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" TEE VETO POVER

its True Office Under the Consti-
tution. :

Congress is Losing Its Character as a
Legislative Body, or the Executive
is Passing Beyond the Just Limit of
Its Power—A Thoughtful Paper.

In a foot note the learned editor of
Chancellor Kent’s Commentaries, sev-
enth addition, 1851, speaking of the con-
stitutional power of the President to veto
& measure, says: ‘“‘This qualified negative
of the President has, in the progress of
the administration of the Government,
&ince the first publication of these Com-
mentaries (1826) become a very grave
power, and applied under the ordinary
name of veto, with a familiarity which
appears not to have been anticipated by
the generation which adopted the Consti-
tution.”

If forty years ago some alarma was felt
at the frequent use of the veto power—up
to which time it had heen used tlrurty-
nine times in all, by six different Presi-
dents—what must the student of our
legislative history think when he finds
that it has been resorted to be eight d“‘.
ferent Presidents since that date 493
times, and that Mr. Cleveland alone used
it 413 times? 5

During the period of twenty-five years,
between the first and seventh editions of
Kent, the veto was used thirty times.
During the period of twenty-five years
preceding Mr. Harrison’s administra-
tion, the veto was used 479 times.

May we not profitable inquiry into the
true office of the veto power as given by
our Constitution? 5 &

One of two things is true: Either our
Congress is losing its character as a legis-
lative body, or the Executive is passing
beyond the just limits of its power. An
examination of our 1'1111(]:}111011[:11 law, as
understood when framed, and an anal)
gis of the rapidly-increasing number of
vetoes will, I thir show a dangerous
and menacing departure from the mean-
Ang of the Constitution in lodging this
great prerogative with the President.

Article 1., Section 1, provides: *‘All
legislative power herein granted shall be
vested in a Congress of the United States,
which shall consist of a Senate and House
of Representatives,” £

Legislative power rests nowhere cise,
and any exercise of such power by the
Executive, or by the Judiciary :
be usurpation. But the same Article,
Section 7, also provides:

*Every bill which shall have passed
the House of Representatives
Senate shall, before it become a law, be
presented to the President of the United
States. 1If he approve, he shall sign it;
but if not, he shall return it, with his ob-

1

jections, to that House in which it shall |

have originated, who shall enter his ob-
jections at large upon their journal and
proceed to recomsider it. If after such
reconsideration two-thirds of the House
shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be sent,
together with the objections, to the other
House, by whic¢h it shali likewise be re-
considered; and if approved by two-
thirds of that House, 14 shall become a
Jaw. DBut in all such cases the votes of
‘both Houses shall be determined by yeas
and nays, and the names of the persons
wvoting for and against the bill shall be
entered on the journal of each House re-
spectively. If any bill shall not be re-
turned by the President within ten days
(Sundays excepted) after it shall have
been presented to him, the same shall be
a law in like manmner as if he had signed
it; unless the Congress by their adjourn-
ment prevent its return, in which case it
shall not be a law.”

As a part of the methed by which we
enact laws, they must rirst be submitted

to the President, but not as a branch of |

the Congre not as a part of the legis-
Jative power; not to obtain his private or
personal judgment as a member of Con-
gress itself; not to be reviewed by him
originally and passed upon in a legis-
lative capacity.

The provision, though broad, sweep-
ing and in terms absolute, yet has its
limitations. To pass beyond them is to
enter most dangerous shoals and obliter-
ate the dividing line between two great
departments of Government,

It is a matter of common notoriety that |

persons and communities interested
n legislation find it often neces- |
sary to submit to the Executive |

gauntlet in matters of ordinary legisia-
tion where formerly all soicitude would
have ended with the passage of the
Act by Congress. ‘“‘What will the Presi-
dent do with the bill?”’ is a question
asked now where formerly it would have
been assumed as of course that his ap-
proval would be given. We are becom-
ing used not only to a legislative policy
of Congress, but a legislative policy of the
President. Does the Constitution con-

template that the President shall exer- |

«ise an unlimited, unrestricted right to
take part in all legislation, precisely asa
me m{»rr of Congress may, or is his right
to participate or express dissent or ap-
roval defined by some clear boundaries?
‘he question is important.
Mr. Blackstone in his **Commentaries

on the Laws of England,” deals with the |

King as a constituent part of Parliament.
The King, the Lords spiritual, the Lords
temporal (sitting together with the King
in one house), and the Commoners, who
sit by themselves in another hoyse, form
the great corporation or body politic of
the kingdom. “To preserve the balance

of the Constitution,”” he says, *‘the execu- |

tive power should be a branch, though
not the whole of the legislative. The to-
tal nunion or total disjunction in either
case would be productive of tyranny. The
‘legislative would soon become tyrannical
by making continual encroachments
upon and gradually assuming to itself the
rights of the executive power.”” He cites
the instance of the long Parliament of
Charles 1., while it acted with royal con-
cuarrence, redressed many grievances and
established many salutary laws., But
when the two houses assumed the power
of legislation, in exclusion of the royal
authority, they soon after likewise as-
sumed the reins of administration and

overturned both Church and State as a |
lished a worse op- |

b

consequence, and estat

ression than they pretended to remedy.
*To hinder, therefore, any such encroach-
ments,’ he says, “*the King is himself a
part of the I ament; and as this is the
reason of his being so, very properly,

therefore, the share of legislation, which |

the Constitution has placed in the Crown,
consists in the power of rejecting rather
than resolving;
answer the end proposed.”’

He points out that the legislative can-
not abridge the executive power of any
gights which it has without its own con-
sent, for all must agree to any laws pro-
I,m.\'ml. “And herein,” he continues,

‘consists the true excellence of the 'ng-
Ifah Government that all the paris of it
form a mutual check upon each other.
In the Legislature the people are a check
upon the nobility, and the nobility a
check upon the people, by the mutual
privilege of rejecting what the other has
resolved;
both; whick preserves the executive power
f,-r,:z encroachments.’!

He also points out farther the workings
of the system showing that the King
is again checked by the power of im-
peachment, not of the Xing (which would
destroy his constitutional independence),
but of his eviland pernicious counselors,
through whom alone the King can act in
most cases,

This was the model from which our
Constitution was fashioned. But the
difference is very wide in the use of the
veto. The King may say, “I forbid.”
But the President may say, “I object,”
leaving Congress still free to pass the
measure, and if the President fails to act
for ten days the bill becomes a law never-
theless,

In our system the President is not a
branch of the legislative, and it would be

would |

is that he might protect the executive de-
partment from eneroachments. No other
reason is assigned by the learned com-
mentator, and the fact, as stated by Mr,
Kent in his Commentaries, that the power
has not been exercised by the King since
1692 is a significant example for us. Pre-
sumably in 300 years much legislation has
been enacted in England which had not
the royal favor, but so long as royal pre-
rogatives were untouch the veto was
also unused,

Mr. Hamilton, in No. 73 of the Feder-
alist, says:

‘““The primary inducement to confer-
ring the power in question upon the Ex-
ecutive is to enable him to defend him-
self; the secondary, is to increase the
chances in favor of the community
against the passing of bad laws through
haste, inadvertance or design.”’

This was the view universally accepted
at the adoption of the Constitution. There
was no suggestion that the President
should in ordinary matters of legislation
interpose his personal aund individual
judgment. Yet in practice now it has
come to this,

President Grant in many instances
took up bills for the relief of individuals
and vetoed them, although passed with
deliberation and after full reports and de-
bates. Inthe case of Nelson Tiffany, a
Union soldier for whose relief Congress
passed a bill, General Grant returned it
with his objections, notwithstanding
which the House passed the bill again by
178 ayes and 1 no, and the Senate by 40
ayes and no noes.

Mr. Cleveland returned 250 pension and
relief bills where his private opinion
differed from that of Congress and
pocketed forty-seven more, although he
signed many hundreds of similar ones.
Neither of these Presidents acted within
the interpretation given the Constitution
by Mr. }L\milt(m in these cases.

Mr. Kent says: ‘““The qualified negative
of the President upon the formulation of
laws is, theoretically at least, somsa ad-
ditibnal security against the passage of
improper laws, through prejudice, or
want of due consideration; but it was
principally intended to give the President
a constitutional weapon to defend the ex-
ecutive department, as well as the just
balance of the Constitution against the
usurpations of the legislative power.”

He further says: **To enact lawsis a
transcendent power, and if the body that
possesses it be a full and equal repre-
sentation of the people, there is danger of
its pressing with destructive weight upen
all the other parts of the machinery of
| Government. It has, therefore, been
thought necessary, by the most skillful
and most experienced artists in the
science of ecivil polity, that strong barriers
should be erected for the protection and
security of the other necessary powers of
the Government.”

All commentators agree with the opin-
ion expressed by Mr. Hamilton and Mr.
Kent.

A Dbill must first go to a committee.
Here it has discussion, investigation;
witnesses are brought, evidence taken;
all the departments of Government are
consulted for facts essential to ®he in-
quiry; it is submitted to the House or
Senate and undergoes the fire of open de-

and the |

this being suflicient to |

while the King is a check upon |

bate. It goes to the other House and is
again examined in committee and again
in open session. Notwithstanding all
this it may encroach upon some of the
powers of the executive or judicial
branch of Government. It may be a bad
law through the ‘“‘haste, inadvertence or
design’ of Congress, and the President
should arrest its passage by calling at-
tgntion to these objections. But he has
no power under any interpretation of the
Constitution to resolve himself into a
part of the Legislature and undertake to
| judge of the wisdom of the law unless it
| be clearly an encroachment upon other
| powers than those possessed by Congress,
or unless it be a bad law passed through
inadvertence, haste or design. To con-
cede more than this is to erect a branch
of Congress at the White House. Itisto
constitute the President the eguivalent of

i two-thirds of both bhouses of Congress;

it is to admit that he may, without calling
his action in question, retain every bill
| submitted to him during the last ten
| days of each session and refuse to ap-
| prove or disapprove, and thus defeat all
}rgismlion for that time. The letter of
| the Constitution gives this power, but
| must it be read literally, or in the light of
| contemporaneous interpretation and of
its obvious meaning? How long would
Congress allow ils power to impeach to
remain dormant, if a President were to
announce and act upon the assumption
that his private and personal judgment
must be convinced upon all bilis, or he
would veto them?

The people choose their representatives
to make their laws, and the President to
execute them, Hisshare in making them
is so inconsiderable that he is not chosen
with any reference to law-making ca-
pacity. To assume legislative functions
{ as such, which an unrestricted rightto
| veto all measures implies, would be such
usurpation as would demand his removal
by the only constitutional method.

The peril is not an imaginary one. The
tendency of Executives rthroughout
the Union is to assume legislative func-
tions, and bring members of legislative
bodies to realize that measures are far
froms becoming laws when passed by
both houses.

The duties of our President are oner-
ous and multiform. Few men can stand
the mental and physical strain. Likewise
the life of a usetul Congressman is a most
! laborious one. The great mass of the
work of Congress is distributed among
many comir .ctees, whose labors are con-
stant and exhausting. But where are we
to find a mortal man capable of doing all
the executive work of the President, and
add to it the duty of reviewing all the
work of Congress. It is simply prepos-
{ terous and was never intended. But if
! our fundamental law empowers him to
pass originally upon all bills, it also de-
volves upon him the duty, and he cannot
shift it by occasional sporadic examina-
| tions. Either the country must hold him
| responsible for all laws,in which case it
must give him machinery to pass upon
them equal to that of Congress, or it must
hold Congress responsible and excuse the
Executive.

But let us keep strictly to the higher

ground that the President passes beyond
| his powems when he invokes his private
judgment upon an ordinary measure in-
volving no infraction of the Constitution,
no encroachment upon the other co-ordi-
nate branches of Government, and
neither haste or inadvertance or bad
motive is to be imputed to it. The Presi-
dent may grant pardons and reprieves
except in cases of impeachment. This
power is absolute and in terms unlimited,
| and yet a geuneral jail delivery or an in-
discriminate and wholesale exercise of
the power would jostify impeachment,
{ So ot the power to return bills with his
objections. He must exercise the power
reasonably and within the lines so clearly
drawn by Mr. Hamilton.
{ Ifit had been intended that this power
i should be legislative in its nature and ex-
| ercised as such, it is not conceivable that
| the framers of the Constitution would
| have given the prodigious advantage to
the President of making his negative
equivalent to an atlirmative two-third
of both houses of Congress. Such con-
struction would add immensely to the
already great coercive powers of the
President over the legislative body in
matters of appointinent, and would prac-
tically make him the dictator of legisla-
tion, for his veto would rarely be over-
come, and it would come to this, that we
would have the two branches merged,
though intended to be carefully and wise-
ly seperated. Prior to 1855 only one veto
was overcome by vote of Congress, That
was Mr. Tyler's objection to building two
revenue cutters and steamers.

From 1517 down to 1855 Madison, Mon-
roe, Jackson, Tvler, Polk and Pierce
stood fipmly intrenched behind the
proposition that there was nowhere to be
found within the Constitution any power
to build light-houses, improve harbors
and rivers, or carry on any internal im-
provements whatever. For nearly forty
vears these Presidents stood like a wall
impeding the progress of the nation, and
not one of their many vetoes could be
overcome. In 1856 the effort was re-
newed. A bill was passed to remove ol-
! structions from the mouth of the Missis-
| eippi River. Mr. Pierce promptly vetoed
‘ it. Referring to his previously expressed

objections, he said: "Tbese_o[)jcctiolls ap-
ply to the whole system of internal im-
| provements, whether such improvements

subversive of representative government | consist of works on land or in navigable

if he were so considered. ;
The reason assigned by Mr, Blackstone

| waters, either of the sea coast or of the in-
| terior lakes and rivers.,” Another was a

for giving the Xing this great neeraeativa ! hill to deapen the ehannel over the Saint

Mary’s fiats, Another was a bill to
d2epen the channel over the Saint Clair
fiats. Another was to continue the iim-
provements of the Des Moines Rapids in
the Mississippi River.  Another was to
make the city of Baltimore accessible to
war steamers by the Patapsco River. All
these were vetoed, but Congress passed
them over the veto. Mr. Buchanan,
however, was able to arrest these im-
provements, and his veto of a bill to con-
tinue the removal of obstructions from
the mouth of the Mississippi River could
not be overcome.

February 1, 1850, Mr. Buchanan vetoed
the bill to deepen the channel over the St.
Clair flats, and his veto killed the bill.
He put the question thus: “Does Con-
gress possess the power under the Con-
stitution to deepen the channel of rivers,
to create and improve harbors for pur-
ﬁoses of commerce?” # * *“The time

as now arrived for a final decision of the
question.” It had not arrived. His ve-
toes stood, but he was the last President
ever to suggest the want of power or to
question the policy.

Nothing can more strikingly illustrate
the harm that may come to the country
through pertinacious opposition to wise
legislation, and the difficulty of overcom-
ing the veto, than the evolution of our
law upon the subject of internal im-
provements. It took us from 1817 to the
close of Mr. Buchanan’s administration
in 1861 to put to rest this constitutional
bugaboo, which is now universally con-
ceded never had aieg to stand upon. The
work on the Des Moines rapids was
shown by Senator Frye recently to be
about completed, at a cost of $4,550,000,
making a continuous river, hitherto
blocked at Keokuk, from Minnehaha
falls to the Gulf of Mexico. The bill
passed at the last Congress appropriated
about $24,000,000 for rivers and harbors,
and no suggestion of unconstitutionality
has been made.

Mr. Buchanan vetoed the Agricultural
College bill in 1859, and the homestead
bill in 1860, on the ground that the Con-
stitution gave no power to Congress ‘‘to
give away the public lands, either to
States or to individuals.”

Both these measures had to wait for a
more enlightened and a broader view of
constitutional powers, and yet no class of
legislation is more deeply rooted in the
Constitution or has more universal sanc-
tion than these very measures. Under
these benign laws, and the Act in aid of
publie schools, 78,639,439 acres were con-
veyed to the States up to 1880, and 55,667,-
044 acres were given to actual settlers to

many families as 160 are contained in the

(*The Public Domain,’” 1830).)

A statement of the money expended in
internal improvements since the barrier
of Presidential vetoes has been overcome,
would be staggering.

The mouths of the Mississippi, which
several Presidents would have forever
left closed, have becn opened by jettie
and other devices costing many millions,
while the shores of that majestic river are
being rapidly carpeted with willow mat-
ting and built up to stay the ravages of
floods, so that ultimately the Government
will have the waters controlled from
Cairo to the Gulf of Mexico at a cost
greater than would be believed if stated.

As we now understand the Constitution

build transconti-

stricken {)eople; we
roads; we give enormous sums

nental rai

| as pensions; we build asylums for the in-
| sane, the halt and the crippled, the deaf |
{and dumb and the blind, the orphan and |

widow; we extend the mouths of rivers
into the ocean by great sea walls; we dig
great canals around river rapids;

spend countless millions on rivers and
harbors all over the land and on the great
lakes; we build costly buildings here,
there and everywhere; we enter upon

making it possible to give away land that
nobody will now have for the asking; we
bore experimental artesian wells for the
same purpose; we conduct experimental
stations to develop agriculture, and we
carry on a large garden to produce sceds
for gratutitous distribution, and a hun-
dred other things we do, under the uni-
versal belief that the Constitution per-
mits, and all of which Madison, Monroe,
Jackson, Tyler, Pierce and Buchanan

mental law,

We may well ask where we would
stand to-day in national development if
| the scruples of these Presidents, as ex-
{ pressed by their vetoes, had not been
overborne by a public sentiment that
gave to the Constitution an interpreta-
tion commensurate with national growth
and natfonal requirements.

It must be apparent that the vicissi-
tudes of legislation would be very great
if we had to fight our way through the
Executive as well as through Congress.
It is doubtful whether we could get on at
all if the President felt bound to satisfy
his personal judgment bhefore signing
|hills. It is difficuit now to pass im-

portant measures by the requisite ma-
Jorities, but what would be our situation
if we had to secure two-thirds of both
houses?
will show that men divide not so much
on party lines as on lines of individual
judgment, and with the President it
would always be doubtful where he
would place himself on bills involving
| no party issue. Of the six river and har-
!bor bills vetoed, only one, that of Mr.
{ Arthur, was passed over the veto. Of
l“‘fvven vetoes of bills classed as internal

improvements, not one was 0\"."!‘:1;“? by |
(

| the required two-thirds vote. Of the long
catalogue of private pension and relicf
{ bllls'passed in aid of Union soldiers by a
Democratic House and concurred in by
the Senate and vetoed by Mr, Cleveland,
only one was overcome by the requisite
two-thirds of both houses. The halls of
the House of Representatives wero reso-
nant with suppressed anathemas as these
bills came back in batches with the Pres-
ident’s negative, and yet the House dared
not rebuke the President by passing the
bills. Members who had voted for the
bills on their passage voted to sustain
the veto. They did the same thing with
General Grant and other Presidents, and
this will always h:\{\pc-n. It enly shows
how dangerous will be the concession
once made aud firinly fixed in the popu-
lar mind ihat the President has the right
and upon him rests the duty of subjecting
all bills to the crucible of his private
judgment, :

I refer to a few of Mr. Cleveland’s
vetoes as illustrating my meaning, and
with ali due respect for his exalted char-
acter. He vetoed the House bill granting
a pension to the widow of Major-General
David Hunter. The public will recall
many instances of recognition by Con-
gress to the widows of distinguished sol-
diers for comspicuous public service.
"General Hunter was one of the grand
characters of the war, and had devoted his
life of great usefulness to his country. He
died poor. Congress proposed to make a
small provision for the widow. Mr. Cleve-

of the House sustained the wveto after
once granting the pension. This wasa

veto power warranted any Presidential
interference. It was a case wher® Con-
gress should be the exclusive judge of the
wisdom of the measure,

About many of Mr. Cleveland’s pen-
sion vetoes there was a flippancy, not to

high office.
ate and emphasize the position I take as
to the right of the President to object
when Congress has not acted through in-
advertance, or in haste, or with bad
motives. <

In one case he remarked with uncon-
cealed sarcasm, not to say cynicism:
“W hatever else may be said of this claim-
ant’s achievements during his short
military career, it must be conceded that
he accumulated a great deal of disability.”
And yet it was because of this disability
that Congress offered relief. In another
case he said: *“His wife and family pre-
sent pitiable objects for sympathy, but I
am unable to see how they haveany
claim to a pension,”” and the House voted
to sustain the veto by 116 to 113. In an-
other case he seems to have grown weary
and petulant in his negative duties and
thus expresses himseltf in his veto: “I
am so thoroughly tired of disapproving
gifts of public money to individuals who,
in my view;-have no right to the sane,
| notwithstanding Congressional sanction,
that I inter with a feeling of relief a
veto in a cas@qwhere I find it unnecessary
to determine <he merits,” ete.

By some these wholesale vetoes were
rexarded as exhibiting great courage, for

the same date, representing about as |

whole acreage—or nearly 500,000 families. |

we relieve the cholera and yellow fover |

we |

stupendous schemes for storing water |
and irrigating the public domain and |

asseverated in the most solemn manner |
would be gross violations of our funda- |

An examination of the debates |

land said no; and on the vote a majority |

case where no just interpretation of the |

say heartlessness, entirely unworthy his |
They only serve to punctu- |

they were concedes to be the mest un-

opular of all of Mr. Cleveland’s acts.

ut there was neither courage nor wis-
dom in them. He signed hundreds as he
himself said in one of his vetoes, because
he had not time to_examine them. They
involved mno principle and established no
precedent because no two were alike and
noneof them came within general law.
They were clearly and simply cases of
personal appeal by soldiers and widows
of soldiers for relief, and Congress
thought them worthy.

In 1840 the exciting contest involved
among other things the recreation of a
national bank. Harrisonand Tyler were
elected on that issue in part. But Mr.
Tyler, after the death of General Harri-
son, vetoed the bill, and it could not be
passed over his veto.

It is fair to say that Mr. Tyler had be-
fore his election declared against the pol-
icy of establishing a national bank, but
elected on that issue, we have another
phase of the veto power turned against
the popular will.

An examination of all the vetoes placed
upon grounds of want of constitutional
power to pass tBe bill will show that in
no instance has the final judgment of the
country sustained the vetoes, except two
of Mr. Madison’s, where Congress ex-
tended aid to certain churches. In every
case the objection has been finally over-
come by the judgment of vpractical
statesmen. This shows the fallibility of
personal judgment and the greater wis-
dom of the many. It also servestoad-
monish Presidents to be cautious in the
exercise of this high prerogative and sug-
gests that, after all, the judiciary had
better be left to deal with the constitu-
tiopal objections,

General Grant’s message accompany-
ing his approval of the river and harbor
bill, August 14, 1876, presents a curious

phase of the Iixecutive diseretion. He
Says: “Without enumerating, many

appropriations are made for works of
purely private or local interest in no
sense national. I cannot give my sanc-
tion to these, and will take care that dur-
ing my term of office no public money
shall be expended upon them.”

This is a curiosity in Executive mes-
sages. There isa flavor of the military
camp about this blunt avowal not to do
the very thing the Constitution devolved
upon him, that is almost grotesque in its
frankness. . ‘‘He shall take care that the
laws be faithfully executed,’” says the
Constitution, and yet rather than veto
the bill, some features of which he ap-
| proved, he boldly signs it and notifies
Congress that certain appropriations he
will take care shall not be executed.

Some day we shall have a President
who will veto a measure on the ground
of unconstitutionality, Congress will
pass it over the veto.
refuse to execute it because unconsti-
tutional, and therefore void. We may
then hope to- bave some light, thrown
upon the powers of the President through
{a court of'impecachment. But the veto
| power and  the pardoning power can
never be defined by the courts of law.
The President cannot be restrained nor
can he be prohibited- by any process
known to the law. The lines of de-
markation must-be drawn by enlightened
public Sentiment, and hy a just percep-
tion of these great powers on the part of
| the President hiinself.

There remamns to notice one further
| phase of the veto power. 'The President
{ may withhold his approval and retain
the bill ten days (excluding Sundays) and
if Congres journs during this time the

bill fails. This is called a “pocket veto.”
{ The final session of each Congress is

always a short one. 1t convenes the first
Monday in Deceinber and expires by
dissolution of Congress March 4th, at
noon, following. There are now three
sessions of cach Congress. One of these

December preceding the dissolution, and
the last one must terminate at noon,
| March 4th, on the day of dissolution.
| There are then ten days at the close of
{ two sessions, fixed and known, during
i which the President is absolute master of
iull bills then submitted to him and he
{ need do no more than pocket them and
| they are killed.

| Whether the section quoted in the early
{ pages of this discussion is mandatory
i upon the President, requiring him in all

s may have an opportunity to pass it,

cede that he should do this. A proper
| recognition of the dignity and powers of
a co-ordinate branch of government
would impose this duty upon the Presi-
dent. Fourteen such pocket vetoes only
{ are found among the legislative archives,
none since Mr, T’;uvhzm:m, oxcept 109 by
’ Mr. Cleveland. In every case the Presi-
| dent, except Mr. Cleveland, sent his ob-
{ jections to the next Congress, and in
| nearly every case he stated his inability
| to return the bill in time for action by
{the Congress passing the bill. But if
this power to enforce individual opinion
! rests with the President in all cases, why
{ should he scruple to retain all'bills not to
| his liking and thus kill them by his
silence. He is not bound, if he acts as
one of the legislature, to make it possible
for the bill to pass by returningit. He
has all the rights, if his veto is a legisla-
tive act, that a member has to defeat the
measure if he can; and here he has a sure
way and need never assign 4 reason.
Much, I may say most, of the import-
ant legislation reaches the President
within these ten fatal days. Ie holdsthe
reigns of Government absolutely during
this period. If he is to search the many
bills only to discover encroachments upon
other co-ordinate branches of govern-
ment or to find evidence of inadvertence,
| haste or wicked design, his task is com-
| pa itively easy and we may not fear
| abuse of power or miscagriage of legisla-
tion. But if he is to examine each bill
upon its demerits, as alegislator must do,
and satisfy his personal and private
judgment of the wisdom of the measure,
then he becomes not only two-thirds of
both houses but he resolves himself into
a committee of one of both houses and is
Congress itself and may stifle all legisla-
tion by the simple use of the pigeon-
hole. This wou&d be a menace to and
subsersive of representative government.
And yet this dilemma is inevitable jand
logical if the drift of public sentiment on
ilhis subject is right. We must cease to
look so much to the Executive to save
us from unwise laws and look more to
the- personnel of our Legislatures. The
report to the Execative is dangerous and
forbodes greater ills than those we would
fly from. We must keep clearly defined
the dividing lines of legislative, execu-
tive and judicial functions. While the
Executive stands clothed with power to
protect itself against encroachments by
| the legislative it must take care not to
commit the very wrong it would prevent
in others. The L¢gislature must not
execute the law; no more must the Exec-
utive make it.

**All legislative powers herein granted
shall be vested iIn a Congress of the
United States, which shall consist of a
| Senate and House of Representatives.”
(Am. Con., Art. 1., Sec. 1.)

“The executive power shall be vested
in a President of the United States of
America.” (Am. Con., Art. IL., Seec. 1.)
| Let us accustom ourselves to observe

these broad lines of distinction and let
| each operate in its proper sphere. I need
hardly add that this discusion applies
with equal force to Governors of States.
b N. P. CHIPMAN,
Red Bluff, Cal,

|
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NoTe.—The vetoes sent in by the various
rrison were

| Presidents prior to Benjamin
as follows:

Washington, 1789-1797.
Madison, 1809-1817..

s i .
| Buchanan, 1859-15861 ..
Lincoln, 1861-1865.
Johnson, 1865-1869..
Grant, 1869-1877.
, 1877-1881.
, 1881-1885
nd, 1885-188¢
by message.
Pocketed .....cereeeess =
Jefferson, the two Adamses, Van Buren,
Harrison, Taylor and Garfield did not use the
veto.—McPherson’s Hand Book of Politics, 1590,
Dp. 26,

NOTEZ.—The last Congress passed, with Pres-
| ident Harrison’s approval the Disability Pen-
| slon Act, showing that the sense of the nation
was and Is against all the pension vetoes of
Mr. Cleveland, for he placed his objection
mainly e¢n the ground that the injury com-
plained of was not received in the line of mili-
tary daty, and yet this is the very class now
provided for at an estimated cost to the nation
oI 850,000,000 annually.
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The President will |

must terminate on the first Monday of |

cases to return the bill in order that Con- |

may admit of question, but all will con- |

BRITISH LIFE BELOW STAIRS.

Dames of the Duster and Lords
of the Ladle.

Entertaining and Informing Paper on

ervice, Servants and Mimicry of

Hi_zh Life Below Stairs in England,
Scotland and Ireland.

[Special Correspondence of the SUNDAY
UnioN. Copyright, 1891.]

Loxpon (Eng.), March 24, 1891.

There is in Great Britain a line of no-
bility, not set down in “Burke’s Peer-
age,” as rigorous in distinctions, as un-
yielding in established rights and tradi-
tions, as impregnable against innovations,
and as haughty in the enjoyment of its
caste and privileges, as that authenticated
nobility and aristocracy which its differ-
ent ranks as often rule as serve. These
are the lords and ladies of that vast and
ordinarily mysterious realm known as
the ““Below Stairs” of British life.

They are one and the same in England,
Scotland and Ireland. While British
politics may boil in Ireland, stew in
Wales and Scotland, and simmer in Eng-
land, the real United Kingdom, imper-
turbable to politics, calm and impassive
in the face of commercial disaster or so-
cial change, is held together as with ribs
of steel, rivets of copper, and cappings of
brass, by the adamantine solidarity of
this invincible nobility—the British
dames of the duster, ladies of lap-dog and
luggage, lords of the ladle, barons of bells
an;i boots and peers of the pantries and
pots.

_As a result of several years’ observa-
tion, I should say that the chief charac-
teristic of the British servant, whom we
may fairly call the English servant, is a
uev(;r-fmlinﬁ consciousness, and insist-
ance upon the cognizance by all others, of
his, or her, exact place, whatever that
place may be. Because of this, much else
may be condoned. 'There is only one
other class of servants in the world that
gains so much through the same charac-
teristic in a certain degree of dignity. This
is the African. However much you may
‘‘elevate’” and educate the latter, place
them in any form of service and the old
consciousness of propriety in distinctions
instantly returns, and with it the fine,
though often pathetie, dignity of them-
selves asserting the distinction. The true
man or woman of service possesses a real,
1. sometimes somber, vride in serving a

amiability in an apparent unconscious
defining of relations,in your English serv-
ant it is the one unvarying rule of feel-
ing, thought and action of his, or her,
whole life, to truly serve the trulw noble
and considerate, and to truly rule, by end-
less insistance of rights, perquisites and
| traditional dignities, the ignoble and the
parvenue.

i The number, wages and ways of the
servants employed in and about the great

tell the story of their masters. First and
foremost is the steward, who is responsi-
ble to milord and lady for the entire
establishment, the servants, hiring of
servants, and the purchase of all neces-
sities such as food, except meats, which
is invariably the perquisite of the cook.
The steward receives £80, and an unlim-
ited amount of noble blackguarding per
year,

Next in importance, if not indeed the
first, is the housekeeper. She is usually
a maiden lady of severe age or a widow
culled from poor relations. She must be
a person of infinite expediency, common
sense, experience and with a soul and
| physique of iron. She usually has entire
charge of the details of all domestic mat-
| ters; holds the keys to every private
apartment and secret compartment; with
her assistant makes, lays and repairs all
| carpets; cleans and rehangs all tapestries;
! frequently originally embroiders the
{ finest of draperies; packs, unpacks, re-
| hangs and drapes all paintings; prepares
{ and marks with the family crest all linen
and laces; cares for the statuary and at-
tends to the interminable cleaning and
waxing of floors. She receives from £20
to £25 per year, having under her from
one to two assistant housekeepers, whose
vearly wages are from £12to £16. Ina
general way, all the female servants of
the place are amenable to the head house-
keeper, who is at no time away from her
post.

The next of these in grade is perhaps
the governess. This necessary though
unfortunate person is expected to edu-
cate and form the manners and morals,
to the age of 12, of the children. She
must read, write, speak and teach French
and German, and be able to instruct in
the rudiments of Latin, the sciences and
philosophy. She must sing and teach
vocal music, and play and instruct upon
the piano and harp. In fact, she must be
the superior, companion and servant of
her charges. Her compensation is £40 to
€60 per annum, and many opportunities
for intrigue. In the greatest imuses she
is allowed two, and sometimes three,
nurserymaids at from £10 to £16 each.
There is an upSer housemaid at £16; an
under housemaid at £12, and from two to
four assistant housemaids at £10, all really
under control of the housekeeper. 5

But the ladies’ maids, who are responsi-
ble only to their mistresses, hold what are
regarded as the most desirable positions;
insomuch as, while the most exacting
duties are required, they receive from
£30 to £50 per year, while their oppor-
tunities for travel and sight-seeing are
unlimited., The lady’s maid is usually a
young woman of excellent education, and
genuine accomplishments, and of ex-
traordinary patience and finesse. To
follow her in one day’s duties would as-
sure any one of all that. Her breakfast
must be taken while milady is still sleep-
ing, for when she wakens her cup of
cocoa must be ready, after which the bath
is given and milady’s hair and toilet
“done.”” While the latter is at breakfast,
her chamber must be righted and aired,
and the morning dresses arranged. If
her Jadyship goes for a drive or ride, she
must be again dressed for the same; and
while she is absent, the maid, who in
most cases is a thorough modiste, must
busy her fingers at sewing. Itis not cus-
tomary to give her new cloths to cut,

but she must he competent in all
repairing and even in cleaning and
remaking a soiled costume. She

lunches at the same hour with her
mistress, but hurriedly, for, if in
the city, she must during this time attend
to necessary shv.:{)piug. After lunch hour
her ladyship is dressed for going out, or
for receiving at home. Then again comes
the round of sewing, or mending, gettin,
out her ladyship’s dinner gown, ete., aug
assorting and polishing her jewels for
possible evening wear, Then her mistress
must be dressed for dinner; and after her
own dinuer is eaten, the evening costume
complete must be laid out, some finery
removed and bits of fresh lace added here
and there, when she is prepared to fold,
seal and post such letters as her ladyship
may have written just after dinner, by
which hour the ordeal of placing her
titled ward in full evening costume is at
hand. This passed, the maid may busy
herself getting costumes for the morrow
in order; pernaps steal out for a half hour
with the ladies-maids’ coterie; but woe be
to her if she is not smilingly in waiting
on her ladyship’s return, with the latter’s
chamber in perfect.order for retiring, at
which she assists; and then lies down,
like the faithful animal she is, in a room
next her mistress, within call of bell,
which is liable to summon her at any
hour of the night, or rather, the morning.
All lower female servants hold the lady’s-
maid in deadly hatred, the while longing
for her place as one almost possessing
the honors of royalty itself. The female
servants also comprise a head laundress
at £30, and two or three assistants at £12
each per year; an assistant cook, who
must be equal in ability to the chef, and
who receives £20; two additional assist-
ant cooks, or kitchen-maids, at £14; and
two scullery-maids at £12. .
The head butler is a sort of generalis-
simo of the male servants of the house-
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halls, seats and castles of Britain almost |

and clerks.

hold. A majestic bearing is a fortune to
this fellow. He is the general-stand-
around-and-look-awful of the house: but
must havean eye to the welfare of guests
and the character and behavior of ﬁx‘; in-
ferlors. He isalso the head waiter. He
attends to the table and its proper setting
and service at all times, presi(ﬁn at the
carving and other mysteries of the side-
board, for all of which he receives £75
per year. The under butler, at £35, has
entire charge of the silver. 1t practically
naver leaves his hands or sight, as he not
only delivers to, and reeeives from, the
hands of the butler all pieces used, but
waghes, polishes, and sleeps alongside
their receptacle-cases in the antry,
During seasons of unusual entertainment
Po also assists the head butler at meals.
There are generally also a first, second
and third footman. These receive about
'Lhe same wages as the under butler.
They clean milord’s clothing, which a
valet scorns to do save when i:is master
travels, assist at meals as waiters, wash
glass and silverware, are rogurded as
general help under the butler, and are,
pro(s)erly speaking, only footmen when
on duty as such with the carriages,

Among the other male servants is mi-
lord’s valet, with well-known duties. A
brlglht one receives £70 per year and will
easily manage to secure as much more.
Then there are the head cooks, to none of
whom are paid one-fourth the price
given by the American nouveau-riches
to their reconﬂg imported chefs, who re-
ceive from £125 to £150, with perquisites
of about £50 from the sale of drippings
and fats. There is also a head coac man,
at £60 to £80, under whom are a second
coachman at £25, a stud-groom at £20,
and grooms, stablemen and helpers at
from £10 to £20 each, and one or two *“‘odd-
men’’ who attend the servants’ hall; carry
baggage, clean boots anil are a sort of
everybody’s men to all below-stairs.

The whole number of servants at one
of these princely houses is therefore very
large. have only enumerated those di-
rectly serving the household itself, whose
members may not number a half dozen,
and in seasons of entertainment wili not
average more than two dozen souis.

Among all these house servants there
are what might be called an upper and a
lower house. Precedence is as severe a
master and scourge here as with the no-
bility themselves. The hours for ser-
vants’ meals are: Breakfast, 8; lunch,
11; dinner, 1; tea, 5; and supper from 9
to 10. The upper house includes the
steward, butler, housekeeper, the head
cook, the valets and the ladies’ maids.
These usually take all their meals by
themselves, in either the steward’s or
housekeeper’s room, where they occa-

sionally lounge and do their necessary
correspondence. In some houses all the

servants dine together; the upper serv-
ants assembling in the housekeeper’s
room, from which they solemnly march
to the servants’ dining hall, the lower
servants remaining standing until their
betters are seated, the butier at the head
of the table. No conversation whatever
is permitted while the joint is being par-
taken of. The lugubrious silence and

real gentle man, or real gentle lady; and | austerity of this gathering are inconceiv-
while you may not find the African’s | ably ludicrous.

When the meat course
is finished the upper servants rise.
lower servants follow with military alac-
rity. The former, in their proper order
of precedence, like automatic puppets,
then march back into the steward’s room,
where, in the greatest punctillio, pudding
and dessert are served.

Meanwhile the lower servants, relieved
of the presence of these their severest
masters, fall to small talk, cheese and
small beer to their heart’s content. Other
grotesque forms among these folk are
noticeable. Guests’ servants invariably
take the rank of their visiting master or
mistress. The valet of a lord is seated
next the butler, and- is often housed and
“entertained’” by the steward. The maid

of a countess, or duchess, is “handed in |

to dinner, below stairs with all the cere-
mony which her titled mistress may re-
ceive one story higher. But an ordinary
servant or footman must accept rigorous
‘‘pot-luck” with members of the lower
house. Again, the upper servants must
always bo addressed by the lower, as
Mr.,”” “Mrs.” or **Miss.” But among
footmen and housemaids in general, dig-
nity often gives way to alacrity, which,
in turn, imposes the highest honors. For
instance, above the clamor of morning
bells will be heard such startling exclam-
ations as: “Dunraven, there’s yer man’s
bell!” *“‘Marlborough, be lively now !
‘“‘Manchester, yer ol’ boy’s moving !’ or,
“T‘\,\;cedmomh, yer vally wants ter groom
ve

Besides the thirty or forty servants
employed about the household and
stables, the larger establishments require
an equal number out of doors in various

apacities about the demesnes. First
there is the ‘“‘agent” who has general
charge of the estate, indeed often the en-
tire control of the property. Frequently
with him are a half dozen accountants
The next man below him is
the bailiff. His province is to look after
the home farm and cattle. This is no
sinecure, for on some of the greatest es-
tates farming and grazing are conducted
on a large scale; and this entirely ex-
clusive of the fancy farming and garden-
ing in which nearly every one of the no-
bility indulges. Sometimes inclosed by
the inner walls surrounding the hall it-
self, though oftener at some little distance
away in_ well-ordered arrangement, will
be found out-buildings, granaries, ma-
chinery storage house, mill-houses where
grain is thrashed, logs are sawed and feed
is ground by steam, and covered inclos-
ures for young stock, in number and ca-
paciousness quite surprising to even one
accustomed to the provisions for the
same by the most noted American farm-
ers. A host of hangers-on find lazy em-
ployment here. Then upon a demesne of
several thousarl acres there will be a
head gamekeeper, who will be allowed a
dozen men to assist him in breeding and
caring for the game and bprotecting it
from the inroads of poachers. Some of
the finest forests in the world are upon
these estates. Each requires a head for-
ester with a half dozen men under him.,
New trees are being constantly planted.
Too heavy growths are thinned out.
Every sound tree-trunk is sold to be cut
in deals; every unsound one finds ready
sale for fuel. If a river runs through a
demesne, several men are required for
constantly beautifying its banks, and
keeping the poachers away from its fish.

The roeds and driveways of_a fine
demesne require very great atfention.
Then there is a master sawyer and his
men for cutting posts, for repairing gates
and fences. There are painters, glaziers,
carpenters, a number,of whom are kept
in service, and busy, the year round.
The head gardener requires several assist-
ants. And, if a guest, your coachman’s
call of “Gate! Gate!” will, in a ride
about an ordinary estate, bring to the
lodge gates at different entrances fully a
half-dozen bronzed old lodge-keepers
from out of flower-imbedded, ivy-covered
lodges. Every one of these are “army
pensioners,” heroes bold, at their British
army pension and £10 a yvear, whose lives
fade out here in these shadowy nooks
among the hares and pheasants, with per-
haps one gate-call and a pot of beer a day
to keep their scattering useless wits to-
gether,

In England servants are precisely what
ten centuries of masters have wished
them to be. English servants in America
are miserable beings, giving the worst of
service. They are outside of England;
they have lost the pose and poise of their
rock-rooted home regime, while they are
bewildered by the eceentricities of many
of our amateur nobility who import them,
who will require some little time to accus-
tom themselves to the attentions of any
manner of servants.

EpGArR L. WAKEMAN.

A Christening Party.

Simple notes of invitation written in an
informal manner should be sent to friends
whom you wish to invite to a christening
party, says the Art Interchange. The

uests are invited to come at a certain

our, and when all are assembled the
ceremony takes place. A table must be
arranged with a christening bowl and
some white tlowers at any convenient
part of the room, Christenings of very
young children usually take place about
midday, after which a collation (which is
in fact a luncheon) is served. This may
be an elaborate repast or not, as you
choose. It is not necessary to have fa-
vors, and menus are rarely used except
for formal dinners. The most correct
thing for favors is a round, flat box con-
taining sugared almonds. These are tied
with ribbons, and have the name of the
child and date upon the outside.
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WOMEN OF ABERICA

Versatility, Talent and Beauty of
Those in This Installment.

Mrs. Edith Sessions Tupper—Miss

Helen Watterson, Miss Aimee Ray=
mond, M. D.; Emily Kemple, LL. D.
—Mrs. Frank Leslie’s ““Thursdays.”

S| dence of SUNDAY UNION
g °°"°e§8’y‘ngm, 1891.) e
NEw YoRrK, April 7, 1891.

Mrs. Edith Sessions Tupper is the
daughter of the Hon. Walter L. Sessions,
ex-member of Congress from New York.
Although “bhappily married and settled,”
in a pretty up-town flat, Mrs. Tupper is
one of the most versatile literary women
in New York. Her specials to the Chi-
cago Herald are among tho best letters
sent from Gotham, and her articles in
the Sunday World are read with much
interest, not alone by women, but by
men. She has also written voluminously
for the syndicate, the American Press
Association, Judge, Frank Leslie’s, Life,
Outing, The Ladies’ Home Jowrnal and
the Cosmopolitan. She writes excellent
rhymes and stories. She is the author of
“By a Hair’s Breadth,” a detective story,
and “By Whose Hand?” The latter is
spoken of as novel, curious and origi-
nal.

Some years ago she received the §300
prize from the Chicago Zribune for the
“*best long story.” Mrs. Tupper is a
woman of good education, fine appear-
ance and keen sympathies. Twe years
of her school life were spent as a student
at Vassar College.

She possesses uncommon magnetism,
and has the power to make and hold
{ warm friendships with women. One
| friend pays hcrlhis compliment: *‘She is
the truest friend I ever had.” Sheis “a
woman’s woman,’’ and, probably, if she
wasn’t married, men would flock around
her as women do. Owing to her unfor-
tunate arrest in Canada last year, Mrs.
Tupper has received considerable atten-
tion from the newspapers.

Her arrest was an outrage. Although
she in no way resembled the woman the
| detectives were looking for, Chief Morin,
of Buffalo, telegraphed, *Hold the woman
anyway!” This may yet cost the Lake
City a good sum of money. Mrs. Tupper
has brought suit for false imprisonment.
The jury disagreed, but the end is not
yet.

MISS HELEN WATTERSON,

Miss Helen Watterson, the ZFeening
| Sun’s “*“Woman About Town,” is a Cleve-
{ land girl. She is a good illustration of
| that backneyed but nevertheless force-
| ful adage, “Ability, like water, finds
its own level.” It is no flattery to say
that the paragraphs from her pen in t
Evening Sun are more individual ¢
| original than anvthing in that line pub-
lished in New York.

The young lady leaves her home in
West Ninety-fourth street every morn-
ing about 8:30 without a line written, and
by 11 o’clock her *“Woman About Town”’
talk is in the hands of the compositor.
After this is done, Miss Watterson does
everything on the paper but give assign-
ments in the city department. She writes
editorials, does reporting, buys manu-
seript and sets up the form of one entire
page of the paper. Mr. Brisbane has
realized his hopes in Miss Watterson by
making ber the best equipped newspaper
{woman in New York. When the
“Woman About Town’ began to attract
| attention, a male friend asked me if I
knew who wrote the paragraphs. He
felt certain that no woman was the author
of them. I was very glad a few weeks
ailter to assure him that a woman, and a
young woman at that, wrote the sketches.

Miss Watterson is a graduate of the
Presbyterian University at Wooster,
Ohio. She took the fourth honor in a
class of thirty-four men and four women.
Previous to entering Wooster she had
| been a student at Oberlin. After leaving
the university she wrote editorials for the
Cleveland Leader, and acted as associate
editor of the Cleveland Sun. This was in
1883.

She gave up newspaper work in 1885 to
accept a professorship of English litera-
ture in her alina mater., When Mr. Bris-
bane assumed the editorship of the Even-
ing Sun, he offered Miss Watterson a
desk in the office, with the same salary
that 2 man would get in the position.

Miss Watterson is distantly related to
the Hon. Henry Watterson, editor of the
Louisville Courier-Journal. Paragraph-
ers have said that she was his niece, his
sister, his mother, his aunt, his sister-in-
law, indeed, every grade of kinship but
grandmother, brother and mother-in-
law. A brilliant future awaits Miss Wat-
terson.

he

EMLY KEMPIN, LL.D.

Emily Kempin is a native of Switzer-
land and a graduate of the University of
Zurich. She is the only woman lawyer
in New York of prominence—certainly
the only woman whom the men in the
profession look up to. Dr. Kempin 1s an
acknowledged authority on the Roman
law. Three years ago she published a
book on Roman jurisprudence, and
among the congratulatory letters she re-
ceived was one from Prof. Eck of Berlin,
one from Dr. Moritz Voigt of Leipzig and
one from Dr. Lewel of Strasbourg.

Naturally, Dr. Kempin set great store
by the letters from the German scholars,
who, as a rule, do not encourage women
entering the learned professions. Dr.
Kempin’s husband is a clergyman and a
doctor of divinity. They have both been
successful since coming to this country.
The law school established by Dr. Emily
Kempin is progressing. It hasa number
of very promising students. The Kemp-
ins have three children attending public
schoolin New York.

OTHER CLEVER WOMEN.,

Miss Aimee Raymond, a daughter of
the lamented editor of the Zimes, is prac-
ticing medicine in New York City. Dr.
Raymond is an active member of the
Working Women’s Socicty. She bhas
lovely auburn hair, a fair complexion, a
graceful, ladylike figure and sweet, win-
ning manners. She was born on the
other side, where much of her chiidhood
and girlhood was passed.

Miss Mary Gay Humphreys, another
bright newspaper woman, also takes a
rominent part in the councils of the

Working Women’s Society. Miss Hum-
phreys belongs to that school of journal-
ism which lﬁinking and cultured people
admire, and which, they contend, is no
longer practiced save on a few papers.
This idea of mewspaper writing wholly
disregards sex ; an article shoulc not re-
veal the sex of the author in order to con-
form to this idea. Miss Humphreys was
connected with the World when Hurl-
burt was at the “helm.” Of late years
she has done more or less good work f:):-
the Sun. Her time now is devoted alto:
gether to magazines and stories.

Despite the cowardly sneers, Mrs, Frank
Leslie’s “Thursdays’ are the nearest ap-
roach to a French salon that we h:'wa.
1ere. At one of her reeent receptions
there were present a Russian pianist of
renown; Mme. Minnie Hank and her ac-
complished husband, Count de Hesse
\} artegg; Mme. Rosa Lynde, Jeannie
Franko, the viclinist; Grace Gfeenwoml.
Anna Randall Deihl, and J. Franklin
Brown, the noted hypnotist. Besides all
these, there were journalists, authors,
artists, and society people, from all parts
of the world. I counted the different na-
tionalities, and found fifteen countries
were represented. I heard French, Ger-
man, English, Spanish, Ttalian and Swed-
ish spoken with native fluency. The
Russian played divinely; Minnie Hauk

thing of her old-time fervor: Mme,
Lynde, with her beautiful contralto,
aroused the greatest enthusiasm by sing-
Ling the “Drinking Song” from “Lucretia
Borgia;” Franko played one of Liszt’s
compositions,

Next to traveling nothing more broad-
ens one than this intermingling with
foreigners of this class. The*‘never bore
you; that's cartain. Euwa TRAPPRR,

sang “Kathleen Mavourneen’ with some- &




