,“ Under our eyes und within
O;n -he -says, * children are being
hermf‘llcy amid surroundings con-
ion, dy conceivable element of de-
"Wr;e ®pravity and vice,” Itis from
% oty . a8 we have often had occasion

,’n‘n.d a8 the uniform testimony of
b o Bltrates and police officers on

w 1! Rtegg ln: of the ocean affirme, that * the
pt ﬂ Crimiy, eve"_'gPOWing army of professional
bs - Mg n Yecoives its most promising re-

08 = demnnded“ I8 it not bigh time that society
Voo Perig» , Protection against this appalling

rﬂ"uﬁ , hnd i he plan proposed by Prof. Way-
ef b ‘pn Substance the same that has often
Un'li& , b“'lg ff "ove.d in these columns, and that is
!ormu, %“ﬁe:m time to time recommended by
Oy f ity 0? of the Society for the Preven-
“"bv Wty 114 to Children, and other phil-

o o6 wdies in this city. The general
- oul . .
'dﬂf‘ f&w}p. uld be these :

ad . .
a Phoge Investigating agents, or of-

’”::, ¥ Muq |, sole duty it should be to seek
e . or (‘;}g to light all cases of parental
s 17 1 %out. rect demoralization or aban-

* The hear:
< Mg biat, aring of such cases before a
.Wed.‘e

» 81l pergong concerned being duly

8
: - A
3th° Org ¢B°“rd of Guardians intrusted with
b Such children as msy have been
i : th‘e magisirate to be wards of
e 1, » "8 Board to have discretionary
fouy, d &ny methods which may have
8erviceable in such cases.

0 ———————
L Pogy h‘re “ell aware that every such pro-

Sure .
Sy “°Bjec:?o:: pxI-ongptly'met with a
; i 'h})em . Influential men and

Protest vigorously against the
i Ying upon society the burdens
| el elo; -

* 'el‘hv..' g Properly to parents and other

L Ugts
. 1\J'm°°°!

SR
s

AW "t

:l:‘d 4 ie" e‘;id 8gainst the unwisdom of fos-
wa ’ :%‘la t),‘“e: n the minds of the lazy and
ot L e .hey have only to neglect or
os &1 !eh,,éd ¥ little oneg to § heir bei

34 g Yot e o insure their being
e ! thyy | ot care of them by the State,
f 1 v;d‘!el fre? to indulge their own low
P’:‘;{ 1 01: hayg n;:"’“lbly criminal propensities.
b L@ bef . Wayland's complete arti-

- B | ure
thot : ;::om%;: :“d do not know whether he
iR %ﬂ'ﬂ LR n_y 8pecial line of treatment
o A 8 led parents who would be
le:t the children whom they had
V68 unworthy to rear, but it

W i Etey, . tay
e “ing the U8 that the necessity for thus

po Vg, .
bt"ﬁ,li ] fvp%‘)n for ;hfld!:en would be ample jus-
® q “:n Tinging compulsion to bear

Par
]‘f°’°ed *0ts, to the extent, at least,
boy

‘ & i 5 °°ll 1 .

" Jif W to'n:;:btutmns» in either money or

5 s ] % Eer Chre ® expenses incurred in the
4 of Whe 1 training of children.

;’:‘W ‘ ::eﬂ t:f:b]eet on the grounds indi-

1007 Q“ 80¢jgf Tget thay it is in the inter-

* 9% of thy unworthy parents,
eo:::: i‘_ made. It is, unfor-
Unity, and not the par-

¢ chief sufferers from the
e, if ?:“ght to remedy. This
&ﬂ” P!'oPo“dl can be shewn that the
¥y Pring;,; ' OF 2ome one based on
% would prove effective and

E ® one, it would surely be

THE WEEK.

childish to object to its use because in so
doing an undeserved favour would result to
the parents whose criminal neglect made it
necessary.

THE COURTS AND THE RAILROADS
IN THE UNITED STATES.

Several novel decisions which have within
the last fow weeks been pronounced by dif-
ferent courts in the United States bid fair,
if sustained, to place the relations between
railroad companies and their employees on
an entirely new footing in certain im-
portant respects. The first case occurred in
Obhio. A strike was in progress on the
Toledo, Ann Arbor and Northern Michigan
road. In obedience to ordersissued by Chief
Arthur, of the Brotherhood of Engineers,

and Grand Master Sargent, of the Brother- .

hood of Firemen, five engineers and three
firemen on the Lake Shore Road left their
posts because the trains they were expected
to take out contained cars of the Ann Arbor
Road. Thereupon the General Maaager and
the Attorney of that road summoned from
Cleveland Judge Ricks, of the United States
District Court, He came by special train,
was driven at once to the Federal Court
building, and there, in conjunction with

Judge Taft, of the Circuit Court, issued

what have been said to be ‘‘ the most re.
markable orders that have appeared from
any court since railrcads were oryanized.”
The first and most important of these orders
was most sweeping in ite terms, and tem-
porarily restrained Mr. Arthur and Mr.
Sargent from *issuing, promulgating, or
continuing in force any rule or order of any
kind, under the rules and regulations of
either order, which shall require or com-
mand any employees of auy of the defendant
railroal companies herein to refuse to re-
ceive, handle or deliver any cars of fraight
in course of transportation from one Suate
to another, from and to the Ann Arbor.”
They were also prohibited *from in any
way, directly or indirectly, endeavoring to
persuade or induce any employees of the
railroad companies whose lines connect with
the Ann Arbor not to extend to said com-
pany the same fucilities for interchange of
interstate traffic as are extended by said
companies to other railways,” and they were
required to recall and rescind any orders is-
sued by them prior to the service of the in-
juaction, .

Another order was directed against the
eight Lake Shore employees who had left
their posts rather than handle Ann Arbor
cara, These men were taken into custody
by United States’ marshals and atraigned
for contempt of court in refusing to obey a
restraining order which had, it appears,
been previously issued by Judge Taft, re-
quiring the labor chiefs to raise the boycott
against Ann Arbor carsand freight. Judge
Ricks held the men under bonds to appear
for a hearing, after having lectured them
on their duties to the public. The follow-
ing was the most pertinent part of his re-
marks

- since

# The court does not assume the power
to compel you to continue your service to
your ewmployers ngainst your will, but
it does undertake to compel you to per-
form your whole duty while such rela-
tions centinue, and does further claim, for
the purpose of ascertaining whether its or-
ders have been violated, the right to deter-
mine when your relation to your employer
legally terminated, and when your obliga-
tions to observe this order cease.” A sup-
plementary order was issued commanding
Chief Arthur to rescind the boycott against
the Ann Arbor, and also to produce before
the court~a copy of the rule or regulation of
his organization under which the boycott
was imposed. Chief Arthur declared his
entire readiness to obey the court, and he
at onc» issued an order raising the boycott,
After hearing argument the court has
confirmed these orders and in-
junctions. v

The other cas8s t> which we refer in-
volve to some extent the same principle of
public control of employees. In Georgis,
Judge Speer, of the District Court, has or-
dered the receiver he appointed to take
charge of the Georgia Ceatral Railroad, to
appear before him and answer why he re-
fuses to renew the contract between the
road and the Brotherhood of Locomotive
Engineers. It appears that the receiver
has sustained his superintendent in the
position that the corporation representing
all the owners of the road shall deal with
each workman separately and refuse to treat
with the *corporation ” representing the
workmen. Judge Speer is reported to have
told the committee of engineers who applied
for the order to the receiver, that if they
asked the aid of the court they ‘ must now
and ever be subordinate to the law and the
finding of the court, and that the court's
decision would in future control their ac-
tions after a full hearing had been given to
both sides.”

A still more noteworthy decision, be-
cause rendered by a Federal and not a State
court, was that given a few days ago by
Judge Billings of the Federal District Court
of Louisiana. The decision was in pursu-
ance of the prosecution instituted in this
court against the labor unions in connection
with the great strike in New Orleans, last
November. This prosecution, which is said
to have crippled if not crushed the strike,
was taken under the provisions of the
Sherman Anti-Trust Law—a law supposed
to be directed against combinations of capi-
talists. Upon this case Judge Billings has
now rendered a decision, the most remark-
able part of which is its affirmation that the
United States bas already jurisdiction over
all labour unions engaged in work affecting
inter State commerce. This is substantially
the same ground on which the orders issued
by Judges Taft and Ricks, in Ohio, were

based.
At first view all these decisions seem to

bear hardly upon the employees. Very
great benefits have unquestionably been w on




