
THE COURT AND 
CHICAGO’S MAYOR 

The action of Illinois' appellate court 
in the matter of the mandamus pro- 
ceedings brought to compel Mayor 
Busse to enforce the Sunday-closing 
law in the city of Chicago, has been 
widely misrepresented and much mis- 
understood. The decision of the court 
was in no way favorable to the Sun- 

day saloons, except that it refused to 

take a certain course of action to 

close them, upon the ground that that 
course of action was not the action 
prescribed by the laws of the state. 
The court held—very properly—that it 
is the business of the people to elect 
officers to enforce the law; that if those 
officers fail to enforce the law they 
may be indicted and removed from of- 

fice, but that, having elected an officer 
who will not enforce the law. the peo- 
ple cannot ask the courts to make him 

do so. 

The Daily Ncics, commenting upon 
the court's action, very pertinently 
says: 

It is not difficult to see why the 
courts decline to enter upon the 
formidable task of compelling execu- 
tive officers elected by the voters of 
a city to perform their sworn duty. 
I'lie people elect legislators who make 
laws. They elect executive officers 
who arc sworn to enforce the laws. 
They elect judges who interpret 
the laws. In the laws of the 
state it does not appear that when an 

executive officer of a city fails to do 
his duty he shall be mandamused by 
a court. It is, however, set forth that 
he may be indicted, and if convicted 
he may be fined and removed from 
office. 

The people create legislators, execu- 

tive officers and judges. All are re- 

sponsible to the people only, not to 

one another. The appellate court says 
that for courts to assume command 
of executive officers would be "to 
confuse all the distinctions and bal- 
ance of powers supposed to be an 

admirable characteristic of our sys- 
tem of government.” Evidently the 
court feels that it cannot undertake 
to perform executive functions any 
more than executive officers can un- 

dertake to perform judicial functions. 
It assumes, however, that the Sunday 
closing law is in force in Chicago. 
Why, then, are not the saloons closed 
on Sunday? 

Because the voters of Chicago 
elected a mayor who said that, if 
elected, he would not close the sa- 

loons on Sunday. Is it better that 
the courts should undo the work of 
the voters or that the voters should 
attend to this matter themselves by 
methods which lie open to them? 
They have the ballot, by which law- 
makers, judges and mayors alike are 

created. With it they work their 
will. The certain way to close the 
saloons on Sunday is for the voters 
to elect a mayor who will close 
them. 

THE LAW-BREAKING 
BREWERS 

Commenting upon the action brought 
by the attorney-general of the state 

against the brewing companies of the 
state of Indiana, the Indianapolis Nezvs 
recites some of the charges that are 

made against the companies, and says: 

Now, what we want to know is 
whether the state of Indiana has the] 
right to enforce these many laws * 

which it charges have been violated 
by the brewing companies, or whether] 
we ought to he content to “take the 
world as it is”? How far are the 

brewers to be considered privileged 
characters ? To what extent are we 
to permit them to put themselves 
above the law? Can we, to quote 
our friends of the Manufacturers' 
and Merchants’ Club, “keep within 
the limits of sound, practical possibili- 
ties,” and yet insist that the brewers 
shall submit to the laws enacted by 
the legislature of the state? We say 
that the sole purpose of the brewers 
is to force liquor on the people, to 
stimulate their craving for it and to 
multiply their opportunities for get- 
ting it. That is what the brewery, 
saloon and all the other outside—and 
supposedly illegal—schemes are de- 
signed to accomplish. 
The Neu’s of Ft. Wayne, Ind.. com- 

ments upon the same matter in the 
following strain: 

breaking that they have no concep- 
tion how the country at large out- 
side looks at the anarchy of that city. 
It would be a means of grace if Chi- 
cago could, by some process, be 
brought to see herselfi as others see 

her, and as others, in tact, know her 
to be, with the exception of her 
churches and reform elements. 

Anyone inclined to be captious about 
it might question why an exception 
should be made in favor of “churches 
and reform elements” that always line 

up with the saloon on election days. 

KEEPING UP ITS COURAGE 
The IVinc and Spirit Nczvs, the of- 

ficial organ of the Ohio Liquor League, 
bears a strong resemblance to the tra- 
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NORTH CAROLINA’S NEW DAY 

—From the Raleigh News & Observer. 

Mr. Bingham boldly charges that 
the brewery companies are maintain- 
ing in the city of Indianapolis bawdy 
houses and other disreputable resorts. 
This offense, so much graver in every- 
way than the maintenance of a brew- 
ery saloon, cannot but shock the 
moral conscience of the entire state 
and its truth must be disproved if 
the defendants are to escape the 
odium attaching to the accusation. 
The mere escape of a conviction will 
not suffice. It must be shown that 
the charge of the attorney-general is 
absolutely groundless or the five brew- 
ery companies concerned will suffer 
the penalty that comes from an 

aroused and avenging public opinion. 

CHICAGO AND ANARCHY 

The American Issue, the national or- 

gan of the Anti-Saloon League, says: 

We are perfectly aware that cer- 

tain Chicago newspapers’ have hooted 
at this idea of anarchy being exempli- 
fied by the conduct by its city govern- 
ment. We merely want to say in this 
connection that Chicagoans have so 

long lived in an atmosphere of law 

ditional boy wrho “sat upon nothing and 
whistled to keep his courage up,” though 
it is to be hoped that the poor boy at 
least whistled in key. In a recent edi- 
torial it says: 

That there is a strong and steady 
reaction against the Prohibition sen- 
timent all over the country is now 
an admitted fact. Illinois has put the 
cap sheaf of proof on the fact that 
Prohibition in the Prairie State is as 
dead as the proverbial door-nail. A 
short time ago the Republican state 
convention in Illinois positively re- 

pudiated the prohibs by adopting a 

platform directly opposed to the prin- 
ciples of that party. The Demo- 
cratic state convention gave Prohibi- 
tion in Illinois its coup de grace by 
incorporating a ringing personal lib- 
erty plank in its platform. 
It is pretty cold comfort that is to be 

got out of the scraps upon which the 
Nczc’s is feeding. Illinois is going “dry” 
by leaps and bounds and the adoption 
of “personal liberty” planks by her two 

“great parties” is perhaps one of the 
surest proofs ever given of the truth of 

the old dictum that “the devil is always 
willing to lead a man into a scrape, but 
never waits to help him out.” The Re- 

publican leaders would give almost any- 
thing—if in their power to giw—«if they 
could recall that surrender, and tluNso- 
ber contingent of the Democratic party 
is not far behind them in its regrets. If 
the News knows of no more encourag- 
ing facts than these, the poor old repro- 
bate must be almost ready to die of de- 

spair. 

SALOON “HANDLING” 
The Philadelphia Bulletin praises the 

plan promulgated for the “control of the 
liquor traffic” by the federal commis- 
sioners who govern the city of Washing- 
ton. This plan the Bulletin summarizes 
as follows: 

What the commissioners propose is 
that the price of retail licenses shall 
be raised to $1,600 annually, with 
stringent provisions for their forfeit- 
ure in case the men who hold them 
violate the law. It is urged that no 

license shall be granted within four 
hundred feet of any school or place 
of worship; that consent in writing 
should be obtained from a majority of 
residents in the block where a saloon 
is asked for, and that in no event shall 

THE FIRST TASTE 

Learned to Drink Coffee When a 

Baby 
If parents realized the fact that cof- 

fee contains a drug—caffeine—which is 
especially harmful to children, they 
would doubtless hesitate before giving 
the babies coffee to drink. 

“When I was a child in my mother’s 
arms and first began to nibble thing^ajt- tbe table, mother used to give m€sips 
of coffee. As my parents used coffee 

exclusively at meals I never knew there 
was anything to dfink but coffee and 
water. 

“And so I contracted the coffee habit 
early. I remember when quite young, 

| the continual use of coffee so affected 
my parents that they tried roasting 
wheat and barley, then ground it in the 

coffee-mill, as a substitute for coffee. 
“But it did not taste right and then 

went back to coffee again. That was 

long before Postum was ever heard of. 
I continued to use coffee until I was 27, 
and when I got into office workyl began 
to have nervous spells. Especially after 
breakfast I was so nervous I could 
scarcely attend to my correspondence. 

“At night, after having coffee for 
supper, I could hardly sleep, and on 

rising in the morning would feel weak 
and nervous. 

“A friend persuaded me to try Postum. 
My wife and I did not like it at first, 
but later when boiled good and strong 
it was fine. Now we would not give up 
Postum for the best coffee we ever 

tasted. 
“I can now get good sleep, am free 

from nervousness and headaches. I 
recommend Postum to all coffee drink- 
ers. 

“There’s a Reason.” 
Name given by Postum Co., Battle 

Creek, Mich. Read “The Road to Wgll- 
ville,” in pkgs. 

Ever read the above letter? A new 

one appears from time to time. They 
are genuine, true, and full of human 
interest. 


