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children have been brought into the Dominion through the
agency of such philanthropists as Miss Rye, Mrs. Macpher-
SOK." Dr. Barnardo, Mr. Fegan, aud many others. These
Chlldren, rescued from the alleys and sluins of Great Britain,
are cared for, or are supposed to be, and trained, physically
and mentally, and, ahove all, morally, in the Homes provided
for the purpose in England, before being brought across the
O?Ean. On being landed on our shores some are immediately
dlstrlbute(‘l in families, whether by adoption or for hire, all
Over 'bhe Dominion.  Others are received into branch Homes
EI‘OVIded for the purpose in Canada, where they undergo
urther training until they are gradually distributed in the
“ae way, leaving their places to be filled by fresh arrivals.
w}?i‘:hthti; 1s either a nl.osf blessed work of ph'ilnnthropy, by
inevita},llesle poor .w;ufs are .1'escued fr(')m lives of nlfn‘ost
whidh é} e deg ‘;uiutlwn and crime, fmd given opportunities,
1usands of them do not fail to Improve, to hecome
cg:;e:]titcti:(;l‘lstri.ous nien and good citizens, or it is a crimf?,
— \‘:: lbn ignorance, perha;‘)s, .buh none .thfa le'ss perni-
very w(,rl. attering the germs o.t vice and criminality of tli(%
, st and most, hopeless kind all over the country. We
i:;)irtit:::efff[.)l'es.xe(l our opinion t,hn't» ;thogether. too much
Mission o 18 jxttache.\d to the doe'tr'me of hereditary trans-
"'dopted t[moml or 1.111111(.)1:1141 qua.l.ltles, by many who have
I~ %,.le ultm-scxenhﬁc (1()ct1*111e,. z¥n(l are, as a conse-
ate Cla;s;}g ellfuously opposmg%r the admission of the u.n.forbun-
pPiVilegegl(fot} old-world children to the opportunities a'nd
greas pléa: 1e new world. . We ha‘ve, theref"ore, read with
3 ooy, -cul‘e tﬂe z’LMe articles which Mr. Er‘nest Hea.to.n
our oy nm:ll)ltrl ‘)utmgt to our f:olumns, espe‘cmll}'7 that in
8 to b pmct‘er, in which .the evidence from fact is so clear
tcally conclusive. Surely, as we were ~going to

8
f:z’tb:lfo"e we vead the article referred to, if, as a matter of
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erived from criminal parentage and environ-
ancy were ineradicable, it would be the easiest
& world to prove the fact, after so many years of
50 many thousands of immigrants, from the records
ts, jails and penitentiaries. Mr. Heaton has done a
the country, to the poor children, and to humanity
careful examination of the question.

3 e " . .
Unanimiy 1 Should unanimity be required in the ver-

Turies, dicts of juries? This is an old question.
affipr s ' Iv has generally been answered in the
Mative ip En
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glish-speaking communities, but whenever,
e, the “ holding out” of a single juryman
dict impossible, in some important case, and
all the time and labour which may have been
of 10 avail, the thoughtful begin to doubt the
. the old practice which thus enables one man’s
% Whether honest or purchased, to negative those of
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er, it becomes clear that the question 1is too
There is a radical difference between criminal
» and it is not easy to see why the practice of
uld not vary accordingly. In a suit between
VEr some  question of property, it is not clear
e plaintiffsll?n of tl‘le majority of the jury should not rule.
A the defend,]d'8 precisely the same interest in the decision
nflieg, injugt"mt. The wrongful acquittal of the defendant
Same in ‘:v}l‘ce and wrong upon the plaintiff precisely of the
it inﬂicts lich the wrongful verdict in favour of the plain-
of the one UPon the defendant. Why should not the rights
It Ripg Just as carefully guarded as those of the other !
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thag eilot-i en and true are convinced by the evidence
aintif ; . . .

only thre M is entitled to the property in dispute and
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ncoIlVlnced, it is surely reasonable to believe
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that the probabilities ave nine to three that the plaintiff's
cause is just, and the opposite. But in the case of a
criminal charge the conditions are very different. The fact
that even one honest juror helieves the evidence insufticient
to convict, argues that theie is room for doubt, and, in
accordance with the time-honoured charge of the judge, the
prisoner should have the benefit of the doubt, since, hy
almost, universal consent, it is better that many guilty should
escape punishient than that one innocent man should suffer
the penalty of guilt. Hence it seems to us possible to make
out a strong argument in favour of decision by a majority
vote in civil cases, while still requiring practical unanimity
in criminal cases. In either is there not an element of un-
reasonableness and of danger in the custom of shutting up
jurors for whole days and even nights in order wo force them,
if possible, to agree upon an unanimous verdict ! What is
this but an effort to induce, not to say compel, some one or
more to change or modify conscientious convictions !

This question must have very often sug-
Wwhat Do

Anareniats wangs  Sested itself to the curious and the thought-

tul, in view of the seemingly senseless and
purposeless crimes and attempted crimes with which Anar-
chists from time to time seek to terrify civilized communities,
The aims of the Socialists can be understood in a general
way, and, whatever may be our opinion of the morality or
the feasibility of those aims, they are certainly not without
features which are adapted to command the respect, even
the admiration, of many. Certainly it is a calumny to con-
fuse the principles of the one organization, as so many seem
to do, with those of the other. But what can induce. any
class of human beings to devote their energies and risk their
lives for the propagation of what seems to be a purely nega-
tive purpose, passes comprehiension, When it was announced
that the London Anarchists had published a pamphlet for
general distribution in connection with their May-day parade,
it was natural to hope that, having now broken silence, they
would give the world an idea of what they wish for and how
they propose to attain their object. But the pamphlet is
utterly disappointing, so far as any revelation of coherent
ideas and understandable methods is concerned. A few
sentences will make us all equally wise in regard to Anarch-
ism as an intelligible political scheme. After the usual
denunciations of the State as an authority which enslaves
and tyrannizes over the workingmen ; of religion as the
greatest curse of the human race, and so forth, the manifesto
goes on to say i—

“ What the Anarchists want is equal liberty for all.
The talents and inclinations of all men ditfer from each
other. Everyone knows best what he “can do and what he
wants ; laws and regulations only hamper ; and forced labour
is never pleasant. In the state aimed at by the Anarchist
everyone will do the work that pleases him best, and wiil
satisfy his wants out of the common store as pleases hin
best.”

And if a dozen or a hundred happen to want the same
thing, when there is only enough of it for two or three—
what then? ——
What is, on the whole, the moral effect of
a great international exposition, like that of
1889 in Paris, or that of 1893 in Chicago,
or those now projected for 1900 in Paris and some future
date in New York ? That they have a stimulating effect
upon trade, education, and iuvention, and are a god-send to
the multitudes all the world over who are in search of
something new in the way of recreation and excitement,
may be admitted, though whether the effects even in these
directions are wholly healthy may, perhaps, be open to

The Literary Digest translates a somewhat re-
Figaro, of Paris, entitled Objec-

The Evil of
Great Bazaars.

question.
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