
of government observes the fact that all a govern- 
ment does, to a great extent, is an interference 
with certain liberties. A man buys a lot in the 
city here, puts most of his money into the lot, 
starts to build a frame house, and discovers that 

yhe has run foul of the law of the city, which 
does not allow him to put up a frame cottage on 

that lot. He says, “I haven’t money enough to 
put up anything else.” The answer of the city is, 
“You can't build it then.” “What has become of 
my right to build any kind of a home I like?” 
The answer is, “Your personal right to build 
your own kind of home has been lost in the 
larger right of the city of Chicago to be pro- 
tected from fire.” 

I have a friend on the South Side whose baby 
died from scarlet fever. The whole time the 
baby was sick the man was shut up in his home. 
The man really needed to be out making a living, 
getting ready to pay his doctor’s bills and funeral 
expenses, but the city kept him locked up, and 
he-was not even allowed to attend the funeral. 
What became of the man’s right to earn a living 
for his family or to be out on the street or at- 
tend the funeral? His right to these things was 

lost in the larger right of the city of Chicago 
t"* be free from an epidemic of scarlet fever. 

There is nothing really difficult about the thing. 
Somebody may say, “Has not a man the right 
to drink if he wants to? And if so, have we not 
the right to have saloons any hour of the day 
or night?” The answer to this is, that saloons 
contribute to drunkenness and drunkenness to 
crime. Then a man’s actual personal right to 
drink, or his right to get drunk, might be less 
than the general right of the people of the state 
to have him sober. That is to say, it is a con- 

flict of rights, and when you get that, the right 
that influences or touches the larger number of 
people is the one to rule. If it be true that in St. 
Louis crime diminished fifty percent because of 
the closing of Sunday saloons, what man would 
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insist that the right of a man to drink, or the 
right of a saloonkeeper to sell, is greater than 
the right of the people of Chicago to have a 

corresponding decrease of crime in this city? 
The purpose of the government is the reduction 
of crime and sorrow. Against the larger right of 
the people to have a sober citizenship, who will 
contend for the right of the individual to get 
drunk whenever he pleases? 

The objection I have just considered is a broad 
one. Now I come to one that meets the exact 
situation. It is, that Chicago ought to have local 
self-government. That is the first proposition, 
that this city ought to govern itself, that it ought 
to have saloons if it wants to, and ought not to 
have them if it does not want to—in any event, 
that the city ought to be supreme. I am not 
going into that further than to say, that if it 
be true that the city ought to have the entire 
saloon question in its hands, independent of what 
the state of Illinois may think, the best way for 
the city to get it is by obedience to the law. 
The city will not get the local self-government it 
wants in a hundred years, or a thousand years, 
by saying to the state of Illinois, “That is one 

thing we will not accept. Other laws, relating to 
taxation, to banking and the like, we are willing 
to obey, but here is a law we will not obey.” In 
other words, gentlemen, if the city is to make a 

test with the state on some law as to the question 
of the sovereignty of the city, and if the law 
that calls for the closing of the saloons is to be 
the law on which the test is made, I submit that 
a very unwise choice has been made. 

We could hardly select any law which would 
put us in a worse attitude before the state of 
Illinois. If we get a larger measure of self- 
government, we will not get it by force from the 
state of Illinois, we will not get it by open law- 
lessness in the city of Chicago. It will come by 
argument, by reason, and by influence. Upon that 
ground I would be disposed to submit to you 

people here the proposition that our safety lies 
only in obedience to the law. The law of the 
state ought to be supreme. If it is not the kind 
of law we want or ought to have, let us by 
proper methods undertake to get another. But 
let us insist in the days to come that it shall be 
impossible for a man to be elected to a position 
of honor or trust in this city who announces that 
he will have a hand in the nullification of the law. 
Let us insist that the saloonkeeper, along with the 
preachers and the lawyers and the doctors and 
the merchants, shall obey the law, unless some- 

body shows us that there is a sort of sanctity 
that surrounds the saloon business, which puts it 
higher than any other business in the city, and 
that therefore, on that ground, the law calling 
for the closing of saloons on Sunday should not 
be enforced. (Applause.) 

TO MAKE LOGANSPORT DRY 

Hot Local Fight Going on in Indiana City— 
Eaton and Brubaker Lend a Hand 

Logansport, Ind., December 30—(Special cor- 
respondence).—The good people of this city are 
in the thick of a great no-license battle, with the 
sixty saloons that for years have been carrying 
on their deadly work in our midst. Volunteer 
workers have been placed in every precinct to 
secure signatures to the remonstrance. About 
2,500 signatures must be secured, before the re- 
monstrance can be filed with the commissioners. 
During the past week, five great meetings have 
been held in the interests of the movement. Dr. 
E. L. Eaton of Evanston, spoke on Thursday and 
on Saturday evenings, and Wm. A. Brubaker of 
Chicago on Friday evening and again on Sunday afternoon and evening. 

These meetings have aroused tremendous in- 
terest and the work will be vigorously pushed from now on, until the requisite number of signa- 
tures has ben secured. 

The liquor men are thoroughly alarmed and we 
are confident of victory. 

“The only hope of saving the whole liquor business lies in the elimination of the bad saloon.”—Brewer’s Agent quoted in Daily Press. 
“But the wolf pack pressed on harder and hotter than ever. The exhausted team could not draw away from them a single yard. At length as a last resort, while the father goaded on the poor beasts, the uncle seized the least favored of the frightened boys and threw him out amid Ihe 

pack, in the vain hope of staying the relentless pursuit.”—From an Old Story of Russian Life. 


