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"Much Wetness?”
In the Freeport Standard of April 22, in a wheeze

appearing under the caption, “Much ‘Wetness’ in Dry
Rockford,” the reporter leads off like this:

Although the saloons have been voted
out of Rockford, that city is evidently not
enjoying a dry reign.
What makes it so evident to this Standard re-

porter that Rockford is not enjoying a dry reign is
explained by what follows. He says:

The October federal grand jury indicted
Edward Malone and Joseph Chupka, of that
city, on the charge of “carrying on the busi-
ness of retail dealers in malt liquors -without
paying the special taxes required by law,” and
yesterday the federal grand jury indicted two
other Rockfordites on the same charge. Ed-
ward Malone failed to appear in court yester-
day, and his bond of SSOO was forfeited and a
bench warrant for his arrest was issued by
Judge Carpenter. Malone was brought to
Freeport last night and placed in the county
jail. He will be brought into court this after-
noon.
If four blind piggers in custody are sufficient

reason to make a city of 50,000 population look like
“much wetness,” may we ask the inspired reporter
how he would describe his own city of Freeport,
with a population of 17,507, with forty-eight wide-
open, legalized saloons? If this reporter keeps posted
he knows that the way of the blind pigger in Rock-
ford leads to the place where these four now find them-
selves. They probably would call it a “dry reign”
if interviewed.

Secretary of War Closes Saloons
The following press dispatch, dated Panama, April

25, indicates that the federal government has taken
another rap at the liquor trade. It is quite evident
that the secretary of war doesn’t consider the saloon
an institution of any value in the canal zone, but
rather a menace:

By direction of Findley M. Garrison, secretary of war,
the Panama canal zone will be without saloons during the
coming fiscal year. At the present time there are thirty-
five saloons in zone towns.

Secretary Bryan Serves a
Wineless Dinner

The following news item is in accord with Secre-
tary Bryan’s announcement made some time ago that
no liquors would be served at diplomatic dinners
given by him:

The first diplomatic dinner given by Mr.
and Mrs. Bryan took place last night. The
guests of honor were the British ambassador
and Mrs. Bryce. All of the ambassadors and
several of the ladies of their households were
at the table.

There were no wine glasses on the table,
only goblets of water and smaller glasses,
which held out hope of something in the in-
toxicating line.

As the dinner proceeded the ambassadors
found the smaller glasses were for grape

juice and mineral water. Some of these men
are wine connoisseurs. They can tell a good
brand of champagne from the cheap brand
the moment it touches their lips. At their
own embassies they have served the choicest
wines, running from Maderia to champagne.

Ihe fact that the secretary of state did
not serve wine and will not do so caused a
great deal of comment among diplomats,
in answer to these comments, Mr. Bryan gave

the following statement to the press:
We did not intend to magnify by men-

tioning it the importance of the nonuse of
wine at the dinner give to Ambassador Bryce
Monday night, but as the papers have made
some inaccurate references to the matter, the
facts might as well be known.

This was the first dinner which we have
given to members of the diplomatic corps,
and therefore the first time when we cameinto conflict with the social custom of serv-ing wine at dinner.

I fie seven other ambassadors then in the
city and their ladies were invited to meet
Ambassador and Mrs. Bryce, and as all the
gentlemen guest's were from foreign coun-
tries 1 thought it proper to explain to them
the reason for our failure to conform to what
seems to have been customary in this matter.Believing that the issue should be metfrankly in the beginning, I told them when
we sat down to the table that Mrs. Bryan and
I had been teetotalers from our youth, as
were our parents before us, and had never
served liquor at our table; that when thepresident was kind enough to tender me the
portfolio of state, I asked him whether ourfailure to serve wine would be any embar-
rassment to the administration, and that he
generously left the matter to our discretion.

I suggested that I thought it unfair to
assume that those coming to us from abroad
would judge us harshly or be unwilling to
tolerate the maintenance of a traditional cus-
tom, and expressed the hope that our friend-
ship would be made so apparent to them and
our hospitality so cordial that they would
overlook this weakness in us, if they regard-
ed it as a weakness.

My remarks were applauded by the com-
pany. We never had a more enjoyable even-
ing.

That is all there is to the matter, and we
consider the incident closed, and the custom
established so far as we are concerned.

Sues Saloonkeeper for Son s
Death

Mrs. Emma Stame, of Watseka, has brought suit in the
circuit court against August Lamotte, of Crescent City,
saloonkeeper, claiming $5,000 for the death of her son, Jack
Wilson, who died several weeks ago.

The details of the death were published at the time it
occurred. Mrs. Stame claims her son was her support and
paid practically all of her bills and that owing to his death
she is left to her own resources.

One of the claims will doubtless be that he paid some of
her bills on the day before he made the last trip to Crescent
City.

It is said that Mr. Lamotte is insured by a liquor indem-
nity association and will have the assistance of their attor-
neys in defending the case. Roscoe C. South is attorney for
Mrs. Stame.—lroquois County Times-Democrat, April 22.
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