
cuit court shall at such times as they
shall determine designate one or
more of their number, whose duty it
shall be to hear all cases coming
under this act

It will thus be seen that the circuit
judge or judges cannot delegate their
duties under this act to outsiders.

While the idea of a certain degree
of privacy at hearings is commend-
able, is it not possible to overdo this
and thus deprive a girl of means of
defense?

I cannot agree with Judge Pinck-ne-y

in his statement in the juvenile
court report for 1913, viz.: "A wom-
an judge, a woman stenographer, a
woman probation officer are an
ideal group before whom the way-
ward girl may unburden her soul and
look for sympathetic aid and justice
under the law."

I am wondering where the girl's
witnesses come in. In every court of
justice the witnesses should be an
important factor. Suppose the girl
is innocent. She needs character
and other witnesses.

I object to that portion of Sec 5,
which reads: Every defendant who
shall be duly summoned shall be held
to appear and answer, either in writ-
ing or orally, in open court on the
return day of the summons, or ii
such summons shall be served less
than one day prior to the return day
then on the following day.

It will be seen that a child can be
brought into court on the .day follow-
ing the service of summons. What
opportunity has he or she to make a
defense in so short a time? The law
gives an. institution ten days in which
to defend itself against the return of
a child to Its parents. Then, too, the
child and its parents do not know the
nature of the charge, except that it
is "dependency" or "delinquency," as
the case may be, until they arrive at

(court -
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A child may remain "dependent"
until he is 21 years of age, although
he may have been earning his own
living and contributing to the sup-
port of the probation officer to whom
he is paroled for a half dozen years
or more.

The juvenile court is an interesting
study. I am glad that prominent
women are urging an insight into it

Elfreda Benjamin.

ANSWER TO JUDGE ALVIN M.
DOUGLAS. On Saturday, Aug. 21,
The Day Book printed an article by
Judge Alvin M. Douglas of Birming-
ham, Ala., protesting against the at-
titude displayed by the Tribune for
the lynching of Frank. I do not de-

sire to criticize a man of the standing
of Judge Alvin M. Douglas for writ-
ing the article, nor do I intend to.
Judge Douglas did what was only
right for him to do; he defended the
honor and dignity of his people, who
were undoubtedly somewhat misrep-
resented by the Tribune in its edi-
torial. But we of the north must re-
member that Judge Douglas is a
southerner and, feeling deeply
grieved over the attack made on his
people and full of that sensitive spirit
characteristic of the south, burst out
in a loud and compassioned cry of
defense.

Taking the judge's own statements,
however, let us analyze them.

He says, speaking of Gov. Slayton:
"It was the rough and lawless ele-
ment that would do violence to the
governor." We remember that at
the time the mob surrounded the gov-
ernor's house the militia was called
upon to guard It Mind you! It re-
quired the militia to guard the house;
an ordinary police force was insuff-
icient That meant the mob was very
great undoubtedly a majority of the
people. Furthermore, the mob was
made up, according to reliable re-
ports, of doctors, lawyers, profession-
al men of all sorts, busisees men,
and last, but not least, the mayor of
Atlanta even verbally attacked the.


