
li**hl its monopoly more Isrally, amt
(lie Norwegian authorities avoided
some of the already obvious faults
in the Swedish system. Hut, in
handing most of the profits to
charity, instead ot to the municipali-
ties. Norway raised up trouble of
another kind; the Norwegian <iti's
were still strongholds of drinking,
though, as in Sweden, most of the
eonntry districts had none dry under
Local Option. Hoth Norway and
Finland adopted prohibition during
tiiv war, and have resisted hard com-
mercial pressure from their old
customers, the Mediterranean wine
co untries.

The Gothenburg Company, we have
said, soon lost its phil&ntrophy in
Sweden. Strangely, also, it soon
abandoned its monopoly. After
thirty years, a review was taken of
the seventy licenses it “started with.
Seventeen had been sold back to
private clubs, pestuarants, and hotels,
and hotels vending liquor for gain.
Twenty-three more hail gone to wine
and spirit merchants who did an
“ofT sale” trade. Sewn went to
carry on another “Offsale ' system in
which the Company was mixed up.
Four were retained for the sale of
spirits with meals in eating houses.
Only nineteen “philanthropic” houses
remained to vend spirits under regu-

lation as originally planned. This
deeply significant tabulation indi-
cates how impossible it is for any
system of public control to hold its
intricate and unwieldy business a*

a monopoly. The great name of the
Gothenburg system was acquired
under false pretence*: the tremend-
ous decrease in Sweden’s drinking
took place under Local Option during
the ten years before it came in.
Careful calculation shows that, for
our century, the Gothenburg scheme
reduced the drinking of spirits one
quarter of a gallon per head, and
increased the consumption of beer
eight gallons per head.

Gothenburg itself is one of the
most drunken cities of Europe. In
one pre-war year of this century, it
had 1600 more arrests for drunken-
ness than the most drunken Ameri-
can town of its size. On the num-
ber of convictions for drunkeneaa,
it is judged five tiims as drunken
as Aberdeen. Cardiff, or Liverpool.
It is the most drunken city in Scan-

i
dinavia. One of the Company s or-
iginal aims was to decrease pauper-

ism. Hut it has increased; lifty per
cent. There are about eight hundred
licensed houses in Gotherburg, lint
the Company's eighteen or ninebvn
"philanthropic** houses were, not
many years ago, calculated to be re-
sponsible for on* third of the drunk-
enness there.

So great were the evils of the
Gothenburg system that in 1914, a
Stockholm expert, Dr. Ivan Hratt,
was called on tu reform it. The pur-
chase of liquor is limited by a "mot-
bok” or license card. This is issued
only to persons over 21, who for
three years previous have not Isvn
alcoholic patient* in hospital, nor
convicted for drunkenness, nor puni-

shed for crime. The allowance runs
from one to four litres a month (a

litn* is seven-eights of a quart). A
license card is cancelled for drunken-
ness, or if lent to another, and no om*

under eighteen is served with liquor
in a restuarant. The Hratt system
has been in ojirralion since 11*21.
During 1913-1915, years of free sale,
consumption rose to 10,000,000 litres
a year. It dropped to 25,000,000
litres later, hut in 1924 it had risen
to 28,000,000, Convictions for
drunkenness are also rising. There
were 32,381 in a population of six
millions. During the last three years
drunkenness among young persons
lias especially risen, amounting in
1 924 to 20.1 of the whole sum. The
number of license-holders is also in-
ert asing; in 1 925 they were 1.060,
441 and 92,981 of these were women.
So much for the Gothenburg-Bratt
reform.

My authority for these recent facts
h the International expert. Alexis
Iljorkman, writing from Stockholm
on January 12th, 1926. He adds:

“The whole temperance movement
in Sweden, comprising some 500,000
adult members, stands unanimously
against the system and for total pro-
hibition.” Hut why, it may be asked,
do not the Swedish towns exercise
Local Option and get rid of the Com-
pany system? The answer is that
each town recives 7/10 per cent of
the huge surplus profits. One ideal-
ist may quarrel with Mammon, but
who ever saw a Corporation of ideal-
ists? At one blow', Gothenburg
crushes both these myths of reform-
Trust and Corporate Control.

Let a clear-sighted Swede, the
Mayor of Safer, speak the last
word: —“Endowed with the scinb-

lance <»f ttflbi.il just ire, morality ■
t-unperance, and wearing a giai, lnfl
of saintliness, the Gothenburg sys®
lias degenenvtcd into an unheard I
humbug . . . It is the ki*s of j»J
It creates a cruel lust for M®
money ...Of it can only be ,®
as of other profitable egon-im. ■
has God in the eye, but the tiwj®
the fingers.’ fj

Strangely the shadow ol Lott,A
burg flashes across tie* screen ■
British politics. In 1 872. the lt®
anthropic brewer. Mr Carnegi . raA
over and joined with Mr J«s«®
Chamberlain, then a Radical ■
dazzle England with this new s, ®
lion, ilut Britain, however wrigh®
with liquor trouble, refused to ®
dazzl'd. Even then it regarde I
breW’er as a dubious tempera:®
reformer. Enquiry also shot®
Gothenburg more drunken than d®
British town. Mr Chamberlain. !i®
ever, did not abandon his pioj’.'®
liquor reforms with lii-s Lib<ra!i>®
In the early nineties he set forth■
municipal monopoly of public ii<«®
as a eo u liter-cry to Local Dpi ion.:®
Liberals Ining pledged to the lat®
Literalism foundered on other r<®
that year, but the Tory victors®
not municipalise the public hou®

Yet the seed thus drop®
produced some fragile Mow®
of reform in England, s®
as the Public House Trust ®

sociation of Northumberland, lea®
by Earl Grey, and taking over s*®
public houses. The scheme soun®
well, only pure liquor wr as to be sol I
the managers were to receive a <®

mission on food sold and on “e®
management”—a fatally |
phrase—but not on liquor, and profit®
were to be administered for the b®
fit of the community. The intent®
of Earl Grey were good, but, after I
few years, the "Grey Arms" was
nounced as one of the worst coil
ducted houses in the North 1
England, and two clerical shall
holders pronounced the whoi* sell®
a failure. Other and smaller T'Jj
house experiments have been tried®
London and other large cities. Tlfl
are unknown to fame and to reforfl

(To be continui'd).

Absent-minded —the man *

thought he’d left his watch at ho-
and took it out of his pocket to*

if lie had time to go home to 1
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