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BRADFORD AND BEER—A LESSON IN
POLITICAL ECONOMY.

(Paper by Mr. Wm. Hoyle, read to the British
Temperance League Conference in Bradford).

The amount of money expended in intoxica-
ting liquors in the United Kingdom last year
(1876) was £147,288,759, or about £4. 9s. per
head for every man, woman, and child of the
population. The question I propose to con-
sid‘:ar is—What is the economic influence of
this expenditure upon the resources of the
nation ?

At the late Social Science Congress it was
argued by one or two gentlemen that to charac-
terize this money.as waste or lost ‘was incor-
reot, and at variance with sound political
eeonomy ; for, say they, the money is still in
the country; it is not lost, for it is paid to the
publican, and the publican pays it to the brew-
er, malster, &o., and they in turn pay it to
their work-people, and thus it goes round and
round, and cannot therefore be lost. These
same doctrines have been advocated by corres-

ondents in newspapers; and even Professor

oni Tievi gives some countenance to them in

his evidence given recently before the Lords’
Committee on Intemperance.

In arguing the point I will, for the time be- |

ing, dismiss the aggregate of figures and con-
fine myself to a more circumscribed expendi-
ture. L will take the town of Bradford as an
illustration. And here permit me to say that
T do not take Bradford because it is worse than
other places, for I know of nothing that would
lead me to think it is ; but I take it because I
am addressing the Bradford people, and throngh
them perhaps a still larger circle.

T have said that the drink expenditure of
the population of the United Kingdom is £4
9s. per head ; but in England the quantity
consumed is higher than in other parts of the
United Kingdom, and anwounts to at least £5
per head of the population. I will therefore
suppose that Bradford does her share of this
rovpdivenasnilif oo, with her povulatiop.of
Jican the sum of £750,000 annually.

I will suppose that one of our Bradford
friends, instead of taking his £5 to the public-
house, goes to the corn dealer and buys with
it a oouple of sacks of grain or flour ; instead,
however, of taking the two sacks of flour
home and baking them into bread he takes
them down into the small river upon which
your town is situated and shunts the flour in-
to the stream. What becomes of it ? Of
course, you say it is lost, and society is £5 the
poorer for the folly perpetrated. But some
political economist here steps in, and argues
that it is not lost, for, says he, the money is
in the hands of the corn dealer, who pays it
to the miller, and he in turn pays his work-
people, and thus it goes round and round, and
therefore it cannot be lost. The logic in this
oase is quite as good asin the ocase of the
money spent in drink ; but, the truth is, it is
good in mneither,

The great error which these persons commit
in arguing the question is that they only look
at oneside of the case; they see the money
circulating in the hands of the seller, but they
iorﬁet that the buyer ought to have value as
well as the seller. In the case of the person
who invests his £6 in flour, and then throws
it into the river, the loss is seenat once, but if
the argument used in the case of drink had
any force in it, it would equally apply to the
flour transaction as to the drink-selling ; but,
as I have said, the whole argument is defective
in the simple fact that it only takes cognizance
of one side of the case, the seller’s. It loses
sig}:ﬁ of the buyer’s position altogether.

t us suppose that the person who bought
the two sacks of grain or flour, instead of wast-
ing it by throwing it into the river, takes it to
one of your breweriesor distilleries, where it
is oonverted into intoxicating liquor. He
brings this liquor down into gradford to be
dnmi by”your people. The first result of
drinking the liquor, perhaps, is that the drink-
ers get a-quarrelling, and hence a policeman
has to he employed to preserve the peace. A
second result is, that others of the drinkers
are helpless, and it is necessary to employ a
policeman to take them in charge, and also
provide a place where they can be stowed
away. They are then brought before the
magistrate and fined 6s. and costs, or may be
they have committed some grievous assault
and consequently get three months with hard
labor. Or, it may be, these people do not
get into the hands of the police, but go home
and kick up a row there, and on the Monday
morning, when they should go to their work,
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they are too unwell, or too thirstyl; hence
they absent themselves. This somefimes ex-
tends to days, and it may end up by the
doctor being called in to correct the follies of
the spree that has been indulged in. In
the meantime perhaps the wife and children
of the drinker are starving for food, and per-
haps roaming uncared-for aboub the streets ;
they thus become habituated to habits of
idleness and often of criminality, and thus is
perpetuated the criminal race of our popula-
tion.

Now I submit to this conference whether
the act of taking the grain and throwing i
into the river \was mot by far the least disas-
trous act of the two of which I have sppken, 80
far as the influence upon the community goes.
Undoubtedly it was, for in the one case the
destruction of the grain was the to?a; loss, but
in the other, added to the destruction of the
grain, there was the breach of the peace, the
helpless drunkard, the policeman to be paid,
the sickness and logs of labor, the ‘domestic

and social misery, the pauperism engendered, | g

&o.; all these are evils incident to the latter
case, but they have noexistence in the former.
'What a reflection it is upon our civilization
and our Christianity that we tolerate such
evils! Nay, we not only tolerate them, but
wo buy them at a prico the magnitude of
which is beyond our comprehension.

Possibly the objection may here be started
that the illustration used is an extreme one. I
admit that it is more extreme than some cages,
but, unfortunately,in this business the extreme
cages are excessively numerous, for when we
have over 300,000 apprehensions for drunken-
ness in the ~United Kingdom—and probably
not more than one in thirty of the drunken
cases apprehended, thus representing: nine or
ten millions of cases of drunkenness—when we
have 1,000,000 paupers, 200,000 criminals, 63,-
000 lunatics, quarter of a million of vagrants
and idlers, when according tothe estimate of a
Parliamentary committee, one day out of every
six is lost to labor owing to habits of intem-
perance, and when, according o Dr. Richard-
son, the death rate of the country is increased
owing to the habits uf drinking near one-third,
it almost makes it impossible to exaggerate the
terrible character of the evils resulting from
the liquor traffic.

T have said that if Bradford drinks her share
of what is consumed in England she will
spend. about £750,000 per annum in drink.
Let us first contemplate this drink expenditure
and its results, and then contrast it with the
results that would accrue were the goney to

In the first place, to manufacturé #e seven
hundred and fifty thousand pounds worth of
drink there would be grain or produce destroy-
ed equal to 6,000,000 41b. loaves. The total
grain or produce destroyed in the entire coun-
try in manufacturing drink is equal to 13,000-
000,000 41b. loaves, or more than 190 for each
family in the kingdom. If the grain had to
be all grown in Yorkshire, it would form one
vast corn-field, covering about 2,800,000 acres,
or three-fourths of the entire country; or, it is
equal to about one-third the entire wheat crop
of the United Kingdom.

The influence of the drink expenditure in
Bradtord would be about as follows, caleulat-
ing the ratio on the average of the country :—

1st. In drunkenness. There would be some
40,000 cases of drunkenness during the year.
I don’t say apprehensions, but cases where
people go home intoxicated and unfitted to
perform the duty of life.

2nd. In pauperism. There would be over
4,000 cases of pauperism to be relieved.

3rd. In crime. There would be over 800
ocases of crime of one kind or another.

4th. There would be, according to the re-
port of the House of Commons’ committes,
nearly one day’s labor of the population on the
average lost to the counhz.

6th. The extent of industrial employment
given by the expenditure of the £750,000 in
drink would be the finding work for about 100
of your industrial population.

6th. According to Dr. Richardson the mor-
tality will be about 1.00 per annum more
than it would be but for these habits of drink-
gy =
These are some of the results which accrue
to Bradford from the large expenditure; they
represent an amount of social misery and de-
gradation that is truly appalling.

Let us now look at what would result from
a right expenditure of the money :—

In the first place, we should be rid of all
the oases of drunkenness, and the deplorable
evils resulting therefrom.,

Secondly, We should have the grain to use
as food. Imagine 6,000,000 loaves coming in-
to Bradford. Nearly 200 for each house. It
would supply the whole town with bread food
for above four menths inthe year. :

Thirdly, If the money were invested in bet-
ter houses, more clothing, additional furniture,
improving the cultivation of the land, the sew-
ering of tho streets, additional and better
schools, ete., it would, besides adding enor-
mously to the comfort of the people during the

year,

million, if not a full million, richer at the end
of the year in the one cage than the other.

Fourthly, The money so expended would
find employment during the year for over 7,000
workpeople, instead of one hundred as when
spent in drink, and hence the trade of a dis-
trict would be materially improved, and the
position of the working classes greatly bene-
fited.

Fifthly, The mortality of the town, instead
of being 24 or 25 per 1,000, would sink down
to 16 or 16 per 1,000.

Contrasting the results of these two expen-
ditures, we have on the one side food wasted,
labor unemployed, drunkenness rampant, the
mortality of the people increased, crime, pau-
perism, and other social evils engendered and
nothing produced ; on the other side, there is
food saved, labor employed, pauperism, crime,
&c., well-nigh extinguished, our industries
stimulated, tie mortality of the people reduced,
and ab the end of the year the town of Brad-
ford would be near a million pounds to the
ood.

If this augmentation of the wealth of the
town were to continue for twenty years, what
a difference it would produce in the town of
Bradford! She would first of all save her
drink bill, which would amount to £15,000,-
000, and then her people being more industri-
ous and healthy, her wealth would grow much
more rapidly, so that at the end of the twenty
years it is not too much to estimate her addi-
tional wealth at £25,000,000, the annual in-
come of which at five per cent. would give £1,-
250,000; and then, too, to be freed from all the
drunkenness and the evils resultin thqreftom,
would be such & gain to moral an gocial pro-
gress, apart altogether from its material re~
sults, as that we can form no conception of.

“And now, if we expand our vision, and in-
stead of regarding the influence of thesereforms
as confined to Bradford, view them as applied
to the whole country, we shall be able to form
some slight conception as to the change which
would be wrought in the nation by aright ex-
penditure of our money- ‘We should save our
food, we shouldmultiply our wealth, we should
diminish our taxes, we should lengthen the
lLives of the people, and last, not least, we
should remove by far the mightiest obstacle to
the social, moral, and religious life of the na-
tion.

At the present time, the trade and commerce
of this country is ina gondition such as has
not been experienced within the memory of
the present generation. The warchouses of
merchants and manufacturers are stocked with

ple are in rags. How is it that the goods
from the manutacturers do not find their way
upon the backs of the people. The reason is
this, that the money which should buy the
goods goes into the till of the publican. As
the Chinese Ambassador said touching China,
many of the people buy opium, and are, there-
fore, too impoverished to buy goods, so it is in
this country, the people spend their money
upon drink, and, therefore, are too impoverish-
ed to buy clothing and other comforts.

The economioc laws of trade are as fixed and
inexorable as are the laws of nature, and there
can be no violation of them without due pun-
ishment. The income of a country is the
source from whence its trade and commerce is
sustained, but when £147,000,000 of this in-
come is expended upon an article which in it-
self yields no return of good, but which, whilst
it is Toss in itself, also adds an enormous addi-
tional loss in the shape of the mischiefs which
result, it is so much abstracted from the trad«
ing person, or in other words the buying pow-
er of the people, and as an inevitable conse-
quence, our trade is depressed and our com-
meroe languishes.

NO LONGER MARTYRS.

Tt is difficult to realize that total abstinence
inSeotland is & thing of yesterday—not yet fifty
fears old. Yet this fact must not be over-

ooked ; for, to a large extent, it explains the
closeness of the grip with which the liquor
traffic has fastened on the throat of thiscoun-
try. We have not only got to pay our own
debts, which most men find heavy enough,
but also those accumulated by our ancestors’
neglect,.
et while we may blame our ancestors, we
must remember their position as contrasted
with ours. When the first teetotalers took up
their stand in this country, they were inform-
ed by the nearly unanimous testimony of
medical science, ¢ You may make martyrs of
yourselves if you like. o cannot shut you
up in agylums, but we warn you that you are
running a serious risk to health if not to life.”
This was a grave position for any man to be
placed in. But our fathers saw that no ex-
ample but that of total abstinence could be ef-
fectual for the reclamation of the i
They ask why they should not do for their
fellow-countrymen what Jesuit missionaries
were doing for the heathen. They resolved to
defy the doctors and accept martyrdom were

nd tho town at least three-quarters of a | that necessary.
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Now for us martyrdom is simply out of the
question. What a change! Doctors say to
us, “ You martyrs, indeed ! ‘Why you are
doing the very best thing for your health,
physical and mental.” Insurance agents ad-
dress us, “Talk of martyrdom ! It isa remark-
able thing that, if you are martyrs, you should
live longer than anybody else.”” Employers
of labor agk us, “ Wherein does’your martyr-
dom consist ? 'We can’t see it ; for we would
rather have you in our employment—particu-
larly as buflers—than anybody else.” And
those fathers and mothers who are fertunate
enough to have marriageable daughters indi-
cate the same preference, knowing that tee-
total husbands do not make heartbroken wives.
'We have had to put up the shutters on the
martyrdom department of our business. It
hag been with us as with the man of whom
Lord Beaconsfield said “he had retired from
g}lsiness ; or rather business had retired from

im.”

‘What has produced this marvelleus change?
Surely, so far at least as the insurance agents,
the employers, and the fathers-in-law go, it
has been due entirely to the results of total
abstinence as exhibited by total abstainers.
May the same be said of the change in medi-
cal and scientific opinion? I think so; and I
will tell you why. The change in that direc-
tion has been immediately due to the start-
ling discoveries made in Europs snd America
by scientific men unprejudiced by any favor
for teetotalism. But I should ]iEe to know
what led to these discoveries ? The law of

avitation may not have been discovered by

ir Isaac Newton’s observation of the fall of
an apple. The_discovery was the result of
laborious investigations, continued for years,
yet the fall of the apple may have suggest-
ed these investigations. 8o it hasbeen here.
The results threatened by the doctors did not
follow.  Instead of health suffering, it im-
proved ; instead of dying faster, the early tee-
totalers outlived their compeers. Testimon-
ieg in fayor of total abstinence poured in from
every side ; from Richard Cobden, the statess
man, on the one hand, “ The more work I have
had to do, the more have I resorted to the
pump and the teapot,” and from Tom Sayers,
the pugilist, on the other, “ When: I have got
any business on hand, commend me to cold
water and the dumb-bells.”? The doctors
were puzzled. These testimonies did nob
square with their old theeries, which evident-
ly, therefore, needed to be overhauled. 'They
were overhauled, and we know with what un-
expected results. Thus it is not too much to
that total abstainers have led to the change

TNOUICAT AN SCIONTITIC OpInton. -

Now, I hold it to bo a sacred duty incum-

nt on every total abstainer to make himself

and herself acquainted with the facts of this
change. Everybody knows that itis drink
which fills our gaols. You may sum that up
in the language used by the late Horace Gree-
ley, the editor of the New. York. 7%ibune, in
reference to his political opponents, ¢ I don’t
say that every Democrat is a blackguard ;
but I do say that every blackguard isa De:
moerat !’ It is equally certain that every
criminal is a consumer of strong drink. Re-
member the striking way in which a veteran
teetotaler, Georg Oruickshank, the great
caricaturist, bought that out, when he offered
£100 to any one who would produce a case of
a teetotaler having been convicted of a crime
accompanied with violence. That £100 still
lies unclaimed, But medical opinion in re-
ference to the physical evils of drink is not so
wellknown.  ° :

Don’t let us ignore it because as fyet it may
not go so far as we should like. Tt the wea-
pon with which it furnishes our armory will
not kill our enemy outright, is that any rea-
son why we ghould decline to use what will
permanently maim him ?—C. J. Guthrie, M. 4.,
wn Advocate, Edinburgh.

— We are glad to know that public senti-
ment to-day is demanding of teachers an ex-
ample in fgvor of temperance, and the day is
not far distant when total abstinence from
strong drink and tobaceo will form an essential
qualification for teachers in our public schools
and colleges. Supposing, then, the teacher to
be fa..vo;ablp to our cause, how can we pro-
mote it in his school? We answer that in the
first glact_-) he must su ply the absence of in-
st'ructloq in our text-goo 8, by explaining to
his 1L)t:.plllg:; theL na:tlllx_re and effects of intoxicat-
ing liquors. Let him wuse every opportunit,
?,nd they will be many an? frglt;uent, gf,
impressing on the minds of the children the
ghame and sin of drunkenness. By verbal
description and earnest exhortation, by appeals
to God’s Word and actual facts about them
lead them to soe that it is not the light matter
the world would have them believe, and only
one to be laughed at; but that it is a sin
against one’s self, against all about us.—
Temperance Union. ;

— Ex-Gov. Dingley, of Maine, denies tho
statement, which has been going the rounds of
the papers, that “the practice of opium-eating
has increased enormously in Maine.” He
says there ig no truth in it.
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