
Drunk on Candy 
Two small girls, whose names the county agent has suppressed, 

were in the recorder’s court at Kalamazoo, Friday afternoon for 

investigation as to drunkenness. They were found Thursday 
night along a railroad track by a night watchman. 

The girls claimed their condition was the result of eating 
chocolate candy with brandy in it. In the sweat box they clung 
to the story. 

Judge Mason ordered a pound of the candy brought into the 
courtroom aud the court, Chief of Police Boyles and other officers 
ate the candy to learn the effects. 

A candy maker was brought in and testified that a half pint 
of brandy is used in every forty pounds of the candy. The court 

has the case against the girls under advisement.—Truth, liquor 
organ. 

This is some more of the liquor dealers’ “education.” They 
will mix whisky into soda water yet. 

Caught with the Goods 

Search and Seizure Law Operates in 
Ohio 

Again the officers of Cedarville, Ohio, 
have been camping on the trail of the 

speakeasies and have landed the keepers. 
Tom Mitchell has been bringing liquor 
from Xenia and distributing it from his 

residence for some time past, to the 

great aggravation of the officers of the 

law. On the 21st of March they caught 
Mitchell just as he was unhitching his 

horse after a trip to Xenia. They 
searched his buggy and found a two-gal- 
lon jug of whisky. This they deposited 
in a place for safe keeping and filed an 

affidavit for a search warrant, which 

Mayor McFarland issued at once, and 

a search was made of Mitchell’s build- 

ing, a combination residence and store 

building. In the kitchen, on top of a 

closet, they found a number of empty 
whisky flasks, and inside they found 

several large bottles that had contained 

whisky; also a jug under a table. They 
were seized and taken over to the 

mayor’s office and deposited in a vault 

for safe keeping. 
April 17th Mitchell was tried upon 

the evidence produced by the search. It 

was shown, also, that he had taken out 

internal revenue license, a copy of which 

record was produced in court. The of- 

ficer testified to having received liquor 
at Mitchell’s place through other parties, 
as did also a colored woman who has 

been buying for her husband every 

Saturday night for months. The case 

was submitted without argument, and 

Mayor McFarland promptly returned a 

verdict of guilty, and sentenced him to 

pay a heavy fine and costs. Mitchell is 

an old offender, and did not receive 

much sympathy from the court. 

American Issue. 

Easy Lessons in Economics 
Suppose Jones puts up a bar, stands 

behind it from January to December, 
takes in $2,000 and gives out nothing 
but brown paper. Who has kept Jones 
and his family?—The earners and busi- 
ness men of this country. He has pro- 
duced nothing and given nothing valu- 

able in return for the $2,000. He is an 

able-bodied pauper. 
Suppose Smith sets up a bar, stands 

behind it from January to December, 
takes in $2,000 and gives out nothing 
but whisky. Who has kept Smith and 

his family?—The earners and business 

men of the country. He has produced 
nothing and given nothing valuable in 

return for the $2,000. He is an able- 

bodied pauper. 
What is the difference between the 

two? Jones -— — harmed nobody. 
Smith-harmed everybody he 

could-Jones was a harmless pau- 

per; Smith was a destructive pauper— 
that is all tne difference.—Hon. G. E. 

Foster, in Minnesota Issue. 

A preacher who fears to tackle the 

liquor traffic wherever he finds it 

would do the Lord a service by re- 

signing the job he holds. 

Sustains Priest’s Attack on 

Saloon 
Pottsville, Pa., March 27.—Rev. 

father P. C. McEnroe, of Mahanoy 
City, was today acquitted in court of 

the charge of slandering Thomas 

Martin, a saloonkeeper. The defendant 

denounced violations of the liquor law 

in a general manner in his church and 

Martin, insisting that he was being at- 

tacked, brought suit. 

The Foe of Law and Order 
When the ministry of this country from their pulpits speak out for 

law enforcement and ask that the laws of the state shall be enforced 

against all manner of violations, the Retail Liquor Dealers’ Protective As- 
sociation rises up and says, “Not so.” And should it be the duty of the 

mayor of a city to thus enforce the law and a minister of the gospel, who 
believes in law enforcement and who believes in right and justice to all 

classes, should criticise said mayor and should the mayor take it into his 
own hands to chastise said minister as did the mayor of Dixon a few days 
ago, the whisky element, the Retail Liquor Dealers’ Protective Association 
and the Brewers’ Association and the thugs and the bums would rally to 

his support and say that he did right. 
Shall law be enforced in Illinois? The better element says, “Yes,” but 

the Retail Liquor Dealers’ Protective Association says “No,” if it in any 

way interferes with their business. “You may pass your Sunday laws, 
you may pass anti-gambling laws, you may pass ordinances saying that 
saloons must close at a said hour of the night but we are a privileged class, 
we hold a license, not infrequently against the will of the people, and so 

if you undertake in any way to interfere with our liberty or undertake 
to enforce the law, we will see to it that the men who violate the law shall 
be protected in their lawlessness.” 

Yet men who go to the legislature say that this thing ought to be 

continued, men who go from respectable homes, men who promise their 
mothers that they will vote for different laws, men who promise their 

constituency that they will stand for the right, men who promise sacredly 
on their honor as men that they will stand by legislation that will give 
relief, when it conies to voting, vote with the lawless and then come back 
and ask the decent element of a community to support them for the legis- 
lature. The time has come when every good man must stand by his home 

and for law enforcement and for a majority rule. 


