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Samples of Journalistic Veracity:
FOUR INDICTED IN

LAUNDRY ATTACK
BY ACID VANDALS

FOUR INDICTED
IN RAID UPON

DRY CLEANER’S

these men are not enemies;
they secure their information
and phone in their stories. Both
phone the same thing and in
time to reach their respective

papers at approximately the
same hour. Such being the
case, and it is, how come that
the Journal gives one version
of the indictment of these ras-
cals and the Tribune another?
Was the Tribune afraid to

the name of Mose Bar-
nett, gambler, gangster, gun-
man ?

weeks ago that Mose Barnett
had threatened Samuel Sha-
piro unless the latter conform-
ed with certain demands and in

a letter to the Hennepin Coun-
ty Grand Jury under date of
October 12th, it repeated those
charges and yet the Journal
discovers that Mose Barnett,
gunman, gangster, got in on

the Shapiro picture as an “ac-
cessory after the fact.”

Why, Mose Barnett himself
ADMITS, in a relayed phone

message to myself, that he vis-
ited Samuel Shapiro BEFORE
the assault took place, but he
establishes the time of his visit
as some ninety days prior to !

A CONFESSION on-the part of
Mose Barnett that the Journal
didn’t tell the truth—a denial
that he was an accessory
AFTER the fact!

2 Held in Guilford Shooting
Accused Again in Franklin

Avenue Raid

Grand Jury Action Follows
ong Hunt—Two Ac-

cused in Jail

Four men have been indicted by
the grand jury in connection with an
attack upon the Shapiro Laundry,
2615 East Franklin avenue, Septem-
ber 20, when vandal* destroyed
SB,OOO in clothing and threw acid
into the face of Sam Shapiro, the
manager, The Journal was informed
last night.

The four named as having been in-
dicted were:

Following an investigation

of three weeks by operatives

of the county attorney’s office
and police, a secret indictment

was returned late Saturday by

the grand jury against four
men charged with entering the
dry-cleaning establishment of
Shapiro Brothers, Inc., 2615
East Franklin avenue, on the

morning of September 20, slug-

ging one of the proprietors,

and destroying clothing valued
at s6>ooo by the use of sul-
phuric acid.

I have charged many times
in the last twenty years that
the truth is not in our daily
press. They distort the truth
or deliberately’ lie more times
than they print the FACTS,
and if because I blurt out the
truth, though the lash sears the
“wrong” back many times, I
am “unprofessional,” devoid of
journalistic skill and diploma-
cy, then I thank the kindly
gods that Nature saw fit to
leave that portion of my in-
tellect a void. I had rather be
a louse in the cotton shirt of a
nigger than be a journalistic
prostitute. \ - *

Now, let’s take their garbled

versions and see wherein and
why they gave their readers
less than a bevo percentage of
TRUTH:

“The Journal was informed
last night.”

The “last night” in this in-
stance meant Saturday night
—it really meant earlier than
that, but let’s be generous with
time and criticism.

Behind that one line the
Journal sought shelter from
possible Barnett squalls. The
“Journal was informed”—the
Journal KNEW, just as the
balance of us knew and yet it
hid. It was afraid to boldly
state what it knew to be a
FACT. It had no incentive to
hide except the incentive that
grips the heart of every cow-
ard—self security. If it was
net certain of its ground, it
could have made certain in any
ten minutes. If it doubted the
veracity of its informant, it
should have “checked-up on”
that person and made sure.
But it didn’t. Instead it hides
behind the stereotyped “The
Journal was informed.”

Mose Barnett, proprietor of a

soft drink parlor at 818 Henne-
pin avenue.

Philip Moses, 1008 Morgan
avenue north.

Paul “Irish” Gottlieb, who, 10
days ago, was indicted on an as-
sault charge in connection with
the shooting of Howard Guilford,
publisher of a weekly paper in
Minneapolis.

Harry Jaffa, also indicted in
connection with the Guilford

“Mose Barnett, proprietor of
a soft drink parlor at 818 Hen-
nepin avenue.” A “soft drink
PARLOR.” That’s rich!

shooting.
Barnett and Moses have agreed to

surrender to the sheriff’s office Mon-
day. Gottlieb and Jaffa are held in
the county jail awaiting trial on the
assault charges growing out of the
Guilford shooting.

Jaffa and Gottlieb are charged
with first degree assault in the Sha-
piro case indictments, and Moses and
Barnett were charged with being ac-
cessories after the fact, The Journal
was informed.

Two of the men named in

the indictment already are in

the county jail, held on another
charge. Warrants were imme-
diately issued for the others.
The names of the men are be-

A soft drink place where the
softest thing served was spiked
near-beer; where ginger-ale
was served only as a chaser to
hi-powered moonshine. A soft
drink parlor—with a dum-dum
backing!

And at 818! The Journal is
almost as reckless with its ge-

ography as the gunmen who
shot Mr. Guilford. The loca-
tion given by the Journal as
Barnett’s “soft drink parlor” is
the location of the Barnett-
Morgan-Bevans-“Red” Clare,
et al., GAMBLING JOlNT—-
headquarters of the killers,
rendezvous of the gunmen who
have terrorized this city ;

“hangout” of every notorious
gangster and desocialized rat
in the Twin Cities, but never a
soft drink parlor.

Mose Barnett’s “parlor” was
820 Hennepin avenue AND
THE JOURNAL KNOWS
THIS AS WELL AS I. It lied
just as fluently when it flared
forth the news that the police
had raided 206 11th avenue

south and arrested “Red”
Clare for “operating a dice
game,” when it KNEW that
the big game was operating

AT THE TIME OF THE
RAID just two doors away or
at 208 11th avenue south.

If the Journal doesn’t
KNOW these things, it had
better get a man on the job

who can at least keep it within
reasonable distance of the
truth. So much for the Jour-

(Continued on page 3)

ing withheld until the arrests

are made.
The “accessory after the fact’’

charges against Barnett and Moses
do not allege that Barnett and Moses
participated in the attack on the Sha-
piro cleaning establishment.

September 20, four men, with pis-
tols drawn, entered the Shapiro es-
tablishment, held up four persons in
the place, threw acid into the face of
Mr. Shapiro and then sprayed acid
over the shop, ruining clothing val-
ued at more than SB,OOO.

The three other victims of the raid
were Yale Moorvitz, 1206 James ave-

nue north; Joe Safro, 801 Twentieth
avenue north, and Mrs. Christine An-
derson, 2453 Garfield avenue.

Shortly after Gottlieb and Jaffa
had been arrested in connection with
the Guilford shooting, Shapiro, Moor-
vitz and Safro were brought to the
county jail to see the pair.

Jaffa and Gottlieb were arrested
shortly after a gang of gunmen
drove alongside a car in which How-
ard Guilfcrd, who had begun to pub-
lish a paper called the Saturday Sun,
was riding at Lowry avenue and Me-
morial Drive, and opened fire on
Guilford, wounding him.

—Minneapolis Journal, Oct. 16.

The crime was committed at

10:30 a. m., September 20,

when Sam Shapiro, his part-

ner, Yale Moorvitz, Joseph

Safro, the manager, and Chris-
tine Anderson, an employe,

were in the store. Flourishing

a revolver, one of the men or-

dered everyone to face the

wall. When Shapiro hesitated,

he was slugged on the head

with the butt of the gun. The
invaders sprayed sulphuric

acid over every piece of cloth-
ing in the store, and hurriedly

departed in an automobile.
—Minneapolis Tribune,

Oct. 16.

I cheerfully admit that my
efforts are not “journalism,”
that my language is uncamou-
flaged, that even the most
dumb can usually decipher my
meaning, but I ask you who
read these lines to glance again
over the two items taken from
our twr o “leading” daily pa-
pers, the Tribune and the
Journal.

being withheld until the ar-
rests are made,” and the Jour-
nal rushes to defend my state-
ment when it chortles that:

“Barnett and Moses have
agreed to surrender to the
sheriff’s office Monday.”

These “great moral jour-
nals” have the same source
from which to draw their in-
formation and both get it from
that source. There is no par-
tiality shown : They both have
men who are employed to se-
cure news of this nature and

And, just what does the
Journal mean when it says that
“.

. . Moses and Barnett were
charged with being accessories
after the fact?”

This paper charged two

The Tribune deliberately
lies to its readers when it says
that:

“The names of the men are
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