
the remedy always was to present some excuse 
for an assault upon the Christians. 

There are striking contrasts in the situa- 
r lion today, but there are parallels that sug- 

gest the historical reference. 
The people who govern our American 

cities—more properly, who misgovern them 
—and who largely employ the powers of 
office committed to them for the purpose 
of subverting good government, thwarting 
the people’s will and plundering the public 
interests are taking a leaf out of the note- 
book of the old Itoman emperors, and, the 
Christian having grown too popular and too 
powerful to be the scapegoat, take a shy 
at the “Anarchist” when public criticism 
of official wickedness becomes too acute. 

Nobody cares much for the Anarchist. 
\ he poor fellow, at best, is a sort of crack- 
brained creature, dead wrong in his logic 
and reasoning, dangerous, perhaps, in a mod- 
erate degree, but seldom violent, without 
friends and practically without defenders. 
This makes him a safe mark, and when the 
public begins to grow restive under the non- 

enforcement of law by the highly paid police 
of our American cities, when the people 
begin to ask the mayor why he swears to 
enforce the law and then swears at anyone 
who asks him to do it—why, then there is 
nothing like having a little “Anarchist” to 
set up in a public place and spectacularly 
knock down and pound to pieces, while the 
claque applauds, or an “Anarchists’ Queen” 
to harry about the country. All that takes 
the people’s minds off from the real problems 
of government; it diverts public attention 
from the really dangerous criminals and 
from those things that threaten the per- 
petuity of American liberties—and it is 
cheap. 

But the people of Chicago are to be con- 

gratulated that they have not allowed them- 
selves to be stampeded, in any considerable 
degree, by this latest case of anarchy-bait- 
ing upon the part of their anarchistic mu- 

nicipal government. It is a hopeful sign 
that the majority of the citizens of this great 
city have taken the excitement and the furor 
and the arresting of boys and girls and the 
loud +alk about “conspiracy” for just about 
what it is worth, and that the blowing over 

of the storm finds thoughtful people coming 
straight back at the police force to talk 
about its sins and shortcomings and neglect 
of duty. 

Whatever may be the peril of the anarchy 
that talks Yiddish and carries a red flag, 
the people of Chicago and of the United 
States are very certain about the reality of 
that kind of anarchy that lives in the city 
hall and the gin mill, and are not going to 
allow their attention to be diverted from it 
by any cleverly arranged “men of straw.” 

THE RECORD HERALD 

We regret to place the Chicago Record- 
Herald in the light in which that excellent 
paper is of necessity placed by the facts 
which are presented in the article from Kan- 
sas City which appears in this week’s Na- 
tional Prohibitionist. That someone con- 

nected with the editorial staff of that paper 
inade a serious blunder in accepting the 
matter from Kansas City in which W. R. 
Waggoner was quoted against Prohibition is 
evident. Common editorial prudence would 
have dictated that something be learned con- 

cerning Mr. Waggoner’s standing and char- 
acter before publicity was given to his state- 
ments. If it be replied that Mr. Waggoner 
was vouched for by Chicago parties who are 

interested in the publication of his story, the 

statement may be accepted as true, but it 
hardly relieves the situation for the Record- 
Herald, as the parties who were interested in 
the publication of Mr. Waggoner’s story 
were not people who ought to have the ready 
ear of the publishers and editors of great, 
influential dailies. 

But the Record-Herald makes a worse 
mistake when, having published the matter 
which came from Mr. Waggoner, it closes 
its columns against reply. The National 
Prohibitionist has it direct from the editorial 
rooms of the Record-Herald that that paper 
was “obliged to take this course because of 
the fact that both the friends and enemies 
of Prohibition poured in such masses of mat- 
ter. It may readily be that more matter has 
been sent to the Record-Herald upon the sub- 
ject than that paper could readily publish, but we see no excuse for a professed cir- 
< ulator of information that gives currency 
to a mass of falsehoods and refuses to give 
a heading to the truth. 

In a conversation which, he had no reason 
to consider as personal, Mr. William J. 
Bryan last week expressed the opinion that 
'‘If the Democratic party should adopt Pro- 
hibition, it might become as small as the 
I reliibition party. We beg to suggest to 
Mr. Bryan that, even without the adoption of Prohibition, the Democratic party only needs to follow the rule of diminution which 
it has already adopted to arrive at the goal which he suggests. There is another “per- 
il aps’5 which Mr. Bryan might do well to 
< ontemplate. Perhaps, if the Democratic 
party had a real issue to present to the -peo- ple, it might cease to grow small. 

the model license league 
1 he people of the United States are to be con- 

gratulated upon the clearness with which the 
Model License League’s first address to the gen- 
eral public reveals the character of that insti- 
tution. 

It is probably a perfectly thinkable thing that 
a group of liquor sellers, men of reasonable in- 
telligence and having the rudiments of morality 
and decency in their make-up, might have been 
so impressed with the evils of the drink business 
and might have been so deluded concerning the 
possibility of reforming the business while per- 
petuating its essential character, that they would 
have formed such an institution as the Model 
License League for the reformation of the liquor 
trade. We presume there are people in the 
United States who, when they learned of the 
formation of this League, looked upon it as an 
honest endeavor along the line which it pro- 
fesses to operate. Such an estimate of its charac- 
ter is forevermore impossible. It comes before 
the voters of the United States with an address, 
issued in the name of reform, and for the osten- 
sible purpose of winning public support to a re- 
form measure; and the address, dispassionately 
analyzed, proves a tissue of misrepresentation and 
falsehood. 

Of course, we had no reason to expect anything 
different. Falsehood is a part of the stock-in- 
trade of the liquor business and always has been. 
No document of the liquor trade was ever issued 
that could bear scrutiny and comparison with 
fact, and the mendacious character of this address 
merely proves that the saloon, in the Model Li- 
cense scheme, is the same old child of perdition 
that it always has been. 

The facts concerning this matter deserve wide 
publicity. There ought to be some means of 
reaching every voter in the United States with 
accurate information concerning the character of 
this address. 

A SORRY CANTEEN DEFENSE 
'1 lie Watchman, the well-known Baptist organ 

does itself poor credit in placing before its readers 
a letter from a nameless octogenarian who de 
fends the military gin mill on the ground that bet 
brother and her son were surgeons in the army 
and afterward in certain soldiers’ homes and told 
her certain “facts” about it. The Watchman ex 
citses itself for publishing the letter upon tht 
ground that “we have found it hard to get at th? 
truth.” 

There has never been any difficulty in getting at 
the truth concerning the canteen question, on the 
part of anyone who wanted to get at the truth 
The facts are plain, tangible, unmistakable. In 
large part they arc matters of official record. To 
anyone who is willing to listen to the testimony of 
men like Chaplain Orville Nave, Gen. Daggett 
Gen. Guy Henry, Gen. O. O. Howard and scores 
of other unimpeachable witnesses, there is no 

ground for doubt. The whole question has beer 
thrashed over to its minutia; the assertions of thr 
liquor interests and their military friends have 
been analyzed and pulverized, and there remains 
of the canteeners’ position nothing but the ashes 
of exploded falsehoods. 

This statement is no stronger than the facts in 
the case. 

Now comes this poor old woman, eighty years 
of age, already past the years of active thought 
when the canteen question first assumed an acutt 
stage, and she tells over, with childish simplicity, 
the official story that has been poured into her 
ears by her relatives who were officials of thf 
drink-selling government, how “no man could 
have more than five glasses in twenty-four hours,’' 
how “no one ever got drunk in a canteen,” and 
how the alternate of the canteen was “those horri- 
ble saloons managed by devils and visited by aban 
doned women.” 

All of which we have all read in the liquor 
papers and in the reports of the official canteeners 
from Washington and all of which we know to be 
nonsense. The Watchman not only had no good 
excuse for putting the matter before'its readers 
but has no good defense against' the charge of dis- 
honesty and misrepresentation. To allow an aged 
and incompetent witness to retail .a manifestly 
false testimony is fraud. 

It certainly will be news to most of the resi- 
dents of this county to know that the liquor 
money more than pays the running expenses of 
the county.—County Auditor Christian of Detroit, 
Rooting for the Saloon. 

Possibly, too, it will be “news” to some of the 
same residents when they figure out where that 
liquor money comes from and what makes the 
“running expenses.” 

Take Georgia. On January 1 every saloon in 
Georgia was closed. Every distillery closed. Ev- 
ery wholesale liquor house closed. Thousands of 
people had to find new employment or move out- 
side the state.—The Milwaukee Journal. 

And thousands of men who had been support- 
ing these “people” stopped it and went to sup- 

porting their own families. Which fact interests 
you more? 

Cardinal Gibbons, in the exercise of his eccle- 
siastical duties, confirms each year a multitude of 
children. He exacts from each one of them a 

pledge to abstain from strong drink until, at least, 
the age of 21 years i? reached.—The Baltimore 
Sun. 

So, of. course, its safe to keep the saloons run- 

ning. 

The political Prohibition party undoubtedly did 
some good in its day.—The Republican, Water- 
bary, Conn. 

Now, wouldn’t that jar you? 

If we accept as substantially accurate the figures 
of the Model License' League—Syracuse Post- 
Standard. 

Why, you're buncoed; that’s all. 


