
JUDGE GIVES REASONS WHY PEOPLE SHOULD
DEFEAT PROPOSED MUNICIPAL COURT ACT
Judge McKenzie Cleland gives the

following reasons why the people
should defeat the proposed Municipal
Court act at the polls on April 7:

Editor Day Book: The proposed
Municipal Court Act, which will be
voted on April 7, is, in my judgment,
the most dangerous piece of careless
legislation which has been passed for
many yeaTs, a view which is shared
by a large number of the most ex-

perienced judges and lawyers in Chi-
cago. Its adoption by the voters will
mean that there will be no longer a
"poor man's court" in Chicago. It
will mean that the difficulty of col-
lecting honest claims will be tre-
mendously increased a situation
which can only benefit rascals and
deadbeats.

I enclose a brief statement of the
objections to this act and trust you
will arouse your readers to a sense of
the danger which lurks in this unwise
piece of legislation. (Signed)

McKenzie Cleland.
JUDGE CLELAND'S REASONS
Reasons why voters should vote on

April 7 against the adoption of the
proposed Municipal Court Act, the
purpose of which is:

1 To enlarge the jurisdiction of
the Municipal Court so as to enable
it to take over about 90 per cent of
the business of the Criminal Court of
Cook county.

2 To increase the salaries of the
chief justice, and of the bailiffs and
clerks to the extent of about $75,000
per annum.

3 To increase the powers of the
Municipal Court judges over that of
the judges of any other court in the
state, as for example: Enabling one
MuniciparCourt judge to issue search
warrants to search residences at
night, whereas such a writ can now
be issued only when signed by jtwo
judges.

Following are some of the reasons
why this act should be defeated:

1 The Municipal Court is now
about 20,000 cases behind in its busi-
ness. A poor man who tries to col-
lect a bill by bringing suit in this
court may have to wait a year for
trial. If he then gets a judgment, the
defendant may appeal to the Appel-
late Court, which is about two years
behind in its business. If this act
should be adopted and the Municipal
Court takes over the business of the
Criminal Court, it will of course get
very much further behind in its busi-
ness, and it would soon be next to im-
possible to collect a claim through
that court.

2 The Municipal Court already
has more criminal business than it
can properly dispose of. Last year it
disposed of 121,000 criminal and
quasi-crimin- al cases, which was at
the rate of one every seven minutes
for the ten judges trying such cases.
The ones who suffer from this haste
are the poor and unfortunate, who
cannot hire lawyers or secure delays.
To give more business to a court,
which is already obliged to dispose of
its criminal business with such rapid-
ity, would amount to a crime.

3 The adoption of such act will
do away with "preliminary hearings"
of persons charged with felonies.
Under the present practice, all per-
sons charged with felonies are given
a speedy preliminary hearing before
the court without a jury, and about
one-ha- lf of such persons are dis-

charged as having been improperly
arrested. If this act is adopted it
will necessitate a jury trial in every
felony case, thereby causing thou-
sands of innocent persons to be lock-
ed up in our filthy jails until their
cases can be reached for jury trial, at
enormous cost to the taxpayer and
great suffering to the innocent and
helpless.

4 The adoption of this act will do
one of two things: It will either per-

mit the iJiosecdtion of all criminal


