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CHICAGO’S GOVERNMENT AND 
THE SALOONS 

The Chicago Rccord-IIcrald, which, in 
spite of its liquor advertising, seems to 
maintain a resemblance .of an editorial 
conscience and to reserve for itself the 
right to think and speak, at least a part 
of its thoughts concerning the liquor 
traffic, presents to its readers a rather 
remarkable editorial under the title, 
“Lawbreaking Saloons.” As will be 
gathered from the editorial, until with- 
in a comparatively short time the ordi- 
nances of the city of Chicago have re- 

quired that the saloon shall close at 

midnight. The saloons, of course, did 
not obey the ordinance. Hundreds of 
them never closed at all, from year end 
to year end; scores of them were no- 

torious places of all-night revel. Prob- 
ably the Englewood district, where the 
Englewood Law and Ofch?r League kept 
up a constant warfare, was the only 
part of the city where even a majority 
of the saloons closed at the midnight 
hour. Then came an agitation to give 
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the saloons another hour, with the as- 

surance that if they could have that 
hour they would close promptly at 1 

o’clock in the morning. The city coun- 

cil gave them the additional hour. The 
Record-Herald tells the story quite 
clearly and “points the moral and adorns 
the tale.” It says: 

Before the saloon closing hour was 

advanced from 12 to 1 o’clock several 
reasons were urged for the change 
which should be called to mind now. 

It was said that the extra hour would 
be an accommodation to a respectable 
patronage, the patronage of people 
who might wish refreshment after 
leaving the theater or after a night’s 
work. Here was a decent business 
which constituted a reasonable de- 
mand upon the saloons and which 
was naturally very much desired by 
the saloons. 

The argument was effective and a 

concession was made which should 
have resulted in the formation of a 

league of saloonkeepers for the en- 

forcement of the new law. But 

though we hear occasionally of decrees 
or opinions from the liquor interests 
against the criminal saloons the sa- 

loonkeepers have not become a mili- 
tant force for law enforcement. On 
the contrary, many of them are stead- 
ily violating the 1 o’clock closing or- 

dinance, as our local columns have 
shown from time to time. And they 
have as their allies certain elements 
of the police force of the city. There 
is a law-defying combination consist- 
ing of the liquor sellers who have 
proved that they will violate any clos- 
ing law, if they can, and of the men 

whose sole business it is to enforce 
the law as the trusted servants of the 
public. Furthermore, a decidedly sin- 
ister aspect of the case is this: The 
situation would be absolutely impos- 
sible without the authority, encour- 

agement or connivance of persons high 
up in the police department and in 
the city administration. 
What the Rccord-Herald says con- 

cerning the blame of “persons high up” 
is specially worthy of note, and the sit- 
uation applies not only to Chicago, but 
to practically every city in the United 
States. In Chicago, however, the case 

is today specially flagrant. The mayor 
of this city is a man who has stood 

high in the councils of the Republican 
party; has been known as President 
Roosevelt’s “right-hand man”; was post- 
master of the city by Presidential ap- 

pointment before he became mayor. He 
entered the mayor’s office, to be sure, 
with assurances that he would be liberal 
toward the saloon. The good people 
voted for him in spite of charges and 
admissions concerning his personal char- 
acter and habits that were in the high- 
est degree startling. Since he became 

mayor every act, every appointment, 
where his official conduct has touched 
the saloon, has been an act and an ap- 

pointment to abet anarchy. If the pres- 
ident of the biggest saloonkeepers’ as- 

sociation in the city were mayor, things 
could not be run more to the liking of 
the liquor interests. 

The case has special bearing upon the 

attempt to enforce the state law which 
commands that the saloon must be 
closed on Sunday. This the mayor and 
chief of police have refused to do, 
brazenly insisting that that law has been 

superseded by the ordinances of the 

city. At the same time they allow the 
ordinances to be violated without let 
or hindrance. On a recent public occa- 

sion the chief of police sent out a mani- 

festo, declaring that the saloons must 

close at one o’clock on that particular 
night. They were notoriously open, and 
not only did the chief of police fail to 

make arrests, but the mayor refused to 

allow warrants to be issued when citi- 
zens made complaint. 

The Record-Herald concludes its edi- 
torial with the following paragraph: 

The saloonkeepers are acting with a 

blind infatuation that must give an 
added impetus to the enthusiastic 
campaign against liquor. They are 
as unwise as the worst of those rail- 
road offenders who have brought 
hard laws upon themselves by break- 
ing the laws. And their business be- 
ing what it is they are, of course, 
much weaker than their railroad 
brethren. Whatever the faults of rail- 
road administration, the railroads 
must be preserved. But life without 
saloons is a possibility. And we may 
add that life can be made altogether 
too lively for municipal officials who 
put the saloons above all laws and 
ordinances. 
There is probably much truth in this. 

Had the saloon been content to be mere- 

ly wicked in moderate fashion, it might 
have lived decades longer. Its out- 

breaking wickedness is in large degree 
responsible for the terrific agitation 
against it, and for the conclusion of 
thousands of people who now believe 
not only that life without the saloon is 
possible, but that to preserve the best 
things of life the saloon must cease to 
exist. 

LABOR’S RINGING VOICE ON 
SALOON ANARCHY 

The loud-mouthed preachers of an- 

archy who are fighting for the su- 

premacy of the saloon over the law in 
Chicago, have made great efforts to 
make it appear that organized labor is a 

unit with the so-called “United Socie- 
ties.’’ That slander is well answered 
and a strong argument is made for the 
supremacy of the law in an editorial 
which appears in the Union Labor Ad- 
vocate. After reciting the facts con- 

cerning the defiance of law on the part 
of Chicago juries the Advocate says: 

Dangerous ground. Exceedingly 
dangerous ground, is that on which 
we are treading when a jury of twelve 
men calmly sets aside not only the evi- 
dence incontrovertibly presented, but 
a plain statute of the sovereign state 
of Illinois. We waive the question of 
whether or not a majority of the peo- 
ple of this city wish to see the Sunday 
closing law enforced; nor does it re- 

quire a Philadelphia lawyer to deter- 
mine that whether it does or not is 
entirely aside from the question at 
issue. In one of the numerous trials 
of saloonkeepers charged-with a vio- 
lation of the Illinois statute govern- 
ing the saloons of the state, the coun- 
sel for the defense magnanimously 
and grandiloquently admitted that his 
client was guilty of keeping his place 
open on Sunday, as charged in the 
information; and confidently rested his 
case with the jury. That his confi- 
dence was well grounded the result 
showed. Dangerous ground. Ex 
ceedingly dangerous ground. A jury 

of laymen, several juries, in fact, ca\y 
lessly and indifferently set aside the 
law of the state and refuse to render 
verdicts. It is not an uncommon thing 
for a jury to bring in a verdict glar- 
ingly at variance with the evidence. 
In most instances such a jury has been 
mercilessly scored by the presiding 
judge, who has in some instances even 

gone so far as to hint at subornation 
and bribery. But we fail to recall an 

instance—or series of instances, rather 
—where juries have with such cheer- 
ful unanimity disregarded a plain stat- 
ute and have sneered at attempts to 
enforce the law. Again we say, danger- 
ous ground. For it points to but one 

of two conclusions: Either we have 
arrived at a stage when men called 
upon to do jury service calmly take it 
upon themselves to decide whether or 

not the law of the state shall be en- 

forced, or there is a power in the city 
of Chicago which is greater than the 
courts, mightier than the law, more 

powerful than the people of the state 
of Illinois, who make the laws. Which- 
ever horn of the dilemma we may 
eventually find ourselves impaled upon, 
it augurs badly for the future, not only 
of this city and state, but for the entire 
country. For an individual to set him- 
self up in open defiance of the law of 
the state constitutes anarchy. In the 
case of a powerful body of men 

strongly politically entrenched it is 
none the less anarchy and should be 
considered such and dealt with ac- 

cordingly. 
Such an utterance from such a source 

at a time like this is highly gratifying. 
The Advocate has served, not only the 

general cause of good government but 

the cause of Labor as well, in lettjag 
the world know in such unmistakable 
terms that the laboring man stands for 

the reign of law. 

DISTILLERS’ FUNDS 
AND PROHIBITION 

The Brewers’ Review, after explain- 
ing how the brewer suffers from Pro- 
hibition more than his brother, the dis- 

tiller, proceeds to assert in one sentence 

that the distiller opposes Prohibition, 
and in the next that the distiller’s funds 

keep the Prohibition movement in oper- 
ation. It says: 

But even as to the distillers’ side of 
the case, where Prohibition does not 
reduce their business, according to 
good authority among themselves, it 
is nevertheless natural that they 
should oppose Prohibition. And I 
believe they do. True, Dr. Dowditch 
of Harvard states that the whisky peo- 
ple in Massachusetts have repeatedly 
made common cause with the anti- 
drink forces in order to drive out mild 
fermented drink. It is also matter of 
common report that the Boston whole- 
salers contribute liberally to the Pro- 
hibition campaign funds in Maine, 
where they do a large whisky busi- 
ness. 

It has been said that a liar feels the 
worst when his audience looks him in 
the eye and says nothing. 

Wine and Beer Blight 
[From the Northwestern Christian Ad- 

vocate.], 
Despite the much prated-abJMtjs- 

“harmless” wine-drinking in France 4ma 
Italy, and beer-drinking in Germany, 
alcohol is found to be a deplorable 
blight in these and in other countries 
and the movement gainst it is becoming 
world-wide. 


