
make America another Germany, not to per- 
petuate here the things that made the land 
of his ancestors undesirable as a residence for 

^^himself or his children, but to build up here 
/ a true civilization, free as possible from all 

the defects of past civilizations, no matter 
where they may have flourished. The Ger- 
man preacher, the German scholar, the Ger- 
man soldier have served American civiliza- 
tion magnificently, and, please God, shall 
continue to serve it in the future. And as 

for this attempt of the beaten, discredited 
and disreputable liquor interests to array the 
German and other foreign-born citizens in 
their support, in their desperate losing re- 

bellion against progress, it can not succeed. 
Foreign-born and native-born, we, the 

Americans of the good today, will march 
shoulder to shoulder toward the better to- 
morrow. And, in the name of the living 
God of Martin Luther and John Wesley, we 

will crush to death and leave forgotten by the 
way of march the foul drink devil that so 

long has preyed on all the fair lands of 
earth. 
_ 

OTTO C. SCHNEIDER 
There is something almost humorous, yet in- 

finitely removed from humor in the disgust and 
indignation that it ought to produce, in the atti- 
tude of Otto C. Schneider, the president of the 
board of education of the city of Chicago—a part 
of Mayor Busse’s “business administration.” 

Mr. Schneider has in the recent past made 
three appearances before the public that are wor- 

thy of mention. 
Possibly two months ago he told a prominent 

representative of the W. C. T. U. that, instead 
of obeying the law of the state of Illinois which 
requires the instruction of school children re- 

gar ding the evil effects of alcoholic liquor, he 

would rather teach the children to drink beer. 
More recently, when a resolution requiring 

total abstinence upon the part of janitors and 
school engineers, as a measure of safety, was be- 
fore the board for consideration, Mr. Schneider 
voted against the resolution and in a newspaper 
interview, explaining his attitude, said that he 
considered the total abstainer a more dangerous 
man than a drinking man. 

Last week when a prominent Prohibitionist 
had the temerity to criticize Mr. Schneider in a 

public address, that functionary, according to the 
reports in the daily papers, denounced the critic 
as an “idiot” and declared that he ought to be 
“shot like a mad dog.” 

These are things that do not need discussion. 
Their force strikes every intelligent citizen like 
a blow. 

It would perhaps be actionable to call Mr. 
Schneider a drunken anarchist. Then, too, we 

are not wholly sure by just what signs a 

drunken anarchist would be recognized. But the 
noise that he makes sounds exactly like what we 

should expect from that sort of an “undesirable 
citizen.” 

PROHIBITION AND MUNICIPAL 
FINANCES 

In many of the numerous towns that have voted 
out the saloon during the past few months, the 
friends of the Prohibition movement will find it 

highly desirable to keep a close eye upon mu- 

nicipal finances. It has been often enough demon- 
strated by the experience of hundreds and thou- 
sands of municipalities which have adopted local 
Prohibition, that the policy is by no means neces- 

sarily detrimental to municipal finances. There is 
not upon record anywhere a single case in which 
the municipal affairs of any city have suffered 
from lack of revenues or in which excessive taxes 

have been necessarily laid upon the people when 
the affairs of the city or town were managed with 

honesty and reasonably good judgment. There 
have indeed been cases where reckless public ex- 

penditure, entered upon for the sake of “getting 
even” with a city that has voted no-license, have 
necessitated an increase of the tax rate, but only 
in such cases has an increase ever occurred. 

In a large number of the towns that have voted 
no-license in Illinois and other states, there seems 

to be a deliberate disposition upon the part of the 
municipal governments in power to punish the 
people who have voted out the saloons. The re- 

port is being widely spread that this and that town 

will be financially ruined by losing its saloon reve- 

nue, that the electric light plants are being closed 
down and the police forces dismissed. This is 
all nonsense, or worse. No city or village in the 
country has any justification for taking such ac- 

tion. If it is taken in any case, it is not done for 
the welfare of the people that these municipal 
authorities have been elected to serve, but is done 
with intent to injure the public welfare for the 
purpose of making capital for the liquor traffic. 

Therefore we say, let every honest citizen watch 
municipal affairs in no-license towns and let 
prompt publicity be given to any attempted rascal- 
ity in behalf of the saloon. 

THE DRINK PRODUCTION 

Several times in the past, over-enthusiastic 
friends of the temperance cause have made the 
mistake of taking a slight reduction in the pro- 
duction of alcoholic liquors as a sure sign of 
triumph. It is not an uncommon thing to find 
periods in the history of liquor manufacturing 
when, for one reason and another, and some- 

times for no reason that could be clearly assigned, 
there has been a marked falling off in production. 
Because of that we have been slow to attribute 
any special significance to the fact that, during the 
past few months, liquor manufacturers in almost 
all parts of the country have been largely reducing 
their output. But the reduction has now con- 

tinued long enough and is reaching such propor- 
tions as to warrant the belief that it is probably 
something more than an accident or a temporary 
incident. 

According to reports from Washington the 
liquor revenue receipts for the month of March, 
1908, lack more than three million dollars of 
reaching the receipts of the same month of 1907. 
The fiscal year is now drawing rapidly to a close, 
but if the falling off continues we may find in 1908 
a marked break in what has hitherto been the 
constant upward movement of liquor production. 

At the same time it must be remembered that 
but a comparatively small part of the territory 
which has been made “dry” by the recent Pro- 
hibition revival has as yet had opportunity to 
make its impression upon liquor production. 

LAW AND SENTIMENT 
When an idiotic thing is to be idiotically ex- 

pressed the task can seldom be safely entrusted to 
the Mirror of St. Louis. But that paper has just 
taken upon itself the job of crystalizing a mass of 
foolishness that has drifted about the country in 
various editorial columns in one and another 
clumsy phrase, for many a long day. The,Mirror 
says, speaking of prohibitory law: 

“The law is useless where the sentiment is anti- 
liquor. It is a dead letter where the sentiment is 
in favor of liberal standards of living.” 

To borrow from the happy days of childhood a 

figure which will probably be admitted as reason- 

ably harmless, “we’ll bet a cookie” that the editor 
of the Mirror doesn’t know what he means. What 
would he say to the proposition that the law 
against homicide should be repealed as useless in 
every community where “sentiment” is anti-mur- 
der? He would not leave his family in such an 

unprotected town over night Does he intend to 

lay it down as a principle that a law is only en- 

forceable in localities where the “squatter sover- 

eignty” of the hour is in harmony with it? He 
can find many a locality in the city of St. Louis 
where sentiment is against necessary laws of the 
state of Missouri and right and necessary ordi- 
nances of the city of St. Louis, but where those 
laws are enforced. It might be a very ungracious 
thing to say of St. Louis, but of Chicago it is 
true that there are localities where there is “never 

a law of God or man” that could find majority 
support in local sentiment. Yet some laws are en- 

forced there, law, as a whole, has restraining in- 
fluences and every law could be enforced in those 
localities, were the city of Chicago governed by 
able and honest men. 

Prohibitory law is needed in communities where 
the sentiment of the people is opposed to intoxicat- 

ing liquors, to protect the community from out- 

ward assault or front betrayal from within, just 
as law's against murder and arson and rape are 

needed in the best ordered community. Prohibi- 
tory law is useful in those communities where 

sentiment is in favor of the use of intoxicating 
liquors, just as health laws are useful in a com- 

munity where sentiment is in favor of open cess- 

pools, tainted meat and rotten fruit. 
In short, righteous law is always in place and 

always useful no matter what the state of that 
passing, changing thing which we call “sentiment” 
may happen to be. 

A certain governor of one of the states of the 
Middle West has recently attracted considerable 
attention by a fiery speech, paragraph after para- 
graph of which begins with the words, “I hate,” 
in which he denounces the liquor traffic. We fail 
to enthuse over the speech or the speaker. With- 
out asserting or insinuating any insincerity upon 
the part of His Excellency, we beg respectfully 
to point out that, during his whole political life, 
this gentleman, whenever he has spoken as a 
citizen at the ballot box upon the liquor question, 
has given his voice for the continuance of the sa- 
loon ; has voted the ticket of a political party in 
the hands of which the liquor traffic is perfectly 
willing to trust its interests; has had before him 
the choice at every election of voting a ticket the 
victory of which would mean the overthrow of 
the liquor traffic or a ticket the victory of which 
would mean the perpetuation of the liquor traffic, 
and has systematically voted with the perpetua- 
tion party. It needs something more than sound- 
ing speeches to put an American citizen in line 
against the liquor traffic. 

I M 

We will be damned anyway.—Head Line in 
Wine and Spirit Gazette. 

At least you’re doing your best to make such a 

calling and election sure. 

America is not, as Privy Councillor Goldber- 
ger has designated it, “The Land of Unlimited 
Possibilities,” but the land of impossible limita- 
tions. Prohibition is actually un-Christian in 
spirit.—The Rev. Dr. Pedro Ilgen (German) in a 
letter against Prohibition. 

Well, Doctor dear, there’s always the steerage 
passage back to the unlimited beer of the Father- 
land. 

It will be observed that the campaign for abso- 
lute Prohibition in all parts of the country is 
winning fewer decisive victories now than it did 
a year or two ago.—The Times, Lcavemvorth, 
Kas. 

Yes, but when “will” it? At present the ob- 
serving faculties of the public are pretty well oc- 

cupied with the fact that, during the past nine 
months, four whole states and fully 100 counties 
have adopted all the “absolute Prohibition” that 
they can get. Somehow we fail to remember any- 
thing like that “a year or two ago.” 


