IN THE

~ SOUTHERN GRAND DIVISION.

May ’E‘ERMv,: A. D. 1894.

Emil Strouss,

o5
N,

Plaintsff in Errer, Error to
' \ Criminal Court,
Cook County..

People of the State of [llimois,.
' Defendant tn Error..
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Februdr}, 243 1894, warrant issued . against Emlh

- Strouss, Louis Eisendrath and Lee Drom; defendants

34
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February 28, 189,4., defenékmts appear cmd waive Eury
trial, in writing; Wlmesses sworn and examined.

February 28, 1894, court finds defendant, Emil Strouss,

gmlty, and imposes fing of $5 and aosts, suit dismissed

as to defendants, Louis Eisendrath and Lee Drom.
Compl'a.ivnﬂt of Florence Kelley, factory inspector; says.
that on February 22, 1894, Emil Strouss, Louis Eisen-

drath'and Lee Drom composed firm of - Strouss, Eisen-



Zz

« fTrath ard Dr om; were owners of a factory or workshop-

9

]ocated on said date in Chmago used by def«andants for

‘the purpose exclusively of mdnufdctmmg wearing ap-

parel for sale; that on said date defendants employed in

~ the manufaame of ‘wearing apparel in said factory one:

Rosie Koemeke, a female of the age of fourteen }ears,
more thano eight hours of sald day; th&t said Rosie

Koeneke on said date, worked in said faaozy for said de-
~ fendants. more than mght-hmms, that said work consisted

of operating a sewing machine for wages fixed at so.

" much per garment.

Warram for arrest of defendant..

Appeal bond.

| Apiﬂ 20, 1894, appeamn@e of pafmes in  Criminal
court;-defendant waives jury; defendant found guilty and

~ fined $5,, motmn for new tral; motmm ovemul@d objec~

tion and excepﬂon by aefcndam

Motion-im arrest of demem motion everruled; ob~

‘ jection and exception by defendant; judgment on finding; |
defendant fined $5 and costs; Oblution and exception to.

judgment; appeal prayed dnd allowed to the Supwme~

court of Illinois, Southern grand division.

Bond and bhill 0§ exeeptions in twemy days

11-25 Bilk of Exwptmns

IO
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D@Eendam waives in ertmg his nght to ma}. . by 3ury

Rosa KQENEKE, a wzmess for th@ pe@pig? testmed\

Hwe 1238 Pauhna street; was werkmg for Strouss,»
Eisendrath and Drom, Februar‘y 22, 1894, in their factory

“in this city, for makmglddws wcuets, worked from mght

o {Lock in the mommg ull half- past five in the evenmg,f
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“then I had half an hour for my supper, and worked till

half-past cight; I do hemmmg on a sewing machme for
ladies’ shlrt waists, was paid by the piece ‘

C'ross E x(zmzmzz 7071,

Will be ﬁfteen in June; I only know that Strouss,

Fl‘?é‘ndl ath and Drom own the factory; I know Mr. Drom
and I know Mr. Strouss; never saw Mr. Elsendrath am

only working there a month; have two SIStEIS workmg

" there, One nineteen and the other twenty; one of my SIS— |

ters has worked there six years and'the other five; I earn
thwe dollars a week by the piece; it is real easy work;

machine is driven by steam; have worked three nights
since I have been there; when I work overtime I get the
same pay for piece work as during the day: guess I earned

- $3.56 last week; am one of nine children; my father is an
“invalid and has been for ten years;.five of us children
-‘ work to support the famﬂy, there are elght children at

home the forelady, Miss Annie Shubert, asked me to

work overtime -February 22d, and 1 was willing to stay
’ becaus!e my sisters stayed; if my sisters hadn’t stayed I B
 would not; don’t know ‘that Mr. Drom knew anything
¥ about its he dido’t ask me to sta.y, the farelady dld not .~
say I would be discharged if I dido’t stay, |
v Stlpulatlon that Lee Drom employed said Rosa Koe-
neke on said date, in said factory for more than eight
hours that said factory was Owned b} Strouss, Elsendram' |
‘"and Drom that Lee Drom was manager of said factory
- and was authoxlzed by sa,ld firm to employ the help in

. sazd factor}

Defendant‘s‘ubmﬁtted,pmpositions fof law as follows:
1st. As a matter of law, the court holds that the act

of the legisiatux'e of the State of minois,,entit}edg L An Act
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; nolatmn of said Lonsututwn

to regulate e manufa.cture of clothmg, wearmg anpd(tel o

- and other articles in this state, and to provide for the'ap-

pomtmem of state inspectors to enforce the same,and to -
make an appropriation therefor,” approved June 17, 1893,
and each and every section thereof i3 illegal and void.
2d.. That section 5 of said act is illegal and vdid |
3d. That se@.tmn 6 of said act is illegal and V01d
~ 4th. "That section 7 of said act is illegal and void.
sth. That section 8 of sald act is illegal and void.

6th. That said act and each and every section thereof

" is contrary to and in violation of the constitution- of the

State of Illinois.

~ 7th. That section 5 of said act is wntmzy to and 1n

vm}dtxon of said constitution. -

Sth. That section 6 of sazd act is contrary to and mn

~F

“ gth, That section 7 of said act is contrary to and in

Y

'v1olat10n of said constltutzonv ,

: 10th. Thdt sectmn 8 of sald act is wntrcuy m and m

.wolatlon of said constnution . PR

e “11th.  That said act and edch and every sectlon therea

of is conmtrary to and in violation of the constitution of the
Umted States and the amendments thca‘ctoh |

r2th. That section 5 of said act is contrary to and in

Vloldtlon oi saxd comstntuuon and amendments.

13th. - That section 8 of said act is contrary 10 and ml '
violation of said constnutlon and. amendments #

Court xeﬁuscd to find any of said pmposxtlons objection

and exceptlon by dcfcndant. g

Motion for new trial.
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1st, That said act and each and every SE(;UOH thereof
1s illegal and void.
2d. That section- § of said act is ﬂlegal and vmd.
3d.. That section 6 of said act is illegal and void.
4th. That section 7 of said act is ﬂlegai smd void.
sth. That section 8 of said act is ﬂlegaE and void.
6th. ‘That said act and each and every section thereof

is contrary to-and in violation of the constitution %f 13-
nois | |
7th. That sectmn 5 of Sazd act is wmmry to said

Lonstitutlon

8th. That section 6 of said act is contrary to said con-

‘stitution.

oth. That sgcuon 7 OE bdld act is contrary to sald con-

: %Umnon

‘10th. “That section 8 of said act is comraxy to. sald“
canstltution P e

xnh Thiat sald act and ‘each and evuy section thereox i

is contrary to the Coknsti'tutioﬁ of the Uhited States‘and the

amendments thereto.

12th. That section 5of said act is contrary to the
United States constitution and dmendmcms

~13th.  That section 8 of sald act is contrary to thc
United States Consmuuon and amendments

(Motmn overruied objection and exceptlon by de-
fendcmt ) |

Motion in dxrest of judgment on the grounds:
Ist. The ﬁndmg is' contrary to the constitution of Ili-

nois.



2d° ThL ﬁndmg 1S contrary to the constltutlon of the B4

Umted States and the amendments thereto.
(Motion demed' objectlon and exceptlon )
Dcfcndant found gmlty and fined $5 and LO.‘th
(Objection; exception by defendant )
Appeal prayed by defendant. .

24  Stipulation in writing that appeal should be taken to or
writ of error sued out of the Supreme Court of Illinois
~ for the Sovuthern Grand Division, May term, 1894.

Appeal allowed upon defendant giving bond.
Signature and seal of judge, April 20, 18y4.

25 Stipulation that original bill of exceptions be made part
- of record. | |

26 Certificate of clerk.

‘28 29 ~ ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS.

~ First. The court. below erred in refusing to find as
law the pmp@sitlons of law asked by defendant.

;Sem%d The court belo‘w erred in finding defendant

| "“gmlty
Third. The court beiow erred 1n Gvermlmg the mo-

tion for a new trial. |
Fouriiz The court below ermd in denvmg the ma-’

7 tion in arrest of judgment
F ifth. 'The court below erred in rendermg 3udgm@m

'upon the ﬁndmg

-~ Stxth.- The Judgment is commrv to and in Vmiatlon_
| ‘of the pmwsmns of the constlmtlon of the State of Ilh~

EIOIS
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55?)6;3#2 The 3udgment is wmmry to, and in vmlatiom |
of the pruvmmus of the constitution of the Umud States
and the amendments thereto. |

BV Teason whereof the plaintiff in errot px ays th 't sax&-

judgmem md} be reversed.

Joinder in error. , | ,
A - Moran, Kraus & MAYER,

Attorneys for Plczz"mgf' i1 E?’?w’,
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