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WOULD SMASH A LAW.

SHARP ARGUMENT IN THE EIGHT-
HOUR TLST GASE AT MT, VERNON.

lLevy Mayer and Ex-Judge Moran Tell the
Supremoe Court of 1linnls the Stintute
Infringes the Right to ContructeThres
Subjects Treated In the Title Insteud of
Oue = Abridgement of the Rights of
Womun=Jolin W. Fla and Alexander
Bruce Arvegue Stronely for the Feople.

Mousr Vexsoy, 1L, Muy 3, —[Speciul,]—
Argunent in one of the nine cuses coming up
fragn the Criminnl Court nnd agreed upon to
tesP the constitutionality of the sweatshop or
eight-hour law enucted by the last Legis-
luture consumed four hours' time in the Sua-
preme Court today, It was conducted by
Levy Mayer and ex-Judge Thomns Moran fot*
the pluintiff in error nnd by John W. Ela and
Alexander Bruce for the people, defondants in
error. It was argued by counsel for the man-
ufacturera that the law iz unconstitutional
Loth in form and structure, and that it comes
in conllict with the Constitution by placing
unwarranied restrictions upon the individual's
right to contract, There were other grouuda
wpon which the luw might ba attacked, one of
tho principal ones being that in the H!I_n of
the lnw three distinet und separate subjects
were referred to, being in direct confliet with
Sec, 18.0f Art, 4 of the Constitution of 18703

No uct horenftor passod shall embraco mora
than one sybjoct and that shall be expressed it
the title, But it any subjoct shall bo wubraco
in an uct which skall not bo oxprossed in the title,
such act shall bo void only 8s to o much thareof
us shail not ba so expressed.

"The title of this act makes reference, firsty
to the manufucturers of clothing; second, to
the inspection of workshops and tenements;
nud third, to payment of inspectors. This
court his gone far to sustain legislation where
the attack was on the ground that the subject
of theuet wns not expressed in the {title.
Against such an attack itis possible that
among the prior decisions of the court 2
precedent inight be found to  sustain the net
Lera considercd. 1[ it be held that the sub-
jeet of 1hiis nct i3 sufficiently indieated by the
title it cannot be held that the act embraces
but &t single subject,

Canlllet with Natloual Constitution,

Ilic Constitution expressly forbids that any
net which uppropriates money for the pay-
ment of saluries of government officers shall
contain any other provision, and it would not
be yuestioned that the otficers created by this
act yre gavernment officers. ~Anather ground
of attack, and the one upon which the attor-
neys for the mapufucturers appenred to rely
greatly, was that such legislntion wes in con-
fliet not oaly with the Siate Constitution but
with the fourteenth amendment to the Con-
stilutiun of the United States in that it de-
privesun adult wommn of her inulienable
right ss n eitizen, equal 1n 811 respects iu the
eyes of the law with a wmnle, to contract her
(oil or her hours of tail. The regulation snd
inspection of sweatshops and factories
of that class _was not desired to be
attacked here. But it wns the purpose of this
urgument to defend and maintain the right
of every eitizen 1o contract or accept nny re-
spectable employmment and engage to per-
form any given number of hours' labor,
Counsel insisted that u woman is a citizen
and hus nll the rights and is entitled to all the
protection guuranteed to ritizens of the op-
posite sex,  THow, then, cun the Legislature
suy to these citizens; ** You shall not exercise
the right to contract your lubor in any line of
employment you plense and for any number
of hours you please™'? The freedom of con.
tract is thereby denied and it is an infringe.
ment of her nutural rights ns a eitizen of the
Stute and country. The principal 1nede of
aeyuiring property or money is by contraet,
and whatever prevents acquisition is an
abridgment of naturul right,

«The march of civilization for 1800
years,' eaid ex-Judge Moran, ** has been to-
wurd the emancipation and elevation of
womnen, but to sustuin tlis enactinent is to go
uack to the middle or dark ages. which would
Ue destruetive of civilization and tend toward
the destroction of all Inw.*

Defendmg the constitutionality of the act it
was insisied by the atiorneys for the defend.
ams.in ecror that the title to tha biil related
to but one subject. but that if this court
should construe the appropriation us not
germuue, then the law s that the nppropria-
tion must go, while the chief provisions of the
liw must stand,  The constitutional provision
reguiring that no avt shall embrace morethan
one subjeet nnd thut shall be embraced.in the
title was designed tu prevent the inser-
tion of provisions having no connection
therewith und fhus deceiving the public. No
particular form  hos been prescribed in
the Constitution for expressing the subjeet or
purpose in the title of a swmtute, An nrgu-
mend advanced by the uttorneys for plaintifl
in crrar that the health of operatives is not
jmpaired by laboring in frectories of the cluss
in yuestion was refuted by the eounsel for the
prople with the deciaration that lnbor stutis.
ites show (hat 95 per cent of such emplayéa
work in swent shops and that the health of
over 50 per cent of theip is thereby impnired.
Autharities were quoted to show that in the
lower courts of at least ten Slater in the
Union the constitutionality of such legislation
a3 wis now being considered had been upheld,
and that only in Massachuseits had 1ge Su-
pretno Court r been called upon 1o pass
upen the question, wnotwithstanding the faet
that endetiments similar in character bave
been in operation in some of these States for
us inuch a8 twenty veurs.

Laws 1o Protect Women,

There can be no yuestion, cpunsel in-
sisted, that the Legislature has the power o
e¢nact Juws to govern and regulate certain
clusses, and may even o 5o fur as to prohibit
the employwient of femules in certain lines
of industry, Under the laws women gre not
permitted to work in mines or upon the
public roads:, and whenever the General
Assemlily scea the necessity for exereis-
ing police * powers in  the intervest
of heulth or worals it may dao
cu, Such laws are made for the proteclion and
elevation of women, They are civilization's
reinedies for ubuses which huve come down
from burbarism,  Less thun a century ugoe
women were trenied as if no physical differ-
ence existed between them and men. They
worked side by gide, not only with men but
witl eattle in the more laborious pursuits. In
conclusion counsel snid:  * It would be little
short of 4 public calamity should the law Le
declared unconstitutional.”

Leave was given to file lurther avguinent in
one of the cases later, sueh urgument {o be
considered as applicable in all the nino coscs
in which this question of constitutionality is
involved.

The result of the decision will Le of vast

tu the manuf; and the
female wage eurners. The former contend
that it.the law is upheld it will compel them
io dispense with feinule labor or to retire
from business; that they cannot compete
with other manufacturers engaged in States
where the eight-bour luw does not prevail;
and aiso that in thix State where they ure al-
lowed to work mnle luborers ten  hours a duy
it will be impossible to continue the employ-
wient of females. for vight hours, without cut-
ting down hours of employment and the
wages of the mules who work side by slde
with the fewnmnles,

urt

unty of violating the law prohibiting
1be omployment of women in fuctories for more
thap sight bours, There ure nine casos brought
10 the court together under this head, munberod
B to L1 inclusive, Cases No. 3 and 4 are

against W, E. Ritchie, convieted of mnploying
Maollis Fuel and Lizzio Furlong, cuch uged 27,
Tor 43¢ hours 4 day in his pupsr-box factery.
Ferdinand Bunte was convicted of employing
Mary Breen, aged 20, in a_ecandy factory hine
hours a day. Juseph BE. Tilt has two con-
victions  for emploviog  Mary . Sher-
lock.  aged 25, aud Margarel Taylor,
% in u shor factory ten liours
. Lea  Drom, Louis Eisendrath, and
tran=y  were couvicttd of employing
Miumice Robinson, ugod 14. Hattie Renfranz,
agnd H. aud Rosa Kooneke, agod 14,10 a cloth-
g fuctory oporated by them twdlve end ono-
Tl honrs a day, The plaintifl in wrror wus
fined by the magistrate for violating the law,
e appented the case to the Criminal Court of
‘ouk (‘ounty, and upon_tria! in that court waos
convictad and Hned, and the case_ wns taken by
him to the Supreme Court by writ of error, It
wis proved aud is. admitted by all parties that
tha plaintifl in erfor violated Soc. b of the law
by employing & femule in a factory more than
eight lours in a day, und the sale defense ix the
alleged unconstitutionality of the law.]
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