moral.
ity. Itis an enemy to public tran uility, and overturns social order. Such
being the evil, pervading as we all know it to be, What is wisdom, in view
of the true science of politics? It should be remembered, moreover, that
the effects of intemperance are not limited to the subject of it; it is not a
mere personal matter. Were the drunkard away off on some solitary is-
land, all alone by himself, with nobody to be disturbed by his revelries or
injured by their results, we might advise reform, but he might well question
our right to coerce his action in regard to his means of indulgence. But
intemperance disturbs the public; it interferes with the great body politic.
It is a public evil, affecting every community and every body; interfering
with every man’s happiness, and coming into collision with every man’s
rights. s
“The true science of politics would dictate the expulsion of this preat dis-
turhing evil from the world, if its expulsion is within the range of govern-
mental powers. It would do so because the general good, the prosperity of
the people as a whole, require it; because the aggregate of human happi-
ness would be increased by it; because men would bhe made wiser, more
moral, more virtuous, better citizens by its expulsion; because they would
be better fed, better clothed, have better houses, would enjoy more peace,
would be more sccure in their rights; because there would be less sorrow—
fewer afflictions visited upon them; becanse it would lessen the number of
widows and orphans, diminish the amount of pauperism, reduce taxation,
lessen crime. As all these things are the very elements of progress, of
prosperity of a nation, it follows that the true science of politics would
dictate their promotion by sweeping away every thing that conflicts with
them. Suppose it be true then that to accomplish the good contemplated
by the temperance movement, political organizations as they at present exist
should be overthrown, what harm will be done? W hat great beneficial in-
terest will be affected by it? Individual hopes muiy be disappointed; per-
sonal ambition thwarted; one set of politicians may lose their influence, and
one set of political leaders be superceded ; but others will take their places
quite ag wise, quite as honest, fully as patriotic, and as able to administer
the laws; while the great object accomplished will add infinitely to the sum
of individual and collective prosperity and happiness of the people of the
State. To carry temperance into politics then, will be but substituting the
true for the counterfeit of the science of politics, bringing it back to its
original position, and making it accomplish its real mission, viz: the pro-
motion of the greatest good of the greatest number. 1
We, of the State of New-York carried the canal question into polities.
Why ? Because many of the statesmen of the day thought that the pros-
perity of the people and the honor of the State would be promoted by the
speedy completion of the canals. Will anybody tell us that the prosperity
of the people and the honor of the State will not he ‘promoted by the
suppression of intemperance? The question of a protective tariff was car-
ried into politics and made a cardinal principle in the creed of one of the
great political partics of the State and the Union. Why ? Because the
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statesmen of that party insisted that a protective tariff benefits labor, gives
a bigher reward to industry, promotes the happiness of the working masses,
and contributes largely to the general prosperity. Will anybody, of any
yarty, tell us that the suppression of intemperance will not benefit labor,
give a higher reward to industry, promote the happiness of the working
masses, and contribute beyond the power of computation to the general
prosperity ?

It will in fact bo seen that the principle which carried any or all of the
grcat issues of the past or the present into politics, admits the temperance
movement as a legitimate subject for true political action; and no man peed
be frightened by the idea of violating any rule of the true science of polities,
by participating in that movement. It may not be wisdom to attempt to
organize a separate and distinct party, based upon temperance alone; that
might be too narrow a basis for a great political organization; but it should
be maie a distinct and prominent article in the ereed of any party that re-
ceives the support of temperance men, and it gshould be clearly avowed by
every candidate who receives their vote.

If such a course breaks up present political organizations, be it so. If
those organizations are so weak that they can not stand up for the right,
for the fnterests of humanity and the promotion of the greatest good ever
tendered to man, let them go down. If such is their organic imperfections,
they have already existed too long. If a citizen can not be a good whig
or a good democrat and a straight forward temperance man too, let him
sink the whig or the democrat, and follow where temperance leads. Let
him hold fast his temperance principles, and carry then with him to the
polls. They will be triumphant at last. The right will prevail, and the
good he has been instrumental in accomplishing will be « pleasant memory
Kheq his head rests on the pillow of death, and the woral is passing from

is view.

We have thus far considered the question of temperance as connected
with political action, only with reference to the expediency of making it one
of the issues to be decided by the ballot box. We have simply endeavored
to show that to carry it into politics is no violation of political duty, no
perversion of the right of suffrage. But there is a higher consideration re-
maining which every just man should lay to heart. The right of suffrage
was given for a lofty and a noble purpose, and connected with it are respon-
sibilities of a nature that all men should understand and appreciate. The
right of voting for those who are to make or administer the laws, implies
the duty of excrcising it, not with a selfish purpose, not to promote indivi-
dual ends alone, but with reference to the good of the great body politic,
the interests of all who are joined together by the same social compact and
live under the same institutions. It was given not only as a shicld against
oppression, a preventive and a guard against tyranny in those who wield the
power of government, but it was intended as a check upon the growth of
social evils that disturb the happiness of man. A religious man will not
and should not vote for & bold and shameless blasphemer against God and
the Christian religion. An honest man will not and should not vote for a
thief or a robber. A just man will not and should not vote for one who
oppresses the poor, who withholdy from labor its reward, or plunders his
neighbor under the forms of law. A man of gencrous sympathies will not
and should not vote for a cold and selfish aristocrat, who hag no feeling in
common with the masses of the pcople whom he would represent. A re-
publican will not and should not vote for one who avows opinions against a
representative government, and in favor of monarchical rule. And why ?
Because there would be danger that such men would practice in office the
views and the crimes which mark their private life, or give official sanction
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to practices and principles the tendencies of which would be to corrupt pub-
lic morality, disturb social order, or overthrow the government itself. A
sense of political duty would withhold from such men the vote of every
right-minded intelligent citizen. That same imperious sense of political
duty should control the vote of every temperance man in the Statc and in
€ Union. - ;s
t"h'l‘Eat intemperance is the greatest moral, social, and political evil that
ever afflicted the world, needs no demonstration here. That it is beyond
the reach of moral suasion, the efforts of a quarter of a century have proved.
"That the power of law must be evoked to stay its progress has become one
of the fixed facts of the times. Legal suasion can be secared only by the
election of legislators who will pass laws for its suppression, and wipe out
the traffic in intoxizating drinks by }})lenal enactments against it. The only
way to secure such results is through the ballot box, And will any tem
perance man in the State or in the IInioq, who hag the nght'to vote, hcsxtate
as to what his duty as a citizen is? Will he weigh the claims of his party
against his duty tfo his God, to his country, to his fellow men, to ‘humanity
and the great cause of human progress? Will he falsify his principles, give
the lie to his professions, and stand among the champions of rum, for fear
of encountering the frowns of demagogues, or the sneer of political trick
?
Steéz;xposc, as we have already said, that this temperance movement shou]cg
upheave present political organizations anl topple down parties, what then ?
A new parly organization will follow.  One, more promotive of pubhcfm}?-
rality, more in accordance with political purity, serving the interests of the
masses of the people infinitely better than the old ones have done. An or-
ganization in which good men, patriotic men, christian men, men o{] social
virtue and high political honor can take a part. An organization that will
not patronize or lean upon corruption for support, that will give no promi-
nency to the vicious, that will not confer honor upon the brutality, the licen-
ciousness, the debauchery and degradation that burrow in the dens of intem-
perance to be drawn out, paraded, smiled upon, courted and paid a3 often
as an election oceurs. Just such an organization would be productive of a
vast amount of good. It would notonly carry out and perfect the t‘emperance
movement, but would work another reform very much needed just now. Tt
would baffle the cunning and dissipate the schemes of demﬂgn;}:}ucs, who,
through the patronage and by the aid of corner groceries and L (tlerlrnnean
influences, carry caucuses and conventions, whose power is exercised t |rolqgh
agencies that shock every moral sense and violate all the proprieties of life.
In this view of the matter, good instead of evil would result from the vyreck
of present party organizations. Politics would go back tol:vardsbtlhelr an-
cient purity, w?mn good men for candidates and the use ofi pl}orah_ e mvev%ng
10 secure their election, were regarded as primary principles of poll(tilc: et twst.h - .in
the question to be decided was, not what strgngth the cundlfdnte. ctont brmgenoonl evu}: y
by drafts upon the dregs that lay away down in the depths of socie );l oh ] ;e 4 ¥ 1:;1"
irred to the surface by the excitement of & political contest, but whether he was capable
atlar honest. Such a reform in our judgment, looking to the purity and perpetuity of our
?:utitutiom., is next in importance to the temperance reform; and if both can ’be accom-
plished by breaking the present political organizations to pieces, we say in God’s name lct

them be broken.
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[N’o. 8.] Farmers and Temperance.

Somebody has said that ““ God made the Country but man made the Town.”
Whether this saying be true or false, one thing is entirely certain, that the con-
servative clements—the sober and staid virtues that sustain human institutions—
are more highly developed in the country than in cities. The farmers, as a class,
are more thoughtful, less given to fanaticism, less casily led astray by delusions,
less easily deceived by the pretensions of hypocrisy, less given to excitement,
more accustomed to judging calmly and impartially and to acting upon convic-
tions of right and duty, than is any other class of people in this country at least.
Moreover, they are more independent in thought, in opinion, in speech and in
action, than is any other class, and being 8o, they are more jealous of simister
influences and. less easily led astray than any other. It is a pleasant thing to
know that in the main, the temperance movement has taken a deep root in ‘“ the
country,” that the necessity for reform on the subject of temperance is appre-
ciated, and that however the people of the cities may cling to abuses that have
80 long darkened human destiny, however unwilling they may be to surrender
customs and habits which have multiplied crime, rolled up the vast amount of
pauperism, swelled the burthens of taxation and disturbed social order, yet in
the country among those who till the earth, who live among the natural and
beautiful things of God, there is a readiness and an earnestness ip carrying for-
ward the great work that bear with them the prestige and promise of triumph.

It is entirely natural that this should bego. When the tax gatherer calls upon
the farmer for the tribute due from him towards the expenses of the government,
the latter will be very likely to inquire what creates the necessity that compels
him to hand over to the treasury the dollars he has earned by the sweat of his
brow. He will be very likely to inquire into the cause of this yearly increase of
the ratio of taxation. Hp finds that two great sources of public expenditure are
pauperism and crime. He finds that to build alms honses and to support their
inmates and the officers connected with them a large sum is raised by taxation
and expended every yéar. Ho finds that the administration of criminal Jjustice,
the support of jails and prisoners confined in them, the arrest of offenders against
the law, the expenses of the eourts and the fees of officers roll up another large
amount to be paid by taxation. These two sources of taxation he ascertains
make up the larger portion of the burthens that bear so heavily on his class ; and
he institutes an inquiry into the causes which produce such a vast amount of
pauperism and crime. In his search after truth he meets in every direction a
single answer. It comes from the jails and the alms houses—from the destitutc
and suffering poor who are yet just beyond the necessity for public charity—from
the dissolute and the idle who have not yet crossed the threshold of crime—from
every bar room and grocery where drunkenness holds its revels. He sees it in
the bloated and distorted countenances—the inflamed eyes—the tottering gait—
the rags and filth of the devotees of strong drink. He sees it in the pale and
haggard faces, the stinted growth of barefooted, ill clad and hungry children—
in the sad and desolate countenances of wives and mothers. He hears it in the
shout, the hurrah, the obscena speech, the blasphemies that shame our language,
and make night hideous. That answer is only and always INTEMPERANCE. He
ascertaing that pauperism and crime are its sure results.

Regarding his own interests in the light of these discoveries, the farmer natu-
rally and for self-protection, becomes a reformer on the subject of temperance.

But in pursuing his inqnirics the farmer makes another discovery equally im-
portant; one which appeals directly to his heart. to his humanity, to every noble
and philanthropic sentiment of his nature, marking out beforé him in lines of
living light the path of duty. Mo finds that intemperance is the greatest cause
of human suffering, affliction and sorrow; nay, that it oceasions more hours of
hopeless desolation, crushes more hopes, causes the shedding of more tears,
breaks more hearts and ruins more souls than all the other evils that darken
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around human destiny. It hurrics young men in their strength, in the pride and
glory of manhood to premature graves: it beggars children in their helplessness:
it gives wives to destitution and daughters to shame: it peoples the grave yards
faster than famine, pestilence and the sword. 1 i

Sceing all this, the question comes home tohis heart, and he is entirely in
earnest when he asks, is there no remedy for this monstrous evil that heaps such
a burthen of taxation upon the shoulders of labor, that causes such a vast amount
of suffering and sorrow, that crushes so many hopes, breaks so many lcarts,
ruins so many souls and recruits with guch fearful rapidity, and such prodigious
numbers the ranks of death?

It was at one time thought that an exposition of the terrible consequences,
the fearful results of intemperance would Danish it from the world: that to place
before men the certain ruin that follows the use of intoxicating drinks, would
make them turn with all the alacrity of horror from indulgence. In foillowing
out this idea, philanthropy sct itself to work in collecting facts, in gathering
statistics, and when the horrible testimonials were brought together and exhibited
1o the world in their terrible distinctness, men were everywhere admonished and
persuaded to look upon them and dash from their lips the fire that would con-
sume them. Moral suasion did much. It saved thousands upon thousands from
ruin, but such is human folly, such the pow r of habit, such the cunning of cu-
pidity, that in spite of the persuasive arguments of good men, in spite of tho
logic of facts and the demonstrations of experience and observation, the tide of
intemperance rolled and rolled on, and came surging up higher and higher, until
the painful conviction was forced upon all that moral suusion alone could not
arrest the progress of the destroyer, that it could at best only snatch here and
there a victim from destruction, a few brands from the terrible burning.

From all these demonstrations was deduced the great fuct that the strong arm
of the law alone could arrest the career of intemperance, and by making the
traffic in intoxicating drinks a penal offence, strike at the root of this greatest
evil of modern times. We know not where this suggestion first originated, but
this we do know, that the people of ‘‘ the country,” if they did not originate,
promptly adopted it; and it is to their earnest support and advocacy that the
idea of a prohibitory law has become at last the paramount social idea of the
times in which we live. They have stood firmly by it from the beginning. In
our legislature the men who did most towards the enactment of such a law re-
presented mostly if not altogether, a farming constituency. Its opponcnts were
mainly from the citics and large towns.

That the farmers of the country should support this great measure is entirely
natural, Its support comports strictly with the highest requircments of duty:
duty to themsclves, to their class, to the great interests of society, to the welfare
of the people—the working millions—to whom they belong.  Such support too,
clearly comports with their own interests, The burthen of taxation rests most
heavily upon them. They contribute vastly more, in proportion to their income,
towards the expenses of government thau docs any other class of citizens. Of
every dollar of taxation levied upon the property of the country, when the real
value of the property taxed and the income derived from it are considered, the
farmers pay seven-tenths, Any system, therefore, which reduces the aggregate
of taxation appeals dircctly to their interests. A prohibitory law would producs
that result. It would vastly reduce the amount of pauperism. It would greatly
lessen crime. It would, in truth, almost banish these two causes of public ex-
penditure and relieve the property of the country from the support of the ane

and the punishment of the other. Does anybody doubt this? Let him visit the
alms houses, and inquire into the origin of the destitution that made thicir in-
mates homeless, and threw them upon the public charity for support; and he
will find that out of every ten cases of pauperism cight at least have their origin,
directly or indirectly, in intemperance. Let him look over the records of the
criminal courts, examine the statistics of crime, inquire of the prisoncrs in the
jails, in the penitentiaries, and the state prisons, and he will learn that eight out
of every ten offences against the law have their origin, direetly or indirectly, in
intemperance. So far as taxation iy concerned, then, the farmers Lave a divect
interast in the suppression of intemperance through a prehibitory law
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But there are other considerations a i
But. ‘ r conside ns appealing to the farmers in favor -
E;I:lcui):nyt Ilnwgit"“wydn:mmh food for the millions of non-producers wh(?f;(?ugg
3 ¢ citics and towns, upon the canals, on the ocean, in tl ‘(' ' i
workshops; and the prices paid, and the quanti T it oot il
‘ ) 8 quantity of agricultural products con-
sur:xul, df:pen(.i upon the prosperity of those consume%s. llxtclxnlﬁlarlﬁét?scgﬁc
g(r‘tt‘;fes((:)itlilecc otdp]overt)t': the pr(cignsut reason why so many of. the labering masses
s and large towns, indecd everywhere, live in poor te
e e By vl  poor tenements, huddled
. : ) e poorly fed and scantily clothed ; why childre
%L(:tl:-?] ((,:I;:)oted ?uqthult Hutl](ud; vt»"hy the laboring poor eat but little b:)c};(’iml]l?(;;tu
ter, cheese, truits, and those of the poorest; why they have such ! :
of furniture in their houses; why 8o many of ! A e S
f 1 y of them have neither credit t ‘has
?g}dglyou(;i :;) paSyt f;)r til‘leNlnght? comforts and conveniences of life o'lg}le?eh:)b-z
“day, le State of New-York, one hundred thousand men, wome
children who are pinched for the absolute neeessaries to sustain l’ifc?n\v]vchrz) u.cnd
con(xlmand only the simplest elements of a bare existence: there are twénty thom-l
sm:l d‘wcllm_gs into which want stalks through the doors, looks in at the wind()wl:;
ctu‘x nlcstlcs in cold, and hunger, and desolution around the hearth, Banish ine
cbmpcmnce, shut up the grog shops, and the millions that labor pays into these
% sorl‘)ems of the wages of toil, would be turned to the furnishlng of better homes
etter clothing and more of it; better food and more of it; better furniture and
lIr:ore of it; better every thing that adds to the comforts and conveniences of life
! would put money in the'purse of the laboring masses, and by promoting in-
ustxi)y’ anq bu!]dmg_ up their prosperity, furnish a vastly more abundant market
fmt )“.ctten prices for all the various productions of agriculture. All this the
aI‘nh(éylsg::lthﬁr;nhg? ixotre Lln: codugtry have come to understand and appreciate
! e sir Interest and duty, their patriotism and i ite
in éltr‘flm%, t_hcmfto carry forward the iemper‘;nce movementpersonal i
ill it 18 a fact not to be disguised, that there are farme i
( ers who se t
g;eat, rlpeasurg of reform, thgugh they are few in comparison with theo(f;:g;qteurz}: =
Od vngucnlturlsts, and are influenced by mistaken considerations of f)ersomﬁ
a .‘ antage. Ho growers imagine that a prohibitory law will damage their pro
ﬁ(i,:]-(]itgre::dnngetr cre }t\‘nth then-} interests, Let us reason with them in a spirlit ost:
3, and trace if we can the path of duty in which we a i
walk. Here isa great and overshadowin i iR S
G g evil: one that scatters desolatj
gﬁ::;h ?ilxi ﬁge:otzlieiltméd—one t.hz{t per]vudcs every neighborhood, preva(i)l;1 ?Logviﬂ(vl
%8, ! isit every social circle, may take its seat by cvery fir side €
it).galill,‘_lt which example is no protection, religious udmor'litrionyno safyegllgiléltr-n—;r;?
ex:lc‘ ings no barrier—one that revels in the disappointment of the hopes of Tather
;m in breaking the hgnrts of mothers—that beggars wives and children in t]n-'s
x;ﬂ‘l)lesstncs?f)land .clm;‘rles :ﬁrrow !;.(Illd anguish and death everywhere. To buni:lll'
ch a terrible evil from the wor every citizen who loves his ¢ . p
philanthropist who loves his kind,’every honest man who “'(::{'zldu;::)xll(tlr};‘:w:v:lr.‘
fomfn rule of doing to others as he would have others do to him, should be wili?
rgg lo.mako some sacrifice. Will the hop grower rather see thiis mighty evil
aarching on always, spreading w1dct: and wider, and growing more and ‘mor
glgf:!lluc every year, than to change Lis manner of tilling his land tossome othoe
%Vu_l"c as productive, and at small inconvenience to himself in making the chan ;
ill he stand in the way of this great reform?  Will he join the ranks ot‘}intcﬁ-
{)?r:{ncc and become a champion of intoxicating drinks, rather than turn his at-
( :f"ttlll?r:h:;)r;’ho ra;llsmg ?tf gral?fﬁt for food for man or beast, or to the productions
2 , or the culture of fruits or vegetables that sustain Jif
up the food of the millions? Will he not be happier w e e Lo
drees and he makes up his accounts f A A L5 61
: s s for the great reckon f 'ni
that he has not set his own gai i i rityr of-SHRt
S § gain agninst the suffering and
he has not assisted, by clinging to hi tccets oy Sl e
L \ o 1 ¥
cui‘;ctthqltl B i ]mﬁx a}qnity? 1i8 own selfish interests, to spread the greatest
ut will such change be after all a sacrifice o
I A J sacrifice on the part of the hop grow
X;zl(!tgﬁl}:: t::;: fl‘;)ls:ietx; bgl‘tgl'l‘(m]:g ()lns Sttenti(f)‘n }to the mis];,ng of grain, ofP s{zock,e;:
5 o : ¢ productions of the dairy? Expericnce has de
strated that the hop is one of the most i A it s ie oo
{ he ; ' ? most exhausting erops, that it wastes the -
ductive qualities of land faster then almost any other. Whercver hopspv:‘i)ll
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flourish, grain of all kinds will flourish, or grass for dairies may be produced in
abundance. Look around and see if the hop growers tlourish more than other
classes of farmers, Take the hop growing turm, and the grain or the dairy farm
laying side by side: which Hourishes most? Which has the best buildings?
Which farmer the largest income¢ Which the most money at interest? After
years of cultivation, which farm will bring the highest price per acre when otiered
for sale in the market? It is entirely true that a prohibitory law would render
it necessary for the hop grower to change his mode of farming, but what, we ask
in all kindness, of thatt The inconvenience at most would be for a single season.
His farm will remain ready to answer with abundance his labor besiowed upon
it; its productiveness is the same; it will bring forth grain, grass, fruit, or what-
ever sced he may choose to plant; not an acre or the productiveness of an acre
will be lost to him; where hops grew, wheat, corn, oats, grass, any thing will
grow and flourish; why then should the hop grower stand in the way of the
temperance movement?

Other farmers, whose attention has been given to the culture of barley, oppose
& prohibitory law. What we have said of the hop growers applies with equal
force to them. We would add herc our solemn conviction, that it intemperance
or a tithe of it, as it now exists, could be kanished trom the land, they would
find that the change, rendered by such banishment necessary in the mode of till-
ing their furms, would bring to them a higher degree of prosperity.

We appeal then to the tarmers, to the people of the rural districts, to give
their intluence in aid of this great reform. It is the cause of virtue, of religion
of morality, of social order, of humanity itself. In the cities we are surrounde
by influences against which it is difficult to stand up. We have thousands upon
thousands of shops in which intoxicating drinks are dealt out, in each one of
which is a voter and all arc against us. Counected with each one of these shops
is one or more inebriates, lost alike to the hope and the desire of reformation,
whose families have been beggared, who have become dead to every manly sen-
timent, and who are going down to the drunkard’s grave. Most of these aro
voters and all are against us. We have hundreds of brewers, distillers, liquor
merchants and hotel keepers, all men of more or less influence, and all are against
us. We are surrounded by political aspirants, demagogues who love the spoils
and covet the honors of oftice, and they gather these eiements of opposition to
the cause of temperance—these brewers, distillers, liguor merchants and hotel
keepers—these keepers of the thousand grog shops, and the hosts of miserable
and lost inebriates that hang around them, and hurl them all against us. Under
all these circumstances it is not singular that in the citics the cause of temperance
should make small progross. It is not singular that the redemption of the State
from the bitter curse of intemperance should be sought for in the country: nay,
should absolutely depend upon the generous efforts of the country; upon the
great conservative masses, the millions, that stand fast in their integrity between
the festering corruptions, the moral pollutions, the political venality of the cities,
and the licentiousness, the moral desolation, the social degradation and ruin that
would result from their away.

We appesl then to the men of the country; we appeal to them as christian
men, as patriotic men, as philanthropic men, as men who love their country and
its institutions, who have at heart the great interests of humanity, who would
promote public virtue and perpetuate social order, who would relieve industry
from taxation and give labor its just reward, who would banish from the world
the most prolific cause of sorrow, of degradation, of pauperism, crime and death,
to carry forward this great work of reform; we entreat them to relax not one
effort—surrender not one inch of ground, but to press forward earnestly, fear-
lessly, energetically, till the great struggle shall be ended in a glorious triumph.
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[No. 9.]_ 2 Drinking Usages.
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What is the cause of moderate or temperate drinking ? 1Ts it the force of
natural appetite? Rarely. Nine-tenths, if not nincty-nine hundredths of
those who use alcoholic stimulants, do it in the first instance and often for
a long time, not from appetite, but from deference to custom or fashion.
Usage bas associated intoxicating drinks with good fellowship; with offices
of l;ospitulity and friendship. Mowever false and dangerous such an asso
ciation may be, it is not surprising that when once established, it continually
gathered strength; with some, through appetite—with others, throueh in
terest, It isin this way that what we term Drinking Usages have b;come
incorporated with every pursuit in life, with the tastes and habits of every
grade and class of society. In the drawing-room and dining-room of the
affluent, in the public room of the hotel, in every place of refreshment, in
the social gatherings of the poor, in the harvest field and the workshop,
alcoholic liguor was at one time deecmed essential. Too often it is deemed
so still. Many a host and employer—many s young companion shrinks
even now, from the idea of exchanging the Kind offices of life without the
aid of intoxicating liquors, as he would shrink from some sore offence
against taste and propricty. Not to put the cup to your neighbor’s lip, in
one word, is to sin against that most absolute of earthly sovercigns—fashion.

Now what is there in these usages to entitle them to the patronage of the
wise and good ? Are they necessary ! Are they safe or useful ?

Unless they can show some offset to the vast amount of evil which they
occasion, they ought, surely, to be ruled out of court. But is any one
})repared to maintain that these DriNkING USAGES are necessary—that it

s necessary or even use/ul, that men should use intoxicating liquors as a
beverage? Do they add vigor to muscle, or strength to intellect, or warmth
to the heart, or rectitude to the conscience? The experience of thousands,
and even millions, has answered this question. In almost every age and
quarter of the world, but especially within the last twenty-five years, and
in our own land, many have made trial of entire abstinence from all that
can intoxicate. How few of them will confess that they have suffered from
it, either in health of body, or elasticity of spirits, or energy and activity
of mind! How many will testify, that in each of these respects, they
were sensible gainers from the time they renounced the use of all alcoholic
stimulants.

But, if neither useful nor necessary, can it be contended that these
drinking customs are harmless? Are they not expensive? Many a mode-
rate drinker, did he reckon up accurately the cost of this indulgence, would
discover that it forms one of his heaviest burdens. No taxes, says Frank-
lin, are so oppressive as those which men levy on themselves.” Appetite
and fashion—vanity and ostentation—constitute our most rapacious tax-
gatherers. Tt is computed by Mr. Porter, an English statistician of distin-
E}nsheq ability, but of no speeial intercst in the subject which we are now

iscussing, that the laboring people of Great Britain, exclusive of the mid-
dle and higher classes, expend no less than £53,000,000 (#$250,000,000)
every year, on alcoholic liquors and tobacco!! There is little doubt that
the amount, directly or indirectly, consumed in Pennsylvania annually, for
the same indulgence, equals $10,000,000—a sum which, could it be saved
for four successive years, would pay the debt which now hangs, like an in-
oubus, on the cnergies of the Commonwealth. In wasting $250,000,000
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every year, the laboring population of Britain put it beyond the power of
any government to avert, from multitudes of them, the miserics of want.
Were but a tithe of that sum wrenched from the hands of toil-worn laber,
and buried in the Thames or the Ocean, we should all regard it as an act of
stupendous folly and guilt. Yet it were infinitely better that such a sum
should be cast into the depths of the sea, than that it should be expended
in a way which must debauch the morals, and destroy the health, and lay
waste the personal and domestic happiness of thousands. If the question
be narrowed down to one of mere material weal:h, no policy can be more
suicidal than that which upholds usages, the inevitable effect of which is to
paralyze the productive powers of a people, and to derange the proper and
natural d:s. riﬁw ion of property. Remember then that he who sustains these
usages, sustains the most prolitic source of improvidence and want. Ile
makes, at the same time, an inroad upon his own personal income, which
is but 2 loan from God, entrusted to him for his own and others’ good.

But these drinking usages are not only expensive, they are unreasonable,
What is their practical effect ? It is that others shall decide for us, a ques-
tion which ought, most clearly, to be referred only to our own laste and
sense of duty. We are to drink, whether it be agrecable to us or not;
whether we think it right or not; whether we think it safe or not. More-
over—and this is sufficiently humiliating—we are to drink precisely when,
and precisely where, others prescribe. It has been said that, in some parts
of our country, one must either drink with a man who invites him, or fight.
1t is not long since, in every part of it, one must either drink, when invited,
or incur the frowns and jeers of those who claimed to be arbiters of pro-
priety. And even now, he or she who will not drink at ali, or will drink
only when their own reason and inclination bid, must not be surprised if
they provoke invective or ridicule. And is a bondage like this to be up-~
held? Does it become free-born Americans, who boast so much of liberty,
to bow down their necks to a servitude so unrelenting and yet so absurd ?

A German nobleman once paid a visit to Great Britain, when the prac-
tice of toasting and drinking healths was at its height. Wherever he went,
during a six months’ tour, he found himself obliged to drink, though never
so loath. He must pledge his host and his hostess. He must drink with
every one who would civil to him, and with every one, too, who wished a
convenient pretext for taking another glass. e must drink a bumper in
honor of the king and queen—in honor of church and state, in honor of the
army and navy. How often did he find himself retiring, with throbbing
temples and burning cheek, from these scenes of intrusive hospitality! At
length his visit drew to a close, and to requite in some measure the atten-
tions which Lind been lavished upon him, he made a grand entertainment.
Assembling those who had done him honor, he gathered them round a most
sumptuous banquet, and feasted them to their utmost content. The tables
were then cleared. Servants entered with two enormous hams; one wag

lnced at each end; slices were cut and passed round to each guest—when

the host rose, and with all gravity said, ¢ Gentlemen, I give c‘you the king!
please eat to his honor.”” His guests protested. They had dined; they
were Jews; they were already surcharged through his too gencrous cheer.
But he was inflexible. ¢ Gentlemen,” said he, *for six months you have
compelled me to drink at your bidding. Is it too much that you should
now eat at mine? 1 have been submissive; why should you not follow my
example? You will please do honor to your king! You shall then be
gerved with another shice in honor of the queen; another to the prosperity
of the royn! family, and 80 on to the end of the chapter 22

But waiving the absurdity and costliness of these usages, let me agk if
they are safe? No one who drinks can be perfectly certain that he may not
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die a drunkard. Numbers, which defy all com i .
. utat
w}}o were once as splf~conlident a8 aﬂy of usr::an lizr.l’hl\:}‘c;cogr;:leags:;i rs;ll‘;i(;
drinks, can be certain that he may not, in some unguarded hourz all i’nto a
debauch, in which he shall commit some error or perpetrate ;ome crime
that will fOltIJOW him “{:flhdghnme and sorrow all his days. How manyat
oung 1 one suc i ) o A
Iyor li?e !nan, y indiscretion, has cast a cloud over all his prospects

1t is not the opinion of ‘‘temperance fanatics?’ merel i
drinking to be hazardous. Tt is 8o in their estimation wl?oy;r:}g]igs: ) lrlggf's
cal observers and actors in life. Mr. Jefferson is said to have errcésI()%d (i)'l‘
conviction—the result of long and various experience—that no ‘man sh 113
be entru§t9d VV.lth office who drank. I have now before me evidence (:;'11
more definite, in the twofold system of rates proposed to be applied, in ol
of our largest cities, by the same Life Insurance Company. The one set ne}
rates is adapted to those who use intoxicating liquors; the other, to tho0
who do not use them at all. Suppose that you wish your life to be asqurss
to the extent of $1,000, and that you are twenty years of age Ii‘
practice tota! abstinence, the rate will be #11.60 per annum; §f yo.u usey'ou
toxicating drinks, it will be $14.70. At twenty-five years of age, the ratl;gs.l
will be as $13.30 to $17.00; at thirty years of age, as $15.40 to 3;19 60. 1
have also. before me the returns of two Beneficial Societies, in one OleI:liCh
the.pr!nclple of tot.ul abstinence from all intoxicating liquo,rs was observed
while in the other it was not. The result has been that, with the sam "
number of members in each, the deaths in one, during a riven period, we e
but ..veventy-seren, whereas in the other they were one hundred and te re'
making the chances of life as ten to seven, in their favor who practiée to?i
ab.tinence. This result need not 80 much astonish us, when we are told g
:.he uqthox:xty otf}') pter?‘onlsl whtl) are 1:aid to have made careful and conscie(:lIl
ious inquiry, that of all males who use intoxicati i i i )
fibus it inthperate. xicating liquors, one in thirteen

But let us admit—for one moment, and for the
admit it on other ground would be c,ulpr.ble)——let ::kaedr(r)lfi'tmt.ﬁ:tmegztc—c(to
drink with safety to you -self'! Can vou drink with safety to ouz net, 471&
bor? Are you charged with no responsibility in respect to %im 7y ng_
drink, as you think, within the limits of safety. He, in imitation c;f o
example, drinks also—but passes that unseen, unknown line, within whxmlllr
for him, safety lies. Ts not your indulgence, then, a stumbling block—-&ic 1
perchance a fatal stumbling block in his way ? Is it not, in l-brinc-i le {,}?’
very case contemplated by St. Paul, when he said, if is g:ood nei"l;e};‘ 10 ea‘;
ﬂesh NOR TO DRINK WINE, 707 anything whereby thy br.ther stumbieth
18 0 ended, or 18 made weak ! Yonder are the young and inexperie " 31'
without habits of self-control, and with fiery appetiles. Wouldpvou n}?'e )
them do as you do? Yonder is one who is just on the verge of the r.n:e
pice that will plunge himiinto shame and woe unutterable I” Are oupv:'(];r
ing that he should _ﬁnd in'your daily potations a specious apolo 4 for i
own? Or yonder is one who is already a bondman to this fearfulg{'ice b":
who feel_s h1§ debasement, and would gladly be once more free Will, A
do thnt., ln'hls prcsencq,which will discourage him from strikin. boldl yfou
emancipation ¢ Nay, it may be that he is even now, stmgglingg bmvej]/ ?;
be free. He has dashed away the cup of sorcery, and is practising {hat
Wth!‘l, to him, is the only alternative to ruin. Ts it well, (thristinn—followe
of Him who sought not His own, and went about doi;ag' good—is it wp]li
that from you should proceed an influence to press him back to his cu s?
that you, by your example, should proclaim, that not to drink is to be owf)er»-
scrupulous and mean-spirited—that al your table, in your drawing-room
1]
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ne should encounter the fascination which he finds it so hard to withstand
so fatal to yield to?

DRINKING HEALTHS.

i drinking healths is exceedingly absurd, and it is only
beg‘a}.?sef?}e"g:v: fl‘mcrl taugght this fashion from our infancy that we are blind
to the truth. If it were now abolished and any one were to make use of
the ordinary arguments in favor of its re-introduction, you might answor
him somewhat after this manner:

S} ir. in the name of sense and reason, do I show an affection and
regagiov;o’rsin’y friend, by pouring into my own stomach that which op-
presses and distresses nature, and which nature does not want ? or what
sense is there in my drinking his health while I am destroying my own?
Drinking his health! why the very words are sﬂlry upon the face of them,
if 3 man will but stop to consider their meaning. Ilow can I possibly diink
another man’s health? T may wish his health, or I may pra for his health,
but that has no rational connection with my drinking. (ntghl as_well
dance his health, or whistle his health, for any real connection there is be-
tween the means and the end. But no; this is not my object at all: my
object is to stimulate the stomach, and to persuade him to do the same, in
order that, by artiticial and factitious spirits thns excited, I may add an-
other enjoyment to that which I already derive {rom his company. And T
may call it good fellowship or regard for my friend; or by what.ever name
1 may try to disgnise it from myself; but my real object 18 present grati-
fication and seif-indulgence. But, like all present gratification and self-
induleence, it is done at the expense of the future, and forestalling that
happﬁlcss and that joyous flow of sgmts, which nature had in reserve to

ild my f"uture hour. And I am orrowing at a heavy rate pf interest;

or the whole quantity of happiness and joyfulness of heart, which we both
shall experience will be far greater in the long run, if we will suffer nature
to take her own course, and let these foolish drinking customs alone.
These customs are so exquisitely silly, that they would be mere matter of
laughter at the folly of them, if it were not for the serious end that they
often come to.”” ;

¢ Sj ia is one of those silly devices of the fool that is perpetually
begiﬁ;!i;\thlisnlz farce, and ending in a tragedy. Many a man, from these
foolish b%ginnings, has gone on from bad.to worse, till his prospects have
been ruined, the hopes and happiness of his family blasted, and he himself
murdered Voth in body and in soul. Ttis fearful to reﬂgct what a dreadful
train of evils have followed from these silly beginnings.
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(No. 10.] The use of Intoxicating Liquors as a

Beverage, never Beneficial, but aiways Injurious

to a Person in Health: proved by Medical Tes-
timony.

e

If a prohibitory law deprived men of a necessary of life, or of & healthful lux-
ury, it might still be expedient to have one; it might still be imperatively de-
mauded by the public good; but yet there would be at least a show of reason in
urging the hardship of taking from most men the privilege of using, or the ability
to buy for the purpose of using, a good thing, because a fow men by nbusiug.
convert it into a bad one. If intoxicating drinks were ‘¢ the guod creatures of
God,” as some insist upon calling them, and perhaps honestly deem them, there
might be little philanthropy, little patriotism, little christianity, shown in oppos=
ing a law prohibiting the sale of these drinks—a law necessary to protect the
comnunity from the consequences of their intemperate use; but it might be jug-
tified in a degree by urging that the law takes from men what God gives for their
good, and makes that a crime—selling these drinks—which in itself is no more a
crime than selling fruits or vegetables or meats in the market,

We say, a prohibitory law might in this case be expedient, might be demanded
by the public welfare; for the use of a thing good in itself by cne man, may be
the cause of deplorable injury to others; and when it is, its goudness cannot and
does not protect it from prohibition in a well governed community. For ex-
ample, a framed house is a good thing; aud on abstract principles of right, why
a man should not be at liberty to build one, two or three or ten stories high
wherever he owned g lot, and whenever be hiad the means of so doing. it woul
be difticult to say. Yet the ercction of such a building is in most cities within
certein limits, prohibited altogether, and we believe in ail prohibited, except
under certain conditions; as that it shall not be more than a story and a half
high, or if bigher, that it shall be separated widely by vacant spaces from other
buildings. The reason all know.

It is uot enough then, that a thing is good in itsclf, to exempt its sale or nse
from prohibition; its sale and use must not threaten or inflict ll)n'ury on others,
Still, as we have already said, the prohibition of a thing good in itself, docs lock
somewhat like an encroachment and a hardship; and an ingenions and earnest
man could frame a very plausible argument against it. He counld szy much that
would sound like reason about ‘‘ the good creature of God:” he could enlargo
on, éhe sacredness of personal and private rights, in connection with the blue laws
of Connecticut, the superstition of the dark ages, and the tyranny of Billy Bow -
legs, king of Timbuctoo, until verily you might doubt whether a probibitory law
be not an eye-tooth or toe-nail of the great dragon and a premonitory sign of
the general judgment.

This, we need scarcely say, has been the course pursued by our opponents
with reference to a law prohibiting the sale of intoxicating drinks. The press
has groaned under dissertations on these ¢ good creatures;” legislative halls have
rung with vehement elognence against any abridgment of their use becanse ¢ good
creatures;” and solemn committees have sung through their noscs and with tears
in their eyes, in poor prose and worse poetry, to the tune * Old Grimes is dead
that good old man,” the wickedness of the age in attempting to deprive men of
these ‘‘ congenial” and ¢‘ exhilarating beverages,”

But that our apponents may not be able to slielter themselves under even this
Eretonce, that intoxicating drinks are good in themselves and become bad only

y abuse, we proceed to show in the remainder of this tract, by the explicit tes-
timony of those who above all men should know—medical men, and medical men
too of the highest reputation and authority—first, that these drinksare polsons:
secondly, that, being poisons, their use as a beverage, is always, as we might’,
expect it to be, injurious to a person in health.

|
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I. These intoxicating drinks are poisons.

Dr. Kirk—¢ What is the nature of ardent spirits? All of them contain as
their basis, alcohol: a marcotic stimulant, possessing properties of the kind that
opium does, (which you know to be & poison,) with this addition, that it i3 more
immediately irritating to the tissues of the body to which it is applied, than

opium is.”

pDn. E. Jomnson—:* What is poison? It is any substance which, when taken
into the system, has the effect of disordering some of the actions which make up
the sum of human life. You may say, it is only poisonous when taken in suffi-
cient quantity. True, as regards the immediate destruction of human life; but

neither is prussic acki, nor arsenic, nor mercury, nor opium. Prussic acid,
therefore, and spirit are equally poisonous, though neither will destroy life unless

in sufficient quantity.

¢ We have irrefragable proof that spirit is a poison of the same nature as prus.
sic acid; producing the same effects; killing by the same means; paralyzing the
muscles of respiration; and 8o preventing the necessary change of black into
vermillion blood.”

Dr. FarrE—On reading to him, before the committee of the House of Com-
mons, the testimony of nearly five hundred distinguished medical men, who cer-
tify ¢* that ardent spirit is ascertained by medical science to be in & strict sense &
poison, and that its use as an article o diet is the direct cause of an appalling
amount of disease and death,” he said: ‘It is strictly so in regard to the de-
struction of life.”

Dr. R. D. Mussexy—‘* What is a poison? It is that substance, in whatever
form it may be, which, when applied to a living surface, disconcerts and disturbs
life’s healthy movements.”

¢ Such a poison is alcohol: such in all its forms, mix it up in what you may.”

¢ That a person may bo in the habit of taking it, and may yet survive and
enjoy tolerable health, is no proof that it is not a poison. Will any man pretend
to deny that arsenic is a poison, and a very strong poison? Yet there are in
Germany a number of farmers who are in the habit of making a daily use of
arsenic.  One man carricd this habit so far, as to take two grains of arsenic into
his system every day, and said that he could by no means dispense with it. Yet
does any man believe that an individual may indulge insuch a habit, and not
have his life shortened by it?”

These testimonies derived from distinguished physicians ¢ who know whereof
they speak and what they affirm,” should satisfy every one that alcohol is a
poison; and consequently that all those drinks which contain alcohol, whether
called brandy, gin, rum, whiskey, wine or beer, are poisonous to the extent in
which they contain alcohol, or the intoxicating property.

Nore.—The word *intoxicate? is derived from fozicum, the Latin for poison. Our
very language, therefore, as well as the doctors, testifies that ¢ intoxicating drinks’? are
poisonous drinka.

I1. We shall now prove hy similar testimonies,
of these drinks, in any quantity, is always, as we m
to a person in health.

Dr. Frang— Their tendency, when used even moderately, is to induce dis-
ease, premature old age and death.”

Dr. Emcen—¢ Al use of ardent spirits, i. e. asa drink, is an abuse. They
are miscliicvons under all circumstances.”

Dr. Junius JErFrREYS—’ Moderation in the use of these liguors is in fact in-
applicable; and total abstinence is the only step.”

Dr. ALpeN—¢ To a man in health, there is no such thing as & temperate use
of ardent spirits, In any quantity they are an enemy to the human constitution.
Their influence upon the physical organs, is unfavorable to health and life. They

that, being polsonous, the use
ight expect it to be, injurious

produce weakness, and not strength ; sickness, and not health ; death and not life.”
Dz. E. JounsoN—*" Are ardent spirits, wines and strong ales, nccessary or
perricions or neither? I assert that they are in every instance, as articles of

diet, pernicious.”
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Dr. GarNkrT—‘ Most persons have so i
] NET ! 80 indulged themgel 1 i ?
o Sty . ; : neelves in this pernicous
i f drinking wine, that they imagine they cannot live without a little every
Dr. Kirx—¢* Men who were never consid i
A ered int i rinki
haye often shortened life more than twenty years; anec;n Sxeer !;tc:’ ;:)tr ﬁl}y dnn};mg
pogon éllls more tl{ln even drunkenness.” . RSyt ce. oL\ e
R. Gorpon—¢‘ Leaving drunkenness out of the guesti
s r ) e t
sumption of & small quantity of spirits, gradually incgeasi(im;é ag’ :uft"elquentf s
m"§ of Xfe &8 mgl‘e habitual intoxication.” f Reediz it
i AstLeYy Coorep—‘‘ No person has a greater hostilit inki
ithzm l:ny:;elf,- insomuch that I never suffer any ardent spiritslig g)ydl:zums: r:El‘u?g
Lx}nlg them evil spirits; and if the poor could witness the white livers, the dro o \l-
ing at l:)g;e:‘vzch l!;%li)vous systttahm:st whiich I have seen, as the consequénccs of 3:;;?1 ¥
, ¢ aware, that spirits and poisons are s 'ms,” J
Dr. Barry, lecturer at the medical scho fdbitition: Livorpo
ol, Royal instituti iver;
ulx'r:-umm OTHEE PHYSICIANS—‘‘ Man in ord’ina.r)y health ret&(l)xriln’-e:‘ Qﬁi'fx?o”;?"d
ufan §, a3 wine, beer or spirits, and cannot be benefited by the habitual entity
of them, large or small. Their use can do no good to him in the most n?(}l(;l ?.txty
tur;mée:; ];c Yv;};lclbsggx;ﬁl]‘ &){ later prove injtl,u-ious to the human constitution oy
. — cn young men begin, at twenty-one years of gy
use but one glass of two ounces a day, and never i e i B ke
of lt},he ten woulc‘l }:;horltlen life more t}lya’n ten ye;(r: e s g, et
Rroussais—*‘ By the repeated use of alcohol .heatin wi i
i) < vines, &c. -
n}a.:gry modification may be kept up in the capiilaries (;‘f the mucous ;rz;xé]um
0 i e stomach, which will ultimately degenerate into phlogosis.” i s
b g. "CiARPEN’ll'ER'—Thls distmgulshgd physician, whose works. take rank with
B st in our language, recently delivered 2 lecture in London on the ¢ relati
3 abgtinence from alcoholic drinks to health,” of which the following i ke
ensed report, as published by the London Morning Post : N

¢‘ The point throughout maintained by the lecturer wa
. . . s
g:ilr(; austt:;lned, was impaired in its activity by the use t(]:t? ta{lggllxiﬂi::nﬁtiea:o?f
el f:g :si !.: ground of his argument that nothing more was requisite t((;l kcles'
b sle:;:?, Dr; 1 é ;x:ll)xggggr g\(;l; (;hx:ga%oold f;;)oldl, (glotodiair, and a necessary amounlt)
the body. It stopped the process of enxcoll?n eeve(l)' 5] o et ottt ok
_ ryth

:ie<§i fu:inyl, impeded the body from getti:‘x)g ridgof itsyeﬂ‘:::g utr}:(illtu(;g ]-]lf; “;nl:itcar-
urdled albumen, which was one of the greatest constituents of the bll)ood ersg

Ertevented the removal from the tissues of the inert fatty matter which ac i
es about them. Among the many instances which Dr, Carpenter ive 15
pll;?ve‘the incfficiency of aleohol to sustain bodily excrtions, he quoted a ﬁfwe l1~o
ahie ?wcurggtnnce, which had been told him by a friend 0 ‘{'ho had comma#&aa\-
ship from Sidney. Shortly.after leaving Australia, a leak was discovered i B
veissﬁl, and, unable to put in at the Cape of Good Hope, they were obli ki
sail homewards, keeping the men night and day at the pm’np yWhen en ;lged t’o
wltl)rk_ wils over, he was allowed a good quantity of grog f(;r hig extx'agrdr?nn 4
f}')my(';ucade‘r‘ndurance. But, as tho men would not take their proper quuntit"arf)‘,
cocoaanb' cl_l oﬂ‘,d the captain stopped their grog, and ordered them a mesi Of
i dxslcult an dmcat. _They turned in hearty, awoke fresh, rogufned the f 0h

theye ‘ra ) 08;1, tanl "mme into port as ﬂqe a crew as ever was seen. In notic?s
the o(:vc s tf :h a ?1(1)‘1.0] h(nild upon the mind, the lecturer said that it weaken:ﬁ
min(Il) ifr o l e 3 ,tan though, by s.timnlating the automatic tendency of the
contir,medm;{): 1t1ce gx raordinary activity for the time, yet it weakened, and if
il 2 estroyed external control; that no man who had taken to a habit iy

' cquld concentrate his mind on a subject as he used to do, no * Id (})1
:::ir;e px;f;l;;eny :;}rect his mental powers to any object  n which hc’wr;ql‘;e%o?o 0 a
noted for rr:éntaluargi:?:;u:]zi: ?grl;]ea'!]z(i;'{)slr:! Ol{')rtﬁ)s;t 9.n_d L stated e mgx;
;Ii‘:)’z'lectnrl((n: co(;)c]}llld(!d by showing that aleohol, :v?: :r\:%eg(;;nk::)c?rlllﬁgcnllli‘llllx(nls.
titles, :{;:a ;,nc tde [}lowers of digestion, particularly among people livi(rl) v
e mates, and that those who were thus addicted, died of dise 'g b
generally attack those of different habits,” 4 il
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THE RESULT.

The authorities we have quoted prove,

1. That alcohol is a poison, whether pure,
fermented liquors: brandy, gin, rum, whiskey,
various wines and beer on the other.

2. It is a poison, nothing but a poison in Whatever quantity it may be taken
into the system.

3. As a poison its tendency is to destroy life. If taken in a sufficient quantity,
it will produce death immediately; in less than such a quantity, and in propor=
tion as it is less, it will produce this effect more slowly; but taken in any quan-
tity habitually, it shortens life,

4. The authorities we have quoted do not positively assert, but they imply,
that the use of these intoxicating or poisonous drinks, even where it does not
directly cause discase and death, undermines the constitution, and predisposes it
10 fatal attacks from other discascs. As this is an important point, we will in-
troduce a fow testimonies of medical men bearing directly upon it.

Dr. SEwaLi—¢ From a carcful observation of this subject during many years
I am persuaded that tens of thousands of temperate drunkers die annually o
diseases which the abstemious would pass in safety.”

Dr. ExLen— Half the men every year who die of fevers might recover, had
they not been in the habit of using ardent spirits; and many & man who was
never intoxicated, might, when visited by a fever, be raised up as well as not,
were it not for that state of the system which daily moderate drinking occasions ;
who now, in spite of all that can be done, sinks down and dies.”

Dr. J. JErrREYS—*¢ Extensive opportunities of observing the habits of various
classes and of ditfercnt races among the inhabitants of Hindostan, have brought
before me abundant evidence that in using no alcoholic drinks, they are exempted
from the more complicated forms of disease.”

De. J. N. CarNocHaN—*‘ Asa surgeon having vast opportunities of experience
in hospital and private practice. I must declare that I always look upon paticnts
who have been in the habit of using spirituons beverages, as least likely to recover
from serious maladies, or from the shock following capital operations, and, also,
as those mest likely to require longer time for the cure of diseases of a more
simple character.”

Dr.J. W. Francis—
demics, knows full well t

or diluted in so called distilled or
&c., on the one bhand, or the

¢ Every one at all conversant with the history of epi-
he greater ravages which pestilence makes upon those
fndividvals who indulge largely in spirituous potations; witness the accounts of
the several visitations of yellow fever in different ports and towns of the United
States, and the records of the malignant cholera in New-York, and elsewhere in
pumerous sections of the Union, in 1832 and 1834. It is forcibly imprinted on
the memory of every medical man who studied the characteristics of this peculiar
disorder, at our several cholera liospitals, and in private practice, that, of the
whole namber who sickened and died by it, a vast majority were composed of
those who had been addicted to the inordinate use of alcoholic liquors.”

Conclusion.

What is the conclusion to be drawn from all these testimonies: testimonfes,
with which we might fill a volume instead of this brief tract of four pages? Iait,
that these intoxicating drinks are ¢ congenial” to the human constitution? is i,
that they are ¢ the good creatures of God,” and as such to be used with thanks-
giving? or are they inventions of the devil to waste health, happiness and life,
and ruin men body and soul, through time and ages without end? Reader, judge!

The witnesses have been heard ; the evidence is before you. Judge!

[No.1to12ina wrapper—then 42 of the series, or 504 traots, making 20168 pagesin a
bundie by mail, post paid, One Dollar—at the same rate for any larger quantity. 100
bundles, making 50,000 tracts, for 100 Dollars!! 0. SCOVILL, Agent, Albany.]

Folio. 50 cents 1 copy; 1 dollar 3 copies; 2 dollars
0. 8COVILL, Agent, Albany.]

[Prohibitionist, Monthly; 8 pages.
7 copies; every additional 4 oopies one dollar.
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[FIRST BERIKS P
k3 OF }2 TRACTS, PUBLISHED BY THE NEW-YORK BTATE TEMPERANCE 8OCIXTY.]

[No. 11, Adulteration of Brandy. Gin. Wise
Beer, &c., &c. W s

Tnere are many reasons why every St i

7 ate a ibi
manufacture and sale of i.ntoxic};xting Szlrinks t: dbeNz::;g:il 2};0;1 lg IR
Fyawmg every oth_er consideration, the known adulteration ofe:‘l:lmlf'e; Lo
iquors _t}}'nt intoxicate, should be reason enough for the mo t stri ey
to prohibit their sale. r ke Y T

BRANDY.

. This liquor is almost universally a base i iti j
ticle, as a general fact, is adultergted. a:?n;rggﬁs:::;g& b?nlxlr?dlmported .
U%Ld at less than about $2.50 the gallon: the adulterated cux); l():gn ngt 5
z'm: :t 3% ;:n;:alljee:sgcauon; tand soddls uised that no one can tol] :hﬁnl};ﬁ"eﬁt
b an not, nor do the i i0 )
rate, where the gain is so enormous. Cyl;e:rfxscl:f (t;))gl[t;rl?[l’);zt:)rn e
;nd sold to fabricators for making spurious brandy out of co\r: e
eX :dth? whiskey itself o]i‘ten grugged with arsenic, 08
ealer in spurious brandy recently importe o
pounds t&) manufacture 800 hogsheads ofy the ‘;‘orgeg zxxf?igfe}.l O{Iet 2373 io;n ;
%\i% 830 utt§2.50 the gallon: making a clear profit, as he confess :i mf"
$100,0 on g e speculation; the fabricated article costing him onl ib’ 0
1 cents a gallon. The fabricator having used up his compound to }317 o
ples, tgok these to a chemist in Massachusetts, for analysis, and for ths fr-
{)}?se of having them made in this country, if possible. The chemisxle k5.
no?; %xatz:unatlcén, and found one of the samples a deadly poison: he ;l m(lig
st _etom te dto have a hand in producing the mixtures, Whetherozh
! li-lcat r ougl bln chemist less honest, or had to wait for a new importatio 1
auchI;:c’r ;t)ro ?ll gr, be made known until the day of J udgment, when ﬁi
fhch. e s{'wli L be made manifest. Who can begin to estimaie the result,
ol use of the contonts of these 800 casks, on those who, before this ti Y
X:x p:}(l)bably drur}\lk tl}:e(rln ? » , e,
other man who had either imported i
co}mpoundg, is now in California wit thcm,o ;nglu:x‘;hl?s:gt:(? etos::me l:;nd q
who mentioned it to the writer, that he should make $10 00 out of
the operation. W T
A quantity of French brandy was § i
{:scd for sale at auction, on a given daml;miztﬁa;nlt:nlggg .ol:xortll(l’e nng N
: }rl'u?d fabricator purchased the whole {ot, of the importer, on th:’ co?:;i":t' o
tha t ﬁs'ale should take place as ndvertised, and on his :zccount D o
t‘e night it was all removed to his Brandy Brewery, underwent tf] s
ol Aa,dlulteratuon, was carted back, and sold next day, pure as in (? prgcess
s Ne‘avrg;a d.inler mhz}lgany declared that when ke purchased forei]c’rnrlf L.lor
ol ml ) (;ln ship }(lmrd, he had no confidence in getting the a;fticleq u o
2 fom’le:'m ess _:‘Watc ed the casks from the ship to the boat on the rﬁvei-
3 }ﬁga;;i;) i ;;ai :glgggfsgeghat 'F}r:gorted liqut(‘)rs were generally pure ,
T d rocess ion 1 i
gr‘; tg a ;’gst extent in Europe, and it is do}:xbtful gh:&\;lrte;:gor;uxinc?;ned
! x; re(f is now landed on our shores in a pure state; and if ing ure tone
‘thllil 8o far }zlxs lltdli) intoxicating it is worthless and injurious, as apbcvesr ate:
ol n](t)lr:’tf s; l(;);’d e drank as such by any human being vah;inig lon lif{l o
althfu y. Inawork published by the colebrated chemist, Fr%:de:i((:);
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and dedicated to the Duke of Northumber-
land, the practices of brandy, gin, becr and wine fabricators were pretty fully
exposed; but as we live in an age of grea progress, the fabricators of the
present day have doubtless entirely eclipsed those of the past. Accum gives
the following method of compounding, or making up, 8s it is technically
called, bran&y for retail:
¢ To 10 puncheons of brandy,...cceereeececaaacereeres «ese 1,081 galls,
Add flavored raisin Spirit; «ccecescecrerraioceroocacens ool IS T
Tincture of grains of Paradise,.c.oseeeversecioarnnceccoes 4 nss
Cherry laurel Water, coccoceeereresrosaarioannoscnonounece 2aas§
Spirit of almond cake,...evessesssosenencocarrernneeasnes Quass
1,207 ¢

Add also 10 handfuls of oak saw-dust; and give it complexion with burnt
sugar.” The same author, speaking of

GIN,

Says, “To prepare and sweeten Gin,

oil of turpentine, oil of juniper berries, lime water, alum, salt of tartar, sub-

acetate of lead, are used. Sulphate of lead is poisonous. 1 have reason to

lelieve the use of it is frequent, because its action is more rapid, and it

imparts to the liquor a fine complexion ; hence some vestiges of lead may
often be detected in malt liquor.”” As with brandy and gin, 8o with

RUM.

If whiskey will sell for more money under the name of 7um than under
the name of whiskey, it is as easy to turn whiskey info rum as into brandy,

gin or wine. We now come to

Accum, on adulteration, London,

&c., oil of vitriol, oil of almonds,

WINE.

Here the fabricators make their greatest
skill, and probably do the greatest amount of injury. Unadulterated wine,
according to its name and quality, must command a certain price, to make
it worth dealingin. The fabricator’s ingenuity is put to the greatest trial, to
produce an article resembling the pure, 80 a5 to obtain, as near as possible,
the price of pure; and, as it i8 impossible to distinguish the pure from im-
pure; and as the impure can be made at one-tenth to one-«zuarter of the value
of the pure; the impure, as anatural consequence, takes the p:ace of the pure,
the same as the bogus dollar would take tho place of the pure silver dollar,
movided it was settled by common consent a dollar was a dollar, whether

us or not. q
g «1 had a friend, who had been once a wine dealer, and

ays Dr. Nott, 0 ;
he startling statements made public, in relation to the brew-

having read t
ing of wines, and the adulterations of other liquors, generally, I inquired
of that friend as to the verity of those statements. 1His reply was, ‘GOD
FORGIVE what has passed in MY OWN cellar, but the stalemenis MADE
are true and ALL TRUE, I assure you.’
The process of adulteration i8 carried on in wi
this country, with regard to Madeira, Sherry,
of wine.
The Rev. Dr. Baird has stated that “little or no wine is drank in Frarce
the wine press. The dealers purchase

in o pure state, except it may be at
it at the vineyards in a pure state, but in their hands it is entirely changed,

rofits, exercise their greatest

ne countries, as well as in
Claret, and all other kindg

by adding drugs or distilled spirit.” -
Says Horatio Greenough, the eminent sculptor, ¢ that although wine can
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be had in Florence at one cent
a bottl H
drugs and water, to gain a fraction mo‘:"e t)l;‘i)i;ﬁ?’l;s f e tagroy

CHAMPAIGN.

A man who once worked in the
. ! ] office where this t is pri 1

:gg;lgced in m:;.ll.(mg champaign, for the ladies and gen?ll::néi %’;‘"tlfned’ Yy
sy ost to ﬂnm (i)f two dollars the dozen. Some cider or whi l? gl
Ly ,t;“"{nf?b xed air, some sugar of lead, &c., &e,, form th 1skey, some
. ul \is du ricated mixture circulates in the couni,t;-y it is o
-] vgmr;a‘ g: t}our young men often quaff it, at two dollur’s the ggrt)ﬁrally sold

randb el 1e original cost of only 1100 per cent ! ! e 1R
a3 lp a{sncmrt} tl[!)l New-Yerk purchased a bottle of what was called i
& cogta%:,ao = :rllnzlrpz}ters, had it subjected to chemical tests; it wa%etr‘:)lllllr?g

_ ] an ounce : i
drxk a ;tluxture o%sugnr of lead an((l’fw;lt‘g-a: Plaiesd. qafiho Jopld Mgty

gentleman in New-York, who made champai

t:;gulnr importer, wishing-to give his friendsp:Lgnr;é ?)‘tilr:}}:: se;lnsgme, AR
3 e«r:ncg:‘f,ll_;r'ml) xf:ﬁtr}:)}) hedproduclfd his pure as imported ; v%heguéaea?gc%:.

o fly, ped pear him; on examining it, he i his
%':(;1 cf;x:l;rlcatlwn;i I;l‘he supposed importer had pl?I‘C};aS:dﬁ;;‘nil:tl V{)as h!s
iy blp'Se a; b.rench Inbels, sold it back, as pure, to the origi Yo

r—biiing the biter. But enough of champaign u,fe now colrzlilrtlul b
P : 0

PORT.

An Episcopal Clergyman, recent!
i { i relurned i
:ls:'l:dt an lm(rix}ense munuf’aétory of erdl kindse of‘rgv?ngle (i?(? txﬁﬁ o D
lg at ingredient—so great that the proprietors kept a JikepmoriA
2 (¥'th3 e nppg}'tutmn. Pt & vessel in their em-
e dyers in Manchester (England) say, ¢ i
d Y, ‘“the wine h i
::vag; with all t;x’e bost logwood;” and the London peoi)ler::r er?‘airf'_e ou iR
o ff 4 genmtm_:d ort, you must go yourself to Oporto makey’ou'r AN e
i o (i)u side of the barrel all the way home.”’ d o STREE
catioe en o(;xr lstnterqents, as to the brandy, gin, rum, whiskey and wi i
o ns, and close vqlth.the last, the most filthy and m lt d}" vymefabn-
iole tribe of intoxicating drinks. Y I i a4

BEER

The very name of it creates a loathine i
! ) E athing in th i
!}(}1(;3 %f }.,iifgatvmg of disgust, not unlike that of :e: -g(;;?c[:lccg:f tt}llw biarioipt
v, If'ili"th ctween John Tnqur and Edward C. Delavan, sh de cele”.‘ted
beer dri y materials used in its manufacture. We gjve. b

er drinkers, some of the testimony. give, for the benefit of

Hon. JorN SAvAGE, late Chief Justi
0 3 *hief Justice of the St i
Ziﬁsgn;lr;’:;!v ;t h:"e-r saw it otherwise. My horaemrec’f;:se%ﬂ;g ‘ti!;,\;;’:c—_“'.l‘he g
- ol y;:d' ;;dt:e:erlli&»;; I hn.;e seen dogs, cats and hogs. E[‘fltle ﬁ{tl:l?”e segn
Sgshter hou ng and oozing into the ereek: th. o
20 ntreafn s'l,x}ughter house was wet, and I could see JSilth and w:::: van?xo;ig::fngngfg:
Trow ¢ i
at pondAi go,ﬁ:;o:’hﬁlfmiﬂn]%d" in the Methodist church,) testifies :—¢¢T i
ter—any thing to nymke i;, Iml;';’u"-‘d state, in the fall of the ycar Wh hP e
warmth of the wenther (he ;uaturD:vﬂ:: ;r;::;ndal;)f S ﬂontin;; i thn::::e;n u}%‘{g;
you ever try to make gluo of that water? If et s hogs soen. D
what I eall 7otten water. Have s g o thaly ,Wh L ‘ “
b e you seen that water dippeil u fonkotia Tl
I Reen n in hogsheads into the malt-house— poured &&Z‘Lﬁi’flfﬁeﬂ{lﬁ?ﬁ:
C. W. Hanvey, who had di
3 2Y . ) ipped water from the i
‘h;n"; z%:‘;mytgudgleg in front of the grave yards, 1:;:2 ;31: th: m::lt-l;ouse. g
at drained into tho puddles near Judson's .ﬁgﬂ'c:reioﬁ?f I}’ eut. fAt'l;
- art of the
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r-house drained into the pond from which the water was taken, near
the slaughter-house. You drew water from the big pond? Yes. Iow long? Your or five
seasons. The pond in the vivinity of the malt-house Yes. What was the character of the
water in that pond? Very bad. How so? Bad, from the fact that it was receiving almost
all the offul from the hill; dend hogs and dogs and cats, borscs and all drawn very near tho
pond, and with sun on it, making them exceedingly foul, so that drawing it, frequently

made me sick.

IskAEL Sx1TH, (vlder in Reve Mr. Kirk's church) testifies :—¢¢ Witness knew the pond
called the big pond. Generally when witness had seen it, the water looked filthy. (Had
frequently seen dead animals in it, as he was riding by——d0§s, hogs snd cats. Had

frequently seen carcasses of dead horses lying on the margin of it.)
GARRET MIDDLETON, testifies:—¢¢ Saw the water go in through the gutter to the steep

tub. It was very dirty water—stagnant—all turned green. Have seen dead doss and

cats in this pond.

Awnos Fasserr, (elder in Rev. Dr. J. N. Campbell’s church,) testifies :—1lave seen
the poor-house creek frequently. Some seasons of the year very unwholesome. Partic~
ularly while the slau hter house was employed. The offal and blood, &c., were thrown
out, and the creek being lower, it all descended of course into the creck. Have seen also
dead animals on the creek. Should think that the wash of some of the grave yards
drained into the creek. Have scon water drawn from the-pond to the malt house previous
t0 *35—seen it deposited in the malt house, at the north end. The water I should call
very impure. It has always been bad. I bave knownit fora great number of years. 1t
was a place of general deposit for all kinds of dead animals, at all seasons of the year.

Frox A Lonpoxy Wonrk.—*¢ All the water in one of tho largest breweries
in London was pumped up from the Thames at low water, at that tine when
all the filth of all London is poured down her preat scwers, and finds its
way into the river. Ilcre all the washing of the sculleries, all the drainings
of the stables, all the offal of the slaughter houses, the rejectamentum of all
the citizens of the metropolis—all mixing at the same time, in the same
place '—Who can say how much richer London Porter and Ale is for all

this?”’

offal of the slaughle

DRUGS IN BEER.

Years since the brewers made a grand demonstration in Albany; procured
an appointment of a committee of the Senate to examine into a false charge
said to be made against them, with regard to the use of drugs; and to pro-
tect one of the most vital and important branches of industry in the State.
The prayer of the brewers was answered, & committec was appointed, and
the ¢ defamer” called upon to answer ITe did answer by a letter, asking
of the committee to obtain the power to send for pers.ns and papers.”’
This was the last of this celebrated inquiry. The brewers went home; the
i defamer”’ heard no more of the matter. Iad the inquiry gone on, and
witnesses compelled to appear, the truth of the use of drugs, by a part at
least, of those very brewers, would have been made manifest; it would have
been proven, as surely that Nux Vomica and Coculus Indicus were used by
them, in the manufacture of beer, as was proven that the most disgusting,
filthy and ‘‘ rotten>’ water was used in the making of their vile and disgust-
ing, stupefying, besotting liquors.

In fine, it is belicved by those who are competont judges, that there is
gearcely a drop of intoxicating liquors, whether brandy, gin, rum, whiskey,
wine or beer, sold or drank in this country, which is not adulterated or
drugged. Always injorious lo a person in heaith when vure ~—how de-

slructive must they be when thus potsoned !
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there a man who believes that liberty is less invaded, freedom of action less
curtailed by this, than by empowering all to sell for 8 ecified uses and no
others? All the opponents of a prohibitory law, usually so called, are, we
beliove, advocates of a regulating license system; but why they should be,
if they object to the former—a prohibitory Jaw—on the ground that it de-
prives a citizen of liberty, we confess ourselves unable to comprehend; since
what they receive is, on this score, quite as objectionable as what they reject—
what they favor, as what they oppose. We can account for it only on the
sulpposition, that their long familiarity with the system of regulating the
sale of intoxicating drinks by license, has blinded them to the characteristio

uliarities in it, which they are quick to perceive, for the opposite reason,
in a prohibitory law.

But while the * regulating’’ and ¢ prohibiting> system, aswe have
shown, are in principle the same, there are important differences between
them which now demand our attention.

The first of these to present itself is suggested by our remarks just made.
The term ‘‘ regulating,” as well as the process which it describes, is de-
ceptive: it speaks falsely; or at least, it does what is equivalent to this,
it studiously conceals the real nature and true intent of a license law: it
professes not to be prohibitory, when it is quite as much so as any law, so
called, that was ever enacted by a legistature. The consequence is, that
men do not perceive the encroachment on what they term their ¢ liberty,”
which it really makes. On the other hand, the word * Y]rohibitory i an
honest little word: it tells the simple and the naked truth. 1t calls things
by their right names; and hence it is, that as soon as men hear it, they
prick up their ears, see tyranny, fly to their arms, and give battle; when
the very cause of their doing this, existed long ago and exists yet in the
license {a.ws, and was not and is not seen by them, only, because they have
been and still are blinded to its existence, and duped by the fraud practised
on their understandings by means of the word  regulate:’ ana surdity
not exceeded by the man who flies in a rage, doubles his fists, and falls to
cursing, on being whipped with a cowhide, while he patiently suffers him-
self to be belabored with a broom-stick, and says he likes it.

The first advantage on the side of a prohibitory law, then, is its straight-
forwardness and honesty : nobody is deceived by it: everybody knows what

it means.

Secondly, ‘¢ regulation’ not merely misrepresents itself, but it also mis-
represents the liquor traffic with which it deals. In some one or another
of this series of tracts, this traffic is proved to be a gross immorality,—a
gross imposition upon the honest labor of the countrK in the shape of taxa-
tion to support the poor and to prosecute and punish criminals, in amount
equal to three-fourths of the sum paid for these purposes,—a prolific source
of crime of al} grades against property and life, —and’ a cause of incalculable
misery through all the domestic and social relations. Does regulation tell
us all this about the liquor traffic? Does it say, dircetly or indirectly, to
the liquor dealer, ¢ You are addicted to an immoral practice, and being so
are & criminal in the sight of good men and God?* Does it say to him,
¢ You rob the honest and destroy the weak ? —you fill our hospitals, poor-
houscs and prisons with tenants ? —you cause the anguish and desolation
of our families ? — your business, therefore, is detestable and not to be tole-

rated 2’ Does it say this ? this, which is nothing but the truth, though
far, very far, from being the whole truth? It says no such thing ? Eh;
pronounces him an honest, well-doing, well-deserving man; it declares his
calling legitimate, and necessary to the wants and interests of society; it

authorises him to proceed in it; it extends over him the shield of its pro-
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tection; and, in short, it leaves nothing undone i i iti

:gsger and respectability, and represegt him andtohgi;vﬁu}:irgcf: &;tsut)ﬁé o

trut}l;se gf what they are before the tribunal of right, reason virtuev:r)d'

ke uch is regulation by license: such its endorsement oi’ the K 6
and his abominable trade: such the prodigious falsel el £

every man in particular and to all men in general, e 255

Now observe the difference between this and prohibition.

Prohibition stamps the liquor traffic as an i i
i\.s a nuisance to be abated, as a crime to b':; l;)?lr:i(;fg:it.y tl(;. bsee?:;‘:l)tu nce}(ll,
thﬁ(_)r denlel.' f{‘on‘l the circle of useful and respectable citizens aixd €8 t't e
ho tun says: ‘ This man lives upon the vices and isery of his fellg)\gm i
0 tempts and debauches them: he deprives them of reason, health vy
{Jelr 3 chnr'act(?r and life: he wrongs honest industry and hsu:d earneé o
al by subgectmg them to grievous burdens: he stimulates de )rav'tcapl-
(ciqmmxt crime: in fine, he corrupts the morals, tramples upon éhe r]i %tto
isturbs the peace, and jeopards the welfare alike of the individual gd 7
s(l))tlnety.. He can no longer be deemed, therefore, a fit agsociate of r:: ) ]
;{ e citizens. He is a wrong-doer, and the law shall treat him a }ecﬁ-
e shall no longer be protected in his calling as if he were a pood m: o
a useful member of the community; he shall be punished as tﬁe h L
great crime against man and God.»? i o

It will be observed, then, that while ‘‘regulation »* :
evil, good; “ prohibition  deals with thingsgn;ﬂttﬁ‘;; e e e
nal who is one; calls that a crime which is one; and instead of di: b
the wolf in shecp’s clothing, and holding over him the shield of law %l‘:]i"l]]g
may more effectually lay waste, without molestation, the unsuspectin 1;1 ke
strips him of his borrowed garments, unlooses the pack upon his he-gl e
calls upon every good citizen to hunt him down as an enemy of the ce s, and
welfare, that can no longer be suffered to exist. So doing prohibitiom@".n
conformity with virtue, truth, right. It permits iniquity 10 lon er to by 11;(1
in the dark, and under false pretences to deceive the simple andgentr(;w:h
:il:r‘l‘:)i:nyc.es I,tms(;amps. lthe tl;lqulqr dealer with his true moral value, nx?d i:
SR o punishes the liquor traffic as we denounce and punish any

Thirdly. ¢ Regulation *’ not merely misre i i
represents the liquor dealer and liqug’x‘ traﬂigrwevsiiﬂt:v;:istflllﬂitng:nrll;ergyt mlxs-
1,‘!10 proper nature of the articles of traffic. It calls intoxicatin, l:i 'al?o

healthful beverages®’—* good creatures of God:’’ as such itg n‘l:i .
for their sale and use. It endorses the sentiment, and pui)lishes 1tr2wtlfs
world under the sanction and by the authority of the State ‘that (t)h 4
drinks, as such, are healthful and useful, safe to all in due qua,ntit e3°
dangerous only by abuse! Was there ever a greater falschood ygzlgmbe
fiving man ? or a more stupendous deception embodied in public law ? 1
another tract of this series, we have adduced the testimony of a host ?
eminent chemists and physicians, who unanimously declare the rios' O1
and the intoxicating or exhilarating ingredicnt of these drinks 2 dlzclgf
gﬁfxfﬁé ;ap(l::;.lg o‘f"v [?éccl)iumggi ip:eledy des:ith in a given quantity, and inaan;

q b r diluted or undiluted,) injurious to i
health: its habitual use certain to undermine th . tituti 5 1briE
life. Numerous as the testimonics are, we mi AT e R

K onies are, ight multipl -
ut:‘ntg. Few physicians or chemists in this coungry or in %gr(t)};cemv:ﬁlalrgzefd
their reputation by giving any other testimony.” Both experh;lent and 2
perience have 8o fortified the fact aflirmed—that these intoxicating drinlf
are poisonous, and destructive to health and life—that the man who calls i:
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in question, will find it difficult to sustain before the community, a high
character for science and professional ability.

Yet *“ regulation by license > — by supposition, the collective wisdom, and
righteousness of the State—says, * Pooh! I know better: healthful beve-
rages! good creatures of God!’’ and this, yes this directly in the face of
scicnee, sage experience and common sense!

““ Prohibition,’” on the other hand, we need scarcely say, rises on this
testimony of science, experience and common sense, as the pyramid rises
on its base. It treats all alcoholic drinks as our laws treat other poisons—
labels them as poisons, and confines their sale to medicine and the arts, and
is thus in harmony with the knowledge of the age.

Finally, though far from exhausting the subject, ‘‘ regulation > is a gross
and shameful example of inconsistent legislation. Intoxicating drinks are
either good or evil, healthful or injurious. If they are good, healthful, the
State has no more right to impose restrictions on their sule than on the sale
of bread or meats or vegetables or milk or lemonade or soda water: if they
are evil, injurious, it is guilty of a detestable perversion of the sovereign
power, when it authorises their sale, still more when it grants to some and
denies to most the privilege of selling them, and more than all when it be-
stows this privilege for an equivalent in money, and thus derives a revenue
from vice.

‘¢ Regulation ** adopts the first of these suppositions: intoxicating drinks,
it says, are °‘ congenial,’”’ ‘‘healthful,”’ ‘‘exhilarating,’’ *‘ the good crea-~
tures of God,”” * necessary and usefui articles of diet;*’ and yet it proceeds,
as men do not in any other case, to declare, under a menace of punishment,
that they shall not be sold except by certain parties forming an insignificant
fraction of the community, and then only when they have paid a specified
sum for the privilege of so doing ! !  Did legislation ever play the fool more
absurdly ?

¢ Prohibition,”” on the other hand, is guilty of no such outrage on com-
mon sense. It brands intoxicating drinks as poisons; and as drinks, for-
bids their sale. It brands the liquor dealer as a wrong-doer, and bids him
desist: if he will not, it seizes him and applies the lash of a righteous retri-
bution.

We have done. If you have followed us thoughtfully, reader, you must
be convinced, that ‘¢ prohibition’’—not ‘¢ regulation’’—is the principle
which reason sanctions, justly represents the nature of alcoholic drinks,
truthfully declares the immoral character of the liquor dealer and liquor
traffic, and meets, therefore, the demands of the Temperance cause and of
an enlichtened age. Prohibition is a just principle consistently applied:
regulation is in principle false; in application ahbsurd: prohibition i trans-
parent good; regulation, disguised evil: prohibition, externally attractive,
18 internally the same—*‘ swept and garnished;’’ regulation is a whited
sepulchre, fair-seeming without, but within full of dead men’s bones and all
uncleanness.

[No. 1 to 12 in & wrapper—then 42 of tho series, or 504 tracts, making 2018 pages in
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