
THE AMERICAN ISSUE February 21, 1913.

crooks from being convicted, and it is their influence that
gets those that have been' convicted out on parole. There is
no way at present to keep a pickpocket or holdup man behind
the bars.

“If the influence with the court and the prosecutor fails
and even the police department fails to prevent a prosecution,
the next step taken is application in another court for a writ
of habeas corpus. If, because the case is notorious and the
limelight that surrounds it prevents it from being hushed up,
there is a conviction, the crook in no time at all is paroled.

“My own bailiff recently had his pocket picked. He
caught the pickpocket in the act He turned the crook over
to the police. The pickpocket got out on a writ of habeas
corpus. The bailiff followed the case up and caused a re-
arrest. Then the police tried to get him to drop the case
and accept some money.

“That’s why we can’t stamp out crime in Chicago.”
Judge Gemmill, in his remarks before the probation

conference, declared there was not a crook in Chicago who
could not get a parole. He deplored the lack of “backbone”
among members of the bench, which led to a misuse of the
parole system.

* WHO ARE THE JUDGES WHO DEAL IN PAROLES?
“There is not a crook in Chicago who cannot get a

parole.”
That is not a charge by an irresponsible street orator.

It is not the excuse of a police official for the prevalence of
crime.

Judge William M. Gemmill of the municipal court made
that declaration.

Presumably Judge Gemmill considered his language. He
is not a man who is given to reckless or impetuous speech.
His training and his position put upon him the obligation to
measure his words. His criticism was directed against his
fellow judges of the municipal court, and it cannot be assumed
that he would slander them gratuitously.

Therefore what Judge Gemmill said may be taken as true.
But that is not the worst he said. He went on:

“The back door is always open!”
He meant the back door to the chambers of the judges.
“I wish I could tell you of the keeper of a ‘fence’ in this

town who goes in the back door and gets a parole for any
one for whom he wants it.”

A “fence,” let it be understood, is a place where stolen
goods are received. The keeper of a “fence” is the middleman
for the thief, the burglar and the bandit.

The back door of the “fence” is always open to the
bandit who assaults a woman in the street and strips her
jewels from her person. It is open to the burglar who loots
a flat. It is open to receive the plunder of any crime, even
if that plunder is blood-stained.

And the back doors of the judges’ chambers are open to
the keeper of the “fence!”

So charges Judge Gemmill. And the effect of that charge
is that every judge who has a back door is the silent partner
of the keeper of the “fence,” and of every criminal who takes
his plunder to the ‘“fence.”

Grave charges have been made against the police, but
none as grave as that. Policemen hold obscurer places in the
scheme of government than do the judges. They are less
generously paid. More excuses can be found for them if they
fall short of a high ideal of duty.

But if Judge Gemmill’s charges are true, of what avail is
it for a policeman to be honest, capable and alert? They
herd the criminals in at the front door of the courts; the
judges turn those criminals out the back door.

What business have judges to have back doors?
And why couldn’t Judge Gemmill tell the story of that

keeper of a “fence” he knows about?
Judge Gemmill’s accusations are deadly serious. If they

are true, it is Chicago’s business to know it, and to begin
looking for some other judges. If they are not true, Judge
Gemmill’s colleagues should show their falsity. They are
not fit to sit on the bench if those things are true; he is
not fit for such a place if they are not true.

Whisky Did It
Plano, Kendall county, was the scene of a brutal

murder a few days ago. It is the same old story—-
whisky did it. Plano is wet with a vengeance. Town-
ship option has no terror for Plano. The saloons have
a stranglehold, apparently. The Kendall County Rec-
ord says the way to break this hold is to let the en-
tire county have a voice in determining whether sa-
loons shall be licensed or not.

It is a pitiable story, this tragedy enacted in
Plano. Emil Olson, a moulder, while drunk, shot and
killed his wife, from whom he had been parted two
weeks. Pie shot at his little seven-year-old daughter,
but missed her; then he fired a fatal bullet into his
own brain as he ran from the home. Mrs. Olson, who
had but recently filed suit for divorce in Kendall
county, charged that Olson frightfuly beat her and
had become an habitual drunkard. She was murdered
while preparing supper for her three children. She
felt safe in her own home, because an injunction was
granted her a few days ago in the Kendall county
circuit court barring the husband from the home.
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The Kendall County Record, to which we re-
ferred above, after relating the incidents of the
tragedy, says:

And that was the end of man and wife,
with three children left orphans and the dis-
grace of a father who was a murderer and a
suicide. This is one kind of “personal lib-
erty”—personal liberty for the man to be a
nuisance and a danger to his family and the
community, but the personal liberty of the
wife and children to life and a comfortable
home is not considered by the United So-
cieties and their affinities. “If the damned
fool wants to fall down stairs and break his
neck, that is his business,” was the expression
heard from an advocate of “personal liberty,”
as a drunken man came near falling down a
basement stairway and being killed that
was the sympathy the inebriate got from one
of his kind. But it is not his business. It is
the business of a stricken wife and children,
of a community that must pay the expenses
of such affairs, of the county that is mulcted
for doctor’s bills, for hospital fees and for
the support of orphans or widow when the
man exercises his personal liberty to drink
and becomes irresponsible.

The Cause of Wife Desertion
Judge William LI. Gemmill, of the domestic re-

lations court, before the opening session of the Illinois
Probation Conference at the City Club last week, said:
“In the court of domestic relations, 60 to 70 per cent of
cases of wife abandonment are caused by liquor. I
expect shortly to make public some startling statistics
along this line.”
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