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as its editorials. There is virtue

in uniformity.

The unsophisticated news read-
er who last week found proof of
the impartiality of the law in the
fact that a collection of rich men
were on trial for manslaughter
in New Jersey, because their neg-
ligent management of a street car
system had caused the death of
several school children, was too
previous in his expressions of sat-
isfaction. He should have consid-
ered that the corporations which
own the legislature of New Jer-
sey might possibly own her judges
also. Had the case gone to the
jury, and an uncorrupted verdict
been rendered in favor of the de-
fendants, that would have been as
satisfactory, on the score of the
impartial administration of jus
tice, as a verdict the other way.
1t is not convictions, but trials
that are needed as an earnest of
the impartiality of the courts.
But there was no trial in thiscase.
The three judges ordered the
jurors to acquit—ordered them,
mind you! This is something
which judges often assume to do.
It is a common practice. But the
very form of it testifies to its be-
ing a judicial invasion. If judges
had the right to render verdicts,
they would need to resort to no
such fiction as directing juries to
do the rendering. But as ,they
have not that right, they have
calmly arrogated it to themselves
in this indirect manner, and
so built up a practice in
contravention of the constitution-
al theory that in criminal trials
the jury shall judge both the law
.and the fact. Taking advantage
of that practice, these judges of
the corporation-ridden State of
New Jersey took the prosecution
-of the multimillionaire street car
managers away from the jury
and turned the millionaires loose.
To do so they were obliged to de-

_clare that neglect to take precau-
tions against the possibility of
accidents at notoriously danger-
ous railroad crossings, is not neg-
ligence on the part of the street
car managers. The outcome of

this farcieal trial is what might
have been expected. One of the
distinguished defendants—John
D. Crimmins, of New York,—
frankly said he expected it.
“Why,” said he, “the case of the
prosecution was hopeless from
the outset. I knew all along what
the outcome would be. There
never was the least doubt in my
mind of the final decision.” Mr.
Crimmins’s foreknowledge must
appear to the unsophisticated to
have been quite phenomenal. But
really it would have been much
more remarkable if the president
of the Pennsylvania railroad had
gone to prison in New Jersey so
long as there was a Jersey judge
to stand between him and a jury.

If one case of horrible lynch-
ing has occurred in Delaware, the
same State has at least given the
world, as an echo, the benefit of
wise words from the lips of the
chief justice of her Supreme
Court. In an address before the
Universal Peace union last
month, Chief Justice Lore con-
demned not only the Iynchers who
burn men accused of crime, but
also the lynching spirit which, as
expressed by Judge Brewer, of
the United States Supreme Court,
would deny to accused men the
commonest safegnards which the
law throws about property. “I can-
not agree with Judge Brewer’s
suggestion,” said Judge Lore,
“that there should be no appeal
or writ of error in criminal cases;
it would seem monstrous that an
appeal should be denied where a
map’s liberty and life are -at
stake.” To such as Judge Brew-
er, Judge Lore administered in
this connection this well-merited
rebuke: “The only difference be-
tween those who claim that the
court should act quickly before
the mob can act, and the man
who claims that lynching is the
only proper remedy for crime, is
that the first would convert the
court into a mob and the second
would convert the mob into a
court.,” .Judge Lore’s words on
the true function of the court are
golden words: “Courts of jus-
tice,” he said, “are not established

| into lawlessness.

to administer swift vengeance,
but to administer justice after a
fair and full opportunity of de-
fense and just conviction.”

Judge Lore gave expression to
other sentiments regarding the
gpirit of lynching which are of
highest moment at this -ecritical
period in the history of our dem-
ocratic republic. There is warn-
ing a8 well as truth in his words:

Lawlessness pervades the land, un-
rest and discontent brood over appa-
Tent prosperity. We have become the
money center of the world, but this
has bred a feverish appetite for gold
with all its wvulgar accompaniinents.
Coronets and coats of arms are eag- -
erly sought by the sons and daughtera
of late hucksters, and butchers, and
blacksmiths. Law has degencrated
We wouid call a halt
npon cur captmins of industry who
have brought our country to its pres-
ent height of frenzied speculation.
Plants worth only thousands of dollars
are by the magic wand of watered

stock and glittering advertisements

swollen into millions. Gigantic frauds
are palmed upon the people as suc-
cessful business enlerprises. Our
greatest financlers are racking their
brains to cireumvent the law and the
people, and by lawlessness achieve
wealth, being careful only to keep out-
side of actual violence and the com-
mon jail. When their cunning eva-
sions of the law are crowned with suc-
cess all men are tempted to lawless-
ness. Captains of industry, how much
of the unrest, the mob violence, and
the labor {roubles of the time have
been bred and fostered by your meth-
ods?

It is well when a man in Judge
Lore’s position can see with
vision so clear the homogeneity of
crime. Lynching is not isolated
lawlessness; it is a brutal mani-
festation of a universal spirit of
the time. When rights and du-
ties are ignored in the teachings
of college and pulpit and news-
paper, and expelled from the eth-
ics of business, regard for them
loses its hold also upon the com-
mon mind.

David B. Hill, the New York
statesman who declared himself
“a Democrat still—very still,”—
has broken his reticence with a
declaration of the soundest kind
of democracy. “What the gov-
ernment of a free country like
ours owes its citizens,” said Mr.



