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THE PUBLIC FORUM
THE ONLY CHANCE. The only

chance that the people have to ob-

tain even a fairly good administra-
tion under Thompson orSweitzer is
to give Seymour Stedman 100,000
votes.

If the people do not ask for any-
thing they do not deserve to get any-
thing. Both candidates stand for ex-

actly the same thing and the citizens
cannot expect either one to know
what is the people's wish unless no-

tice is properly given them as above
mentioned. Arthur W. Gladwin,
2348 W. Monroe sL

CHILDREN AND THE MOVIES.
To L. J. S.: Permit me as a moving
picture fan to enlighten you in par-
ticular as to why children are pro-
hibited from seeing certain pictures,
as, for instance, the one quoted:
"Traffic in Souls."

In the first place every picture
shown in the city of Chicago must
have a police permit, or, in other
words, has to pass inspection by the
board of censors, and, if they think
it fit for the people of the city to see,
permission is granted for it to be
shown under certain conditions; if
not it is in moving picture parlance,
killed that is to say, it is not allowed
to be shown at all.

This particular censor board, how-jve- r,

possess certain discretionary
oowers. They can if they see or
think fit issue a permit on any pic-

ture "for adults only, over 21 years of
ige."

Now L. J. S., the penalty for viola-

tion of this police permit in any way
is confiscation of the particular pic-

ture and in addition a heavy fine. So,
my dear friend, all you or any other
citizen has to do, when in doubt, in
a case of this kind, is to call up Major
Funkhouser's office and you will very
quickly learn the truth.

In the particular case of "Traffic in
Souls" it was shown at a private ex-

hibition at the American Music Hall

last May. A vote was taken on it by
your "Reform league and it was con-

demned, or at least it was not allow-
ed to be shown. Later, however,
strange to say, it was permitted to be
shown to "Adults Only." Evidently
in the time it was laid aside it got a
little better, or more fit to be seen.

I could mention many more cases
of this kind, but space will not per-

mit me.
Dear L. J. S., I don't blame your

ignorance on this subject, but as a
member of a much-abuse- d fraternity,
I resent your "slur" regarding trick-
ery in cases of this kind, while, at the
same time I will admit that this same
trickery has been resorted to. Still
those cases are very few and far be-

tween; so why condemn the whole-floc-

because of one "black sheep."
L. Jt S., we have been abused and

knocked about from pillar to post in
the last two years, hardly daring to
call our souls our own. We have
fought hard to try and let the chil-

dren see all the pictures. We defeat-
ed the ordinance, which
practically meant the exclusion of
children altogether and furthermore
we are as a body united in opposition
to "The Adult Permit" If a picture
is not fit to be shown to a child, then
it is not fit to be shown at all.

Ignorance of the law is no excuse,
L. J. S. It is the fault of you and
others like you, who as citizens of
this city permit those things to be.
You have allowed a few fanatical re-

formers to control the entire situa-
tion, who, while they are perhaps sin-

cere and well meant in their endeav-
ors to correct other people's morals,
are at the same time too dangerous
to be at large. Open meetings were
held on this question. This partic-
ular element fought against us and
the result is the condition you see
today It is not our fault, for if you
and the people who were and are vi-

tally interested in this question of
fair and sane censorship had attend-
ed to your duty as citizens of this

1 city the results would be far different.
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