
and the moral people of the city have barely 
ventured to whisper an occasional protest. 

At length the city council went so far as to 

compound the crime with the lawbreakers and 
pass an ordinance upon the terms of which it 
was tacitly understood that no interference by the 
city government should take place in the saloon’s 
lawbreaking. 

Again and again, Republican and Democratic 
candidates for mayor have announced before elec- 
tion that, if elected, they would not enforce the 
Sunday closing laws—and the good people, as 

well as the bad, voted for them. 
There never has been any doubt concerning the 

real status of the Sunday saloon in Chicago. 
No one has ever seriously questioned the su- 

premacy of the law of the state, or its force and 
effect in this city, yet, with the exception of one 

mayor’s administration, during which time the 
law was enforced and the rebel ordinance never 

appealed to against it, the saloon has gone on 

breaking the law every Sunday, as openly as it 
has sold liquor on Saturday, and during the 
greater part of all this time has also- violated the 
ordinance. Upon a summer Sunday, 7,200 Chi- 
cago saloons, with their front doors “wide open 
as the mouth of hell,” and the many going in 
thereat, has been a common sight in this city. 

The first real attempt within recent times to 
close the saloon on Sunday was made in the fall 
of 1903, the movement being led by the editor of 
The National Prohibitionist, who was at that 
time the secretary of the Law and Order League 
of Englewood, the great southern Prohibition 
district of this city. That movement, after a few 
months of energetic fighting, ended in failure. It 
may be recorded as a matter of history, that the 
failure came because of the enormous sums of 
money which the liquor interests had at their 
disposal; because of the inefficient court system 
then in vogue in this city; because of the ability 
of the liquor interests to bribe juries; because of 
the criminal neglect and opposition of the city 
government and the state’s attorney, but chiefly 
because the good people of the city, frightened at 

the sacrifices and effort required, surrendered to 

the rebels, pulled down the flag of law and 
order, and let the reign of anarchy go on. 

A few months later Mr. W. F. Mulvihill be- 
came secretary of the Englewood Law and Or- 
der League, and shortly after taking that office 
began quietly to agitate for a renewal of the Sun- 
day closing fight. On this occasion the move- 

ment was made to cover the whole city and vari- 
ous kindred organizations were federated as a 

Chicago Law and Order League, of which Mr. 
Arthur Burrage Farwell, famous for his work 

against the saloon in Hyde Park, became presi- 
dent, and in which Mr. E. J. Davis, president of 
the Englewood Law and Order League, has been 
one of the strong moving forces. 

This movement gained impulse from an at- 

tempt on the part of the liquor interests to rally 
the “foreign-born citizens” for a movement 

against the Prohibition districts of Chicago. Un- 
der the influence of leaders in the pay of liquor 
capitalists, an organization came into public no- 

tice under the name of the “United Societies,” 
blatantly clamoring for the reign of unrestrained 
drink in Chicago in the name of the “foreign- 
born.” Chicago newspapers in the pay of this 
movement have gone so far as to assert that “ev- 
ery foreign-born citizen and every citizen whose 
father was foreign-born” are opposed to Prohi- 
bition and Sunday closing. 

Honest Americans, both native and foreign- 
born, began to feel that something needed to be 
done to meet this movement, which, though its 
chief force was the brewer’s money, was making 
a public impression of no small magnitude. 

After more than a year of careful preparation 
the Chicago Law and Order League began active 
work in the month of November, 1907. 

Careful evidence was secured against a large 

number of Chicago saloonkeepers; warrants were 

sworn out for them by the state’s attorney’s 
office, that office now being in the hands of of- 
ficials who have discovered the necessity of law 
observance, and the cases were brought into the 
court where interesting forensic battles have been 
going on for the past two weeks. The liquor in- 
terests have the support, not only of the or- 

ganized saloonkeepers in Chicago, willing to pay 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, if necessary, 
to preserve their chance to rob the people on 

Sunday, but, as well, of the liquor organizations 
of the state and the great brewing and distilling 

outspoken in their support of the Sunday dosing 
movement, strictly on its own merits, as a prop- 
osition of law. Some of the other papers have 
observed a notable silence, but the Post and the 
Journal have been outspoken against the enforce- 
ment of the law, while the Hearst papers havt; ^ 
clamored for “personal liberty” with a senseless- > 

ness that would do credit to the average liquor 
journal. 

In the first case tried—that against a Greek, 
who conducts a large saloon, the attorney for 
the defense admitted that the saloon was open, 
and placed his whole dependence in defense upon 
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—From the Philadelphia North American. 

The large brewers are awakening to the fact that in order to stem the tide of Prohibition legisla- 
tion that is rapidly rising throughout the United States they must take an avtive part in the fight 
against the low dens and saloons of the vicious type. To this end they are employing the services of a 

large number of men, who are making investigations in the country as well as in the city, and are 

doing much to destroy the worst evils. As the breweries in most instances buy the licenses and 
own most of the saloon fixtures, they can materially aid the anti-saloon people who are willing to 

declare themselves in favor of a sane restriction on the sale of alcoholic liquors. 
The methods they employ are much like this: The agent goes into a town or city and seeks the 

advice of the ministers and leading men as to what can be done toward remedying the trouble in 
their district. Then he seeks out the worst saloons that he has heard of, and if they are violating 
the law, proceeds against them. 

One great difficulty that the brewers encounter in trying to regulate the saloons is the fact that 
the anti-saloon people will not co-operate with them.—Will H. Dilg, representing the Anheuser- 
Busch Brewing Co., as quoted by the Neiv York Sun. 

interests. Everything that money can do, hon- 
estly or dishonestly, for the protection of a pris- 
oner charged with a crime before the courts, is 

being done for the saloonkeepers who are on 

trial. 
The first case brought to trial exhibited some 

of the difficulties in the way. The case was tried 
before a judge who drinks; was tried by a state’s 
attorney who drinks; every member of the jury 
was a drinking man. and the most, if not all of 
them, admittedly in the habit of frequenting the 
saloons on Sunday. 

It developed that the liquor interests of Chi- 
cago have control of influential newspapers. The 
Daily News and the Record-Herald have been 

his ability to confuse or mislead the jury by the 
introduction of the rebellious ordinance of the 
Chicago city council. 

In spite of the fact that the opening of the 
saloon was admitted; in spite of the fact that the 
judge charged the jury that it was a law of the 
state, not the ordinance of the city, that con- 

trolled, the jury, after many hours of delibera- 
tion, defiantly refused to convict and were dis- 
charged in disagreement. The statement wa’^ 
given out that four members of the jury were it j 
favor of conviction and eight were opposed. 

The cases are still in process and well worthy 
the. attention of the whole country because of 
their bearing upon the future of popular govern- 
ment in America. 


