
Illinois Liquor Dealers Meet 
The address of the State President, Ernst Kunde, before 

the 30th annual convention of the Liquor Dealers’ Protective 
Association of Illinois is filled with interesting statements 

for temperance people. 
After the usual admission that he and his fellow whisky 

sellers represented the sum total of all virtues in the great 
uplift movement of the times, he said: 

“Your secretary’s report will show that, owing to the 
Prohibition wave which struck this state in the fall of 1907 
and the spring of 1908, and confiscated the business of so 

many of our members, our membership is not as large as it 
was last year, for so far they have not been able to redeem 
their lost ground.” 

He adds a little later that the principal loss in member- 

ship was in the city of Chicago. 
Although we have heard a great deal about how they are 

organizing in the state of Illinois, he mentions the addition 
of but two organizations—one at Seatonville and the other 
at Cherryville. 

Didn’t Drink Enough. 

Next, President Kunde “regrets to report” that “the 
members of the East St. Louis Association seem to be in a 

tangle both from internal dissension and a feeling that they 
were not accorded the usual courtesies expected from the 
visiting delegates at our last convention.” 

In other words when last year’s convention met in East 
St. Louis the delegates didn’t drink enough and the local 
dealers had too much wet goods left over out of the extra 

supply laid in for the occasion. 
Next cofiies the “united-we-stand-divided-we-fall” appeal. 
“We have a united enemy to contend with, and our homes 

and business are at stake. The injury of one should and 
must be the concern of all. Chicago needs our country 
members and our country members need infinitely more the 
aid and assistance of the great army of Chicago liquor 
dealers. United we stand [when they are able to stand up at 

all], and divided we fall.” 
The fellow who holds a bunch of saloonkeepers together 

for any length of time, it seems, has a job on his hands. 
Brother Halle can have the job if he wants it, and he seems 

to want it. 

The Doctrine is Good. 

This “united” doctrine is good doctrine, however, and it 
is quoted here for the purpose of driving it home to the 
temperance workers in Illinois. It is also true that the sa- 

loonkeepers of Chicago, comparatively insignificant in num- 

bers as they have been, have dominated too long the politics 
of the state of Illinois on moral issues. 

It may be remarked here by way of parenthesis that a 

number of papers in the Fourth Supreme Court District 
during the campaign between Cooke and McClure lauded 
the hypocritical resolutions adopted by the liquor conven- 
tion at Springfield and criticised the Anti-Saloon League for 
exposing the record of one of the candidates. They over- 

looked the compliment paid by the President of the Liquor 
Dealers’ Protective Association to the Judiciary in general* 
Mr. Kunde says: 

“In union there is strength. Fully three-fourths of the 
cases that the association is forced to carry to the state 

Supreme Court come from country associations, where the 
judiciary is composed of fanatics who believe that the means 

justifies the end, and law and evidence are cast to the four 
winds of heaven when a saloonkeeper is at stake.” 

In resolutions adopted a little later, that same body of 
men are made to say: “The indorsement of a candidate for 
Judge by any faction or element, and particularly by the 
Anti-Saloon League, whose dark ways are only too well 
known, is equivalent to an imputation that a candidate does 
not possess qualifications which would make him a fit mem- 

ber of the bench.” Consistency is certainly a jewel in the 
hands of a bunch of saloonkeepers. But they do handle 
jewels very carelessly. 

Who are they, Please? 

Speaking of the campaign for the Legislature President 
Kunde makes a statement that the Anti-Saloon League was 

forced to indqrse some candidates who were openly opposed 
to it. Will the gentleman be so kind as to name them and 
prove his statement? The League did recommend some 

thirty-five candidates indorsed by the United Societies, but 
when it came to a showdown in the Legislature, the League 
had the support of every one it indorsed with the excep- 
tion of one, Mr. Beck of the 23rd district. 

In almost the same breath Mr. Kunde speaks of the de- 
feat of Senator Berry by the liquor forces and then credits 
it to the Anti-Saloon League. 

Mr. Kunde quotes liberally from the statements of the 
third party prohibitionists and then tries to deceive his own 

followers by making them believe that these ridiculous 
claims are put forth by the organization which he and his 
bunch admit is their arch enemy, the Anti-Saloon League. 

Summing up their brilliant work in the last Legislature, 
he closes with this significant paragraph: “While I regret 
that it is impossible for me to report any substantial gains 
made during the last Legislative session, yet we have much 
to rejoice over in the defeat of so many of our arch enemy’s 
(Anti-Saloon League) pet measures.” 

Tries to be Cheerful. 

Then with a sudden burst of enthusiasm he says: 
“During the last year a great educational campaign has 

been started, which has already caused the awakening of 
a great army of people. Men who occupy high positions in 
the church, educational and state and municipal institutions, 
startled by the dark cloud of prohibition destruction, 
have dared to raise their voices in protest against the 
unholy creed of prohibition and the reckless destruction of 
property. The leading magazines of the country have pro- 
duced facts and figures clearly proving the fallacy of pro- 
hibition.” 

Wonderful! The lambastings that the liquor traffic has 
received from the east, west, south and north through the 
magazines during the last year have made it look like a 

rooster in a rain storm. 
The attorney of this “protective” association reported at 

length to prove that his clients are not law breakers. Per- 
haps not, but the prisons of southern Illinois are entertain- 
ing at the present time a large number of ex-saloonkeepers. 

This same attorney states that the Superintendent of the 
Anti-Saloon League retracted a statement made at Gales- 
burg concerning conditions that he found at Freeport dur- 
ing his residence there. This is absolutely false. If the 
Superintendent of the League has been reported in any 
newspaper or elsewhere as making such a retraction he has 
been utterly misrepresented. 


