
Trying To Square Themselves
The liquor dealers may think that they are win-

ning favor with the decent citizens in their action as
reported by the Chicago Tribune, in repudiating
Alderman Tearney on account of his flagrant viola-
tions of saloon regulating ordinances. The Tribune
says:

LIQUOR DEALERS DISOWN TEARNEY.

Aid. “Al” R. Tearney’s open disregard of the i o’clock
closing law was condemned by the advisory committee of the
Illinois Liquor Dealers’ association at a meeting held yester-
day afternoon in the Schiller building.

The feeling became so bitter against the lawmaker that
the question was raised as to whether he should not be
expelled from the association. This subject was dropped,
however, when the meeting was informed that Tearney had
been automatically expelled some weeks ago for non-payment
of dues.

Ernst Kunde, president of the Mutual brewery, who is
the head of the state board, presided at the meeting. He did
not mince words in criticizing Tearney when seen later at
his residence.

“Tearney is a disgrace to the business,” he said, “and
should be punished for violating the law made by the council
of which he is a member.”

Mr. Kunde said this sentiment was expressed by prac-
tically every man at the meeting.

“It was hardly within the province of the state board to
take any official action in regard to the alderman’s short-
comings,” said Mr. Kunde. “That is a matter for the district
board of Cook county, which will meet next month. It prob-
ably will act in a manner to convince the people of Chicago
law-abiding liquor dealers are as much incensed at Tearney’s
conduct as any other class of citizens.”

The Issue does not desire to defend Alderman

Tearney against the assaults of the Retail Liquor
Dealers’ Association. An interesting question arises,
however. If Tearney is unfit to be a member of a
Liquor Dealers’ Association, is he fit to be a member
of the city council of the city of Chicago? It looks
like a contemptible piece of business for an organiza-
tion whose Chicago members, actively engaged in the
saloon business, are* all practically without exception
violating the law, to jump onto a fellow member simply
because he has been made odious in the eyes of the
public. The Association is missing the mark. What
they should expel is Tearneyism rather than Tearney.

For instance, how about Brother Cermak? Quite
recently, acting in his capacity as alderman, he made
an impassioned plea before the council against the
enactment of a certain clause of a proposed ordinance
which clause provided for the enforcement of all laws
by the police. He was against that particular clause
on the ground that it would necessitate the enforce-
ment of the saloon regulating ordinances. The Liquor
Dealers’ Association didn’t throw any fits over Aider-
man Cermak taking this position.

Saloonkeepers of this city are continually violat-
ing the closing ordinances; they are violating the law
every day in selling to minors and drunkards. Every-
body who is conversant with the facts knows this to
be true, and in the light of these facts it looks like a

cheap effort on the part of the Liquor Dealers’ Asso-
ciation to curry favor with the public when they re-
pudiated Alderman Tearney.

The Saloon and the Young
Criminal

The Chicago police believe that they have cap-
tured the leader of the auto bandits who have been
terrorizing the city for some weeks. The Chicago
papers say that he owes his capture to a fondness for
liquor. While partially under the influence of liquor
he swaggered about several saloons and said he was
the chief of the auto bandit gang. Some one heard
him, followed him home and gave the police informa-
tion about his conversation and told them where he
could be arrested-

Some might say that the saloon has done the cit}'
of Chicago a public service in helping to capture this
desperado. But the fact is this case is only added
evidence in support of the contention that the crim-
inal is in a large majority of cases a product of the
saloon. The saloon is his natural hangout. The thug
and the holdup man are at home there. This par-
ticular bandit is but 18 years of age, and yet he ap-
parently had no difficulty in buying liquor in suffi-
cient quantities to become intoxicated. The state law
is plain with reference to selling liquor to minors. A
large percentage of hold-up men who are taken into
custody by the police are young men between the
ages of 18 and 25 years. Almost invariably it will be
found that they have gotten their schooling in the
saloon. The saloon is truly a trouble maker for the
voting man who allies himself with it. It is the

greatest enemy he has, and yet it is a deplorable fact
that in so many of our cities and villages where a con-
test is on between the license and no-license forces,
that the saloon element draws a large percentage of
its vote from the young men. They do not feel the
responsibility of home life and have a false notion of
personal liberty. Killing the saloon would go a long
ways towards solving the problem of how to decrease
the number of young criminals.

Saloonkeepers Sell to Minors
A press dispatch from Sterling, Illinois, under date

of January 14, says that Circuit Court Judge Frank
Ramsay sent John Mammen, a Sterling saloonkeeper,
to jail for five months for selling liquor to a minor.
This is said to be the heaviest penalty ever imposed
in Illinois for this offense. A few doses like this to
Chicago saloonkeepers and there would be good many
less youthful crminals.

Just last week Judge Pinckney, of Chicago, in the
juvenile court, lamented the fact that so many boys
were paying heavy penalties for becoming intoxicated
while these saloonkeepers, the real offenders, were go-
ing free. He said:

“Every day there are cases brought before me of young
boys who have broken the law while under the influence of
liquor. They stand the brunt of their actions, while the one
upon whom the greater responsibility should fall goes free.”

These remarks followed the sending of three boys to the
John Worthy school. They were accused of robbery.


