
in any other industry., it would have
kept eight or ten times the number or
men employed.

In one year our N.Z. breweries em-
ploy'd 9VS persons, and made a profit of
£227,627. 'bile same >oar, boot, shoe,
furniture, and woollen mills combined
made a profit of £208,218, and employed
7621 persons. They made less profit,
but employed eight times as many
workers. Certainly the money went
into the pockets of the workers instead
of into the I tanking accounts of tlie
brewers. Just when our vital indus-
tries are languishing, and shareholders
consider themselves fortunate if they
receive any dividend at all, the pros-
perity of the Liquor Trade is uncheck-
ed. “The Economist'' points out that
whilst nine brewery companies in one
year declared net profits amounting to
£7,655,495, the net profits of nine coal,
iron, steel, and shipbuilding companies
were only £92,916. Just look at these
estates left last yetvr by brewers and
distillers:—

Lord Dewar, distiller .... £5,000,600
Lord Fortevoit, distiller .... £1,405,247
E. E. Be van, brewer .... £2,127,856
T. W. (I. Hewitt, brewer .... £951,508
Adam, Sir H. Meux £910,465
Need the wives of our workers asK
where the money goes which is spent
on liquor?

Do 5 oii \% ant a Job?

Then see that New Zealand invests
her uione' in trades which employ more
workers than this Liquor Trade. What
are these trades? Take note of these
figures, taken from our N.Z. Year Book.

For every million pounds of output:
'file nothing trade employed 2617 work-

ers, and paid 31.5 per cent, in
wages.

Woollens employed 2400, and laid 33.5
per cent, in wages.

Furniture employed 2218, and paid 39.2
per cent, in wages.

Boots employed 1816, and paid 32.7 per
cent, in wages.

Biscuits, etc., employed 1812, and paid
21.3 per cent, in wages.

Breweries employed 193, and paid 13.1
per cent, in wages.

A meeting of some 40 Wellington
business and professional men drew the
attention of the Government to these
figures by resolution, and urged the
Government to make known the un-
economic nature of the traffic in in-
toxicating liquor, and to advocate the
diversion of expenditure from that
commodity to other channels during th*
piesetit crisis.

Decrease Your Expenditure.

Not only does this trade rob ilie-
worker of his Job and decrease his m-
come; but it ul o causes great increase
in National m.i tendit lire. It enor-
mously increases our poor relief. Win n
men spend their wages at the hotel
their families have to he assisted by
the State. In Bermondsey, in
1930, the population was about 115,000;
every ninth person was in receipt of
l’oor Relief, but £1,835,000 was spent on
strong drink. Had this money l>een

spent upon food and clothing, the Pool
Relief Fund need not have been called
upon.

In Honolulu, under Prohibition, every
telephone l>ook has this printed upon it:
“If you know, teli us of anyone in
Oahu needing charitable assistance,
telephone 8515, and immediate attention
will be given.” We don't have to ad-
vertise in New Zealand for cases of dis-
tress.

All coni|«etent authorities agree that
the cost of our hospitals, mental hos-
pitals, gaols, and police force would be
much reduced if The Liquor Trade was
outlawed. A very conservative esti-
mate gives the cost of hospitals and
charitable aid, due to drink, as £450,000
for a three year period. Police and
Court and prisons expenses due to
drink for the same period. £660,000;
children in charge of the State due to
drinking parents for three years, f87,-
000. The uholition of the T.tquor Trade

would increase jobs, and therefore in-
come for the workers, and it would de-
crease cost of administr ition of Justice,
Education, aid H« ilth Departments,
and so help to balance the nutior.ul ex-
penditure. It is not so much economy
needed now us wise expenditure, and
expenditure on strong drink is neither
wise nor economic. It causes unem-
ployment, and it also is a fruitful cau-e
of unemployable unemployed.

But hush! These facta must not l>*»
mentioned in Parliament. Be sure and
put on the soft pedal in dealing with
alcohol, the greatest criminal of all th-
ages, the cause of more misery and loss
of life than war, pestilence, and famine
(ombined.

Why? Oh! Why?
Women who are suffering, and whose

children are suffering, from the present
depression make these facts known, and
press your M I', to deal with them in
I ’urliament.

"ANNE OF GREEN GABLES."

Have you seen it?
Seen what?
Why, seen “Ann of Green Gables.”
No! W’heie can I see it and what do

you mean? Have you seen it?
Of course I have. It Is being shown

by the R.K O. Radio Pictures.
1 thought you did not like pictures.
Surely you know there are pictures

and pictures. Didn’t you enjoy reading
‘Anne of Green Gables” and the other

seiTies of “Anne of Avon lea”?
Yes, 1 loved them, and I know all

about Anne 'with an e). How Matthew
and Manila wanted to adopt a Ih>> and
were not pleased to get a red-headed
girl. 1 could follow her all through
the pages of that wonderful book, and
could almost see her winning their love.

Well, you go to the pictures and you
will actually see the hurt look u{>on
her face ami hear the Injured tone in

her voice as she says, “Doi.’t you want
me?”

Shall I take my girls to see it? Yoi
don't approve of pictures for children
do you?

I approve of this one, and it will d<
every l»oy ami girl go<*d to see it. Pic-
tures of this kind deserve to be sup-
ported and let the Filin Companies know
we want this type of picture.

CLARENDON HOUSE,
Allington Road, Karori, Wellington.

MISS WAI.MSLKY,
’Phone 27-631.

Three minutes' easy walk from Karoi
Park. Accommodation for restful holi
day. Spacious sunny grounds
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