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Atlantic City
The telegraph tells that after twenty years’ cam-

paigning for ordinary law observance, the saloons of
Atlantic City are closed on Sunday, according to the
statutes of the state.

For twenty years, the 'licensed saloonkeepers of
Atlantic City have gone on the theory that laws were
made as a door mat for rumsellers to wipe their feet
on, and not to be observed.

it has required twenty years of campaigning to
elect a prosecutor in Atlantic City who placed any
value upon his solemn oath.

What has become of the man who says that li-
cense ensures law enforcement and places the saloon
in the hands of people who will observe the law, when
it takes a twenty-year campaign in a single city to
compel the licensees to obey even the chief features of
the law?

What has become of the man who says Prohibi-
tion means perjury, when it requires two decades of
campaigning to elect a prosecutor in a license city
whose oath is not a mere pufT of wind?

It is a sign of the rising tide of civic righteous-
ness when one after another of licensed cities go
even to the extent of simple observance of the laws
of the state in which they are.

An Essay on Loot
The recent tloods in Ohio and Indiana brought

into bold relief two classes of people.
One set worked night and day in succor of the

stricken; they were everywhere, in boats and skiffs,
rescuing women and children at the repeated risk of
their own lives. They opened their homes to the vic-
tims of the floods. They poured out of their pro-
visions, wardrobes, and demolished their own bank
accounts in providing relief for the suffering. One
scarce had to intimate that he was a victim of the
flood before all sorts of relief was showered upon him.

Another set prowled about in quest of loot. They
would row out to a man marooned with his wife and
child in a tree top and offer to save their lives' for
twenty dollars. They would prowl about robbing the
dead bodies of their money and watches; even cutting
a woman’s hand off to get her wedding ring in one
case. They hunted through the debris, breaking open
boxes, trunks, and chopping up bureau drawers in-
quest of loot. They were exercising their “personal
right” to prey upon those not in a position to defend
themselves. The weaker ones were regarded as fit
subjects for plunder.

All over the country the same classification of
people exists. The world is full of people stricken
with appetite, misfortune and the results of their own
vices—vices that have been catered to by laws which
provide facilities for exercising them.

On the one hand are those who would provide re-

lief—who spend their time, money and their very lives
in relief and in efforts to create conditions of safety.

Then there are the looters; those who would prey
upon the victims of appetite, who would take ad-
vantage of their condition to loot them of their last
nickels and dimes, who would plunder them of their

wages, which stand between their little ones and
hunger. There are those who back up the looters by
providing them with buildings in consideration of ex-
tortionate rental, or who vote them the looting priv-
ilege in that a portion of the loot may go to the relief
of rich taxpayers. There are those who lie to the
public about the whole hideous business in considera-
tion of a share of the loot in newspaper advertising.

It is true that the Liberal League at Columbus
gave a thousand dollars for “relief,” and spent a week
yelling their heads off about it so that everybody
would know.

Then the same ghouls insisted on disobeying
Mayor Karb’s orders to close the saloons in the
stricken district, so that they could get their thousand
dollars back, and several thousand more with it.
They said that the law only gave the mayor power to
close the saloons in case of “riot,” and there was no
riot, and they won the contention.

The disaster did bring into bold relief the two
social segments; those who would succor the wound-
ded and those who regarded it as their constitutional
right to loot from the helpless whether they were dead
or alive.

In the legislature are found two classes of law-
makers ; those who would enact laws to protect the
weak and those who would enact laws providing for
their plunder in consideration of a portion of the loot
going into the “school fund.”

Prof. Humphrey and the Feeble Minded
In the Forum for April, Mr. Seth K. Humphrey

has an informing article on “Parenthood and the So-
cial Conscience.”

Mr. Humphrey shows that:
In the United States there are now nearly

a million in public institutions, while a care-
ful survey indicates at least three millions
more, incapable of self-support, who are more
or less looked after privately. Thus, about 4
per cent of the population is already negative,
a dead load upon society.
Anybody who possesses sufficient brains to ac-

commodate an occasional headache will not dispute
the fact that a very large proportion of this burden is
caused by drink. Even the liquor papers will concede
that; their only claim being that the proportion of
the burden due to drink is not as large as is claimed
by the drys.

But, even taking any proportion that may be
conceded by wet organs, there looms up an avoidable
social burden that would be shocking indeed if the
people had not been accustomed to it from their birth.

There has grown up a class of men whose busi-
ness it is to cater to this depravity and who find it to

their pecuniary advantage to promote this same bur-
den for personal profit.

It is curious that these tradesmen in physical de-
terioration are able to dupe another class of feeble-
minded taxpayers into supporting the policy even at
their own cost.

Prof. Humphrey does not estimate the number of
this latter class of “feeble-minded.” There appear 1o
be enough, in some localities, to carry them for license
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