
Who Runs the City of Chicago?
Illinois Is Interested in the Question.

Is it controlled by officials and is its policy dic-
tated by the city ordinances and the state statutes, or
is it under the thumb of Anton J. Cermak, chief
bailiff of the municipal court and chief mogul of the
United Societies?

The statemeqts on the front pages of some of
Chicago’s dailies of the amazing transactions in the
council police committee during the hearing of the
police re-organization plan, on the evening of De-
cember 20, ought to arouse the city of Chicago, if
anything will.

What is it that the United Societies are asking?
According to the daily press, Mr. Cermak wanted all
reference to the enforcement of the laws stricken
from the proposed ordinance.

This angered some members of the committee
and caused a lively tilt. Alderman Block was the
first to declare his independence. He was followed
by Aldermen Bradshaw, Burns and Helwig. who pre-
viously had taken little part in the discussion.

“I think the city of Chicago is out of the kinder-
garten class and can legislate for itself,” said Aider-
man Block. “I have a high regard for the United
Societies, but I am not ready to have its representa-
tives come here and strike everything from this or-
dinance regarding the enforcement of law in this
city.”

“We do not care if you put these things back in
the ordinance,” said Mr. Cermak. “We are against
them and have so stated. We shall report back and
it will cause trouble. When you get your public
morals inspector on the job and he makes a few re-
ports you will hear from your constituency.”

“Why should a man running a decent saloon ob-
ject to inspection?” asked Alderman Geiger.

“We do not care anything about the saloon,”
answered Cermak. “Put them out of business and
your finance committee will go out of business at the
same time.”

“To what do you object, if not the inspection of
saloons?” asked Alderman Geiger.

“Well, we object to any supervision of our
dances.”

“Well, cut out the dance halls and leave the rest
of the ordinance as it is.”

“I object to that,” shouted Alderman Burns,
“Dance halls are the very places that need inspec-
tion.”

“If you want a morals inspector, better leave it
as it is,” said Cermak, sarcastically.

“What is your society organized for?” asked
Alderman Bradshaw. “You say you are organized
for a purpose; tell us what that purpose is.”

“We are organized for the purpose of getting as
liberal laws as we can. You know we have other
laws providing that liquor shall not be sold between
midnight and 5 o’clock in the morning, but we get
permits for our dances that permit liquor being sold
up to 3 o’clock. Then there is the 1 o’clock closing
ordinance, which is another violation of state law.
We do not want those laws enforced.”

In a scathing editorial headed “Insolence,” the
Chicago Tribune blisters Mr. Cermak for this piece

of effrontery. It reads his record both in the legis-
lature and in the council, and says:

Mr. Cermak, now, unfortunately, bailiff of the municipal
courts, has represented the United Societies in politics for
years. No one who has anyknowledge of Mr. Cermak’sactivities
in Sprinfigeld when he was a member of the legislature or in
the city council of Chicago when he was an alderman, could
be at all astonished by any insolence of speech or imperti-
nence of threat or demand of which he might be guilty.

The liquor business not infrequently is insolent of speech,
impertinent in demand, and dangerous in threat. Mr. Cermak
is likewise.

The Cermak who appeared before the council committee
considering the police reorganization ordinance and threat-
ened the aldermen who dared insist upon supervision of dance
halls was merely the same Cermak who in the legislature
fought the parole bill because it allowed a judge to put a
drunkard who was ruining his life and destroying his family
under pledge not to drink.

Let the dance hall wreck as many lives as it will; let the
miserable drunkard go headlong into the deepest gulf of mis-
ery; let him drag his wife and children after him; let every
atrocity which can follow in the wake of drink go undisturbed,
but don’t dare touch a single privilege of the business which
sells liquor.

And yet this man Cermak is talked of for mayor
of Chicago! If the voters are divided into factions
over inconsequential matters, he will be elected, too.
All indications point to a fine mix-up two years from
now. The only thing that can save the day is for
the reputable people, who far outnumber the element
represented by Anton J. Cermak and his organiza-
tion, called the “United Societies,” is for them to get
together on the basis of bringing about in the city of
Chicago the enforcement of law. Other things can
wait until this has been accomplished.

Excitement in Rockford
A Lone Blind Pig Found.

Rockford has been dry for many months, and it
has a mayor who ardently believes in the dry policy.
There is no evasion of the law by his sanction. A
constant search has been kept up through the police
department, and at last a blind pig has been found in
the town. A Rockford paper says, “It is probably the
only one—the last of its kind. The police have found
a blind pig and there is no other, at least not so pre-
tentious. The vigilant police have been on the lookout
for months, but the hunting has been mighty poor and
the picking very slim.”

If Rockford, a city of 50,000, can enforce the law,
it can be enforced in any city. For any town to con-
fess that the law is violated is a confession of in-
feriority. There is something wrong with the citizen-
ship of any town that will permit the law to be vio-
lated.

Brewery Gone to the Wall
Name Receiver For ftlendota Brewery.

Federal Judge Landis appointed the First Trust
Company, of Ottawa, Illinois, as receivers for the
Mendota Brewing Company, under a bond of SI,OOO.
This action followed the filing of a petition in bank-
ruptcy against the campony by Francis E. Henning,
Robert Hallenberg and August Schulz, all of Mendota


