
Such men, by the misfortune of our way 
of looking at things, get comparatively little 
attention in the world; bouquets are not 

^thrown at their feet; garlands are not hung 
for them; we decorate them with no crosses 

and we fire no volleys over their graves, but 
John W. Barrus was the kind of man and 
had the kind of mental and moral qualities 
to make him fit for the highest honors. That 
stamp of men are they who hold the bridges 
and keep the passes and storm the heights 
and hold out on the weary marches and defy 
the starvation of the winter bivouac, every- 
where in history. 

And you who read can hardly fail to be 
impressed, as we are impressed who write it, 
that what we have said of Mr. Barrus, we 

might, with equal propriety, say of scores 

and hundreds of those who still live and of 
those who have gone marching on into the 
Unknown. One of the richest rewards that 
has come to some of us who have been in 

position to make our acquaintance as wide 
as the nation, has been the opportunity to 
know and admire the men who make the 
rank and file of the Prohibition party, the 
men who, more than the so-called “leaders,” 
more than the “champions” who have stood 
at the front, have made the Prohibition 
movement in America possible. 

In spite of the fact that we see a great 
army of young men rising up to take their 
places, we cannot shake off the feeling of 
sadness as the old heroes drop out of the 
ranks. If somewhere, sometime, in some 

other glorious service, the battalions are to 
be formed again, we will ask no higher re- 

ward than to go marching on, shoulder to 
shoulder, with such men, forever. 

SUNDAY CLOSING 

The Chicago Evening Journal, the paper 
that ha^ been most open in championship of 
the saloon’s an- rchy, commenting upon the 

assumptioi. of the “United Societies” to sub- 
mit the question of S nday saloons to a 

popular vote in this ci y at the municipal 
election in April, says: 

“Members of the United Societies believe that 
all places of recreation should be open on the 
only day in the week in which the poor can 

patronize them. The Law and Order League be- 
lieves that everything should be shut tight on 

Sundays and the people compelled to go without 
amusement. 

“It is a good thing the matter comes up for 
decision at the April election, for the question has 
become so pressing the people should decide it 
once for all. 

The Journal should be congratulated on 

its success in wholly and thoroughly misstat- 
ing the situation. In the first place the ques- 
tion at issue is not recreation. There has 
been and there will bu no attempt to deprive 
the people of any or all lawful recreations 
upon Sundays. Our splendid parks, the most 
ample in the world, will remain open as now; 
the pleasure grounds offered by private en- 

terprise will not be debarred from any lawful 
efforts to coin the people’s desire for amuse- 

ment into wealth for their owners. The 
Law and Order League is combating none 

of thes; things, and the Journal knows it. 
The whole question at issue is the enforce- 
ment of the law. The statute says that the 
place that makes a business of selling liquor 
shall be closed on Sunday and shall not use 

the special opportunities of that day to rob 
the public. The Law and Order League 
says that the law shall be enforced. The 
brewers hire something called the “United 
Societies” to say that the law shall not be 
enforced—no, they’ll fight first. 

In the second place, no vote that can now 

be taken in Chicago this spring will settle 
anything in the matter. Should 25,000 or 

200,000 people vote for open saloons on Sun- 
day, it would mean that that many people 
are in favor of law violation. That is all 
it would mean, for the law commanding 
the saloon to close on Sunday stands and still 
would stand. The only power that can re- 

peal that law is the legislature that sits'at 
Springfield. An appeal for Sunday opening 
to that body, the beer rebels themselves ad- 
nit would be hopeless. 

AN APOLOGY TO ROOSEVELT 

Our apologies—we almost had said “our 
abject apologies”—are due and hereby ten- 
dered to President Eoosevelt. 

Some months ago, when the letter was 
made public which showed Mr. Eoosevelt 
calling the Methodist ministers who pro- 
tested against the nullification of law at the 
hands of President McKinley, “fools,” we 

thought and said hard things. Now we 

apologize—we repeat it, we almost abjectly 
apologize. 

According to the press dispatches, the 
Methodist ministers of the city of Cincin- 
nati in resolutions recently adopted, have 
presented a memorial to the throne at Wash- 
ington (we speak after the sounding im- 
perial manners of the day), declaring that 
President Eoosevelt is “a greater force for 
righteousness than all the preachers in the 
world.” 

And this laudation his Imperial Majesty, 
Theodorus Primus (who made the campaign 
on the booze train in 1900, who keeps the 
“division” open in Washington, who osten- 
tatiously drank the champagne at St. Louis, 
who is the godfather of every gin mill dive 
on the Isthmus of Panama, who stands spon- 
sor for the imperial expansion of beer in the 
Philippines and the system of regulated vice 
in Manila who introduced the beer drinking 
bouts in the White House), has graciously 
accepted with thanks. 

Under the circumstances, we sincerely 
apologize to Mr. Koosevelt for what we 

thought and said when he called the Meth- 
odist preachers “fools.” 

After-thought:—If this apology does in- 
justice to anybody, we stand ready to apolo- 
gize again. 

THE FEDERAL TAX CERTIFICATE 

We very much fear that some of our good 
friends who are looking for great assistance 
in the enforcement of state and local Prohi- 
bition laws by the passage of a bill in Con- 
gress which will prohibit the revenue officials 
from issuing the United States tax certifi- 
cate to would-be liquor dealers who are with- 
out state or local licenses, are doomed to dis- 
appointment. The tax certificate, while in 
point of fact giving no authority to anyone 
to engage in the sale of liquor, being merely 
what its name indicates, has been commonly 
called a "government license,” and has been, 
in a sort of moral sense, a protection against 
prosecution. Comparatively few liquor deal- 
ers have run the risk of selling liquor with- 
out paying the tax when it has been asked 
for, although it is a notorious fact that the 
government officials, instead of prosecuting 
where individuals have been found selling 
without tax certificates, have accepted the 
tardy payment of the tax. 

As a result, the number of tax certificates 
issued in any given territory is, generally 
speaking, fairly good testimony of the num- 

ber of people who are selling or attempting 

to sell intoxicating liquors. In Prohibition 
states it is frequently far from a correct test 
of the number of people actually so engaged, 
for the same “hole in the wall” may have 
four or five different proprietors in the 
course of a year, each of whom pays the gov- 
ernment tax when he starts in to try to do 
business and figures in federal reports as a 

“liquor dealer,” although his amount of busi- 
ness may t>e very insignificant. 

But in event a law should be passed for- 
bidding the issuance of these certificates, 
that is to say, forbidding the collection of 
the tax from liquor dealers who are not law- 
fully engaged in the business, we fail to see 

wherein it would be largely beneficial in thq 
enforcement of local or state prohibitory 
laws. The result is likely to be that the 
United States government will simply with- 
draw its revenue collectors from the districts 
concerned and will neither demand the tax 
nor prosecute for selling without the pay- 
ment of the tax. Indeed, no ground for 
federal prosecution will remain since the 
man who is unlawfully selling liquor will 
then not be subject to the federal tax and 
hence not subject to prosecution for selling 
without the tax certificate. 

THE BLUSHING CITIZENSHIP 

The honest and self-respecting citizen of 
the great state of Illinois has reason for 
profound emotion when he reads the current 
literature of the day. 

Just at present investigators are digging 
into the affairs of the public institutions of 
the state and are making public matters and 
facts that have been semi-public for years 
that ought to make every citizen blush with 
hot indignation and swear vengeance. 

All this confronts the citizen of Illinois 
every morning in his daily papers. 

When he turns to the general political 
news of the nation he finds the foremost rep- 
resentative of the state of Illinois in Con- 
gress in the attitude of a brutal tyrant, out- 

raging public rights as the representative of 
ring rule, and, in the halls of Congress, dis- 
gracing the culture and morality of the state 
to which he is accredited with a coarseness, 
not to say indecency and profanity, hardly fit 
for a barroom. 

When he turns to th. more pretentious 
literature of the day, he finds Colliers Week- 
ly in an elaborate article that is unquestion- 
ably a statement of fact, representing the 
mayor of the city of Chicago engaged in a 

drunken debauch, in a lawbreaking dive, with 
a gang of drunken heelers. 

And as the Christian citizen of Illinois 
lifts his blushing face to look about him, he 
may behold similar blushes upon the faces 
of his fellow citizens of other states. For 
there is not a single city of importance in 
the United States and not a state of all the 
Union that has not been intolerably disgraced 
by its old party officials within the im- 
mediate past, if the disgrace is not resident 
and regnant today. 

How long will it take the honest citizen- 
ship of America to come to the resolution 
to end old party rule and put in power a 

new party with clean principles? 
How long ought it to take? 

There is room for a wide difference of opinion 
as to the manner in which the laws should be 
enforced.—The Detroit Journal. 

Yes; there is always room, somewhere, for at 
least two opinions on everything, but only room 

for one opinion about anything on the up-hill 
side of the line that divides right from wrong. 


