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TORONTO, NOVEMBER 2ND, 1896.

AN INTERVIEW WITH A ".SOCIAL REFORMER"
OPPOSED TO OUR WORK.

SN connection wîth the presentment ai tue
grand jury at Kingston, wvhich is refcrred
ta in "Eclioes' by Mir. Owen, ive nîad a lonig

Sconversation recently wvith a praminent
member ai the editoriai staff ai anc ai Toronto's
daily papiers, and we wvere very much surprised
ta find tue gentleman in question-an earnest
wocrker in the cause ai social reiorns-uplîolding
the grand jury in tîseir cotsduct whichscemed and
stili seenîs ta us utterly indefensible. Our reason
for referring ta the interview is, tlîat the point ai
view and tue opinions ai tisis gentlemsan arc
practically those ai a section ai tise community
inimical ta aur wark "lon principle "; and
irom hins wv learncd sometiîing ai the raison
d'etre ai thase unfavourable opinions hield by
hîimself and otiiers, inciuding not a few grand
juries, aithougli the uitter lack ai taste exhibited
by the latter in their method ai dealiusg with tise
subject was naturaliy much deprecated.

Tise argument was advanced in ail seriaus-
ness tisat if a number ai meni formisîg a grand
jury or otiser examining and advisary body, find
tîsat anc yaung immigranit is exercising an cvii
influence in the district, that grand jury is nat
oîîiy justificd but required by considerations ai
duty, ta, prescribe a remedy and a preventive,
even ta tise extent ai cailing upon the Govern-
nment ta prahibit tise immigration ai juveniles; it
nsattering not whetlier thcy, tise grand jury,
l<now or do nat know that the anc malefactor
represents but a very small percentage ai tise
wlîole body ai yaung immigrants : that nînety-
nine others in tise samne district are leading
quiet,' unheard-of, but lioncst, useful lives.

That these nincty-nine siîould suifer tise
cruel injustice ai bcing brandcd as criminals by
heredity and habit, because anc had turncd
out ta be an evil-doer, was adnsitted ta be a
matter for deep regret, but we were told we
nsust "lcarne out ai tise ciouds," "lta deai prac-
ticaliy with lisard facts," "ta cast sentiment ta
anc sîde."

The oniy "liard facts " patent ta us wvcre
tisat one boy liad failed and was in gaol await-
ing rensaval ta a reiormatory (we learned a
few liaurs later that lie was isot anc ai aur boys,
and had neyer been in any way connectcd with
Dr. Barnardo's Homne) ; or, ta deal with the
work as a whoie, that less tisan two per cent, ai
Dr. Barnardo's young people liad failed; tisat

nearly seven thousand are ta-day, and have
been since the day tbey Ianded in Canada,
leading useful lives as honest, industriaus
citizens. But ta deal Ilpractically " with these
facts meant that we were ta admit that the evil
wvrouglit by the two per cent. who had failed, or
by the one unfortunate then in gaoî, was of
such magnitude as to, completely nullify any
good that mighit have been accomplishied by the
seven thousand. Needless ta say, we are not
wvilling ta Il cast aside " the Il sentiment " wlîich
prevents acquiescence in tis or in the mon-
strous proposition that the entrance into
Canada of anather seven thousand, or af seven,
sucl iuseful, well-conducted workers should be
rendered impossible by legisiation, because, for-
sooth, again would there be nearly twa per
cent. evil-doers in their ranks. We soughit ta
denionstrate the arrant injustice, not ta say
absurdity, ai such a doctrine by applyin g it
natioîsally; a veto on any natianaîity whichi
could flot showv lcss than two per cent. of
failuires among the numibers who had already
corne ta Canada. W'e could imagine the hoivi
of cxccration that would go up throughiout Can-
ada if a grand jury or two were ta suggest
that the Governmcîît slîould prohiibit the imtmi-
gration af Englisimren, or Scotchmcn, or Irish-
men, because tiiey occasianally found men af
anc or ollher of these nationalities amiong tHe
crimninals of the country.

The analogy was not allowed for this re-
remarkable reason : In one case a systeinatic
attempt wvas being made ta find homes for lads
prcdisposed to crime. It is an this entirely
erroncous conception af the kind of lads Dr.
Barnardo scnds ta Canada titat rests wvhatever
is Iîonest in the opposition ta auir wvork ; and we
draiv a very wide distinction between the op-
position due ta miscanception af the facts, and
that whliclî is based uipon wiiful ignorance, and
which is kept alive ta further the selfishi interests
of irresponsible but ciaînarous politicians of the
lower or lowest class.

We have more than once referred in these
colunins ta the principles which Dr. Barnardo
laid dowtî whien hie inaugurated bis emigration
systemn, and strict adiierence ta which lie insists
upon as absoliteiy essential ta the success af
that wvork. They are:

<a) That oni>' the /lower of nzy dock shali be emigrated
to Canada : those young people, namely (i) wvho are in
robust health, physical and mental; (2) who are thor-
oughly upright, honest, and virtuous; and (3) who, bcing
boys, have been industriai>' trained in nur own wvork.
shops; or who, being girls, have had careful instruction
in domestie pursuits.

(b) That con ti,î nouis supervîision shali be exercised over
ail these emigrants aiter they have been placed out ini
Canadian homesteads: /irst, by systematic visitation
second, by regular correspondence. liiuigration soithout
continuons supervisionu, partictelariy in thec case of youung
clildreu, is, in iu), op~inion, presuspitious foU>y, and sionpi>'
courts disastcr.

(c) That in the case af the total failure or any emi-
grants thse Colonies shall be safeguarded by their RETURN

at our expense, whenever possible, to England.

In view of this, and with tue results ai four-
teets years bearing such convincing testiniony
af the tlîoroughness wvitl wiîich Dr. Barnardo's
regulations are carried out, ta speak of "4a
systemnatic atternpt ta flnd hanmes for those
predisposed Io crime," shows an absolute lack
af knowledge of the facts.

Insomuchi as human judgment can neyer bie
infailible. a certain number of evii-doers ivill
always flnd their way into every organized
body. Cammenting upan this very subject in
the Review of Review8 recentiy, Mr. Stead ob-
served that lie doubted if the House ai Com.
nions couid show a smailer percentage of
criminal convictions among its members than
that which obtaiîîed in tise case af Dr. Bar-

nardo's young people in Canada. And, beit re-
membcred that it was a strict investigat<.by
the Government of Canada that establîshed
these figures-two per cent. failures, and not
anc-half of these committed for crime.

Anything short ai superhuman foresight
could not ensure better results than have fol-
lowed Dr. Barnardo's wceding-out process in
nîaking up lus parties af ernigrants for Canada.

M'len we asked aur severe critic ta recon-
cile these resuits witi the presentments af
certain grand juries and with bis own opinions,
lie at once refuscd ta accept statistics as evi-
dence ai the extent of criminal and immoral
propensity that existed among those under dis-
cussion. We readily admit that it is very un-
sale ta measure the morality of any community
by its police court or criminal statistics. These
ignare the imnmoral wlîo are flot law-breakers ;
but it says littie for the efficiency of a country's
police aasinistration if its official statistics
cannot be relied upon ta give a fairly accurate
idea of the comparative criminality of variaus
sections or classes.

Tihe immoral propensity (as apart from
the crimina>, or otherwise, of a body of men or
youths can be learned by observation only.
We are at anc with aur opponent on this point,
but we divîde at once on the question of whiat
constitutes conîpetent observation. He finds
for tise grand jury, the social refarmers. %%hosc
labours, as such, are corflned to scouring the
country's jails and kindred institutions, meet-
ing occasionally therein a Il Barnardo boy "
or at least a youth s0 termed by some imagina-
tive scribe-but who also meet during the year
h undreds of respectable, industriaus, law-abid-
ing citizens, wiso are likewise Barnardo boys,
altlîough they, the grand jury and the Ilreform.
ers," knowv it not.

"Personal observation " conducted on suchi
lisses will give about as accurate a conception
of the moral tone ai tise wliole body of young
immigrants as a nian would obtain of tise archi-
tecture ai Landon if lie confined his sightseeing
ta one or two back streets in Whiteciîapel.

On the other hand, we maintain that the
best judges of the moral tone of tise average
"lBarnardo boy," and thase whose opinion is
alonte authoritative, are tIse farmers and others
who, forover fourteen years, havelhad aur boys in
their employnient and living with thens in tîseir
homes. Wlien the adverse critic says that the
young immigrants are as a wvhole predisposed
ta immorality and other evil, hie casts a seriaus
reflection upon the farmers of Ontario, wviio
arc by implication thus charged wîtli bringing,
not once, but time and again, yauths af danger-
aus nmoral character into the privacy ai their
hanses, allowing themi ta associate with mare or
less ai the freedomn ai home lufe with tise tnem-
bers ai their families

Either the farmers are guilty ai tîsis almost
crinsinal negiect of their farnilies, or the adverse
critic-be lic reformer, journalist or one ai the
grand jury-is talking the most arrant nonsense;
and we do not hiesitate ta say that ta fia man
an eartiî is the purity ai bis home nmore sacred,
and fia nman on eartlî more jealously guards
the purity ai his home, than the average Ontario
farmer; and in the continued dcmands for aur
boys from these farmers do we fi nd the strongest
rebuttal ai tise infamous charge that the young
immigrants wlio came ta Canada under the
auspices ai Dr. Barnardo are Ilpredisposed ta
crime," or tisat they are as a class ane whit
less desirable citizens than any other body ai
mcei in the country. Poverty and distress aur
boys may have knowîs, nay, mnust have known,
ta some extent. Thercin lie tise lîead and


