
THE NOBLE EXPERIMENT PROHIBITION

The Noble Experiment of Prohibition in the U.S. failed miserably. Also, it not only failed but was counterproductive. It
was worse than doing nothing.

The poll also found that 62 percent of working men favored lenient enforcement of prohibition. Prevent the
young from drinking and let the older alcoholic generations die out. Nonetheless, after many years and
petitions Congress passed the Volstead Act. Martini, Beaulieu Vineyards, Concannon Winery, and Beringer
Winery stayed open citing sacramental wine for Catholic Mass as their sole purpose of production. Could they
have revised the law to make it more effective. Watch out for solutions that end up worse than the problems
they set out to solve, and remember that the Constitution is no place for experiments, noble or otherwise.
Evidence of decreased consumption is provided by two important American economists, Irving Fisher and
Clark Warburton. The Act put the maximum alcoholic content at 0. That is true of extensive crime syndicates
the Mafia as well as street gangs, a criminal element that first surfaced during Prohibition. Instead, it added to
the problems it was intended to solve and supplanted other ways of addressing problems. Roosevelt threw his
weight behind repeal of the 18th Amendment. That figure is very misleading. Football fans are normally beer
drinkers. Congress went along in and sent the issue to the states. During the 13 years, distribution of alcohol
was handled by the criminal underworld. But it was not long before illegal stills were set up. Many areas of
crime such as gambling, prostitution, and corruption of government officials were fueled by alcohol; and the
government hoped that without that bribe, crime would decline in cities. Alcoholism certainly was a problem.
That simply did not happen. As the trade in illegal alcohol became more lucrative, the quality of alcohol on
the black market declined. Not only did spending on alcohol increase, so did spending on substitutes for
alcohol. An "experiment" because most observers felt like it was an experience that failed. But increased law
enforcement efforts did not appear to reduce drinking: arrests for drunkenness and disorderly conduct
increased 41 percent, and arrests of drunken drivers increased 81 percent. So, many were shocked when the
Act put the alcohol content so low. The additional resources greatly expanded the enforcement of Prohibition.
However, many were technocrats or Progressives, and if some benefit of alcohol were admitted they would
have been forced to conclude that the government should act to encourage moderate consumption of alcohol.
Bootleggers quickly discovered that running a pharmacy was a perfect front for their trade. After passage of
the 18th Amendment, it was up to Congress to set the maximum alcoholic content in beverages. While per
capita beer consumption in was only one-third the level, per capita consumption of wine and spirits was above
levels. Yes, prohibition did stop a lot of people from consuming alcohol. Prohibition Was Criminal At the
beginning of Prohibition, the Reverend Billy Sunday stirred audiences with this optimistic prediction: The
reign of tears is over.


