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Progress is the law- of life. Os the

three learned professions, medicine has
been completely revolutionized in the

last few years. There are even those who

believe that there has been some progress

in theology; but the masses think that

law is the one stationary, unmoving, and

unmovable thing in all creation, and that j
precedents bind judges and lawyers to

the past, hand and foot. The law, how- j
ever has not been able wholly to escape

the influence of the age In which we live, |
and in a great degree is a sure record j
of the progress of civilization

As to the progress of constitutional j
law, it is sufficient to point to the niimer- 1
ous new State constitutions (or radical |

amendments thereto), which average it is

said one in every twenty years for each

State in the Union As to the Federal j
Constitution it is true the alterations,

have been much slower, as much too slow 1
in fact as it may be the changes in the j
State constitutions have been too fre- j
fluent. In New 1 York the State constitu-
tion imperatively requires that the ques-

tion of falling a constitutional conven-
tion shall be submitted to the people every

twenty years, and permits this to be done
oftener If the Legislature shall think
proper. This being so in the “effete
East,” we cannot expect that such
changes should be more infrequent in the
progressive West.

As to the Federal Constitution, many

causes have combined to prevent changes

that the necessities of the time really re-

quire, with the result that that instru-
ment has become antiquated and in many

respects unsuitable for the demands of

the present day. If the Constitution of

1757 had been admirable in all respects

and altogether perfect when adopted, the

immense changes in population, in terri-
tory, in public conditions, and in the
needs of this generation, would make it
ill adapted in some respects for our pur-

poses today. It would be strange Indeed

if the men of one hundred and fifteen
years ago, when popular government was
new and untried and the environments

of the times were totally different, could

have made a better Constitution for us

than we with more than a century of ex-
perience could now make for ourselves.

Some would make of the Constitution of
1787 a fetish, but it was the work of
that day just as were the State consti-
tutions. and it is no more sacred than
they, all of which have been materially

changed. There is a wide difference be-
tween the Union which the makers of the
Constitution intended should be per-
petual and the Constitution itself, which
provided for its own amendment either
by Congressional action or the - call of a

constitutional convention, thus recog-
nizing its imperfections and that the pro-
gress of time would necessitate unknown
changes.

When the Federal Constitution was

adopted it was not considered by its mak-
ers as perfect or entirely adapted even

to the needs of that day. In all its lead-
ing features it was a compromise, and
therefore not expressive in its entirety

of the wishes of a majority of the Con-
vention that made it. It was passed
with closed doors and without the bene-
fit of an expression of public opinion. It

was not submitted to the votes of the
people in a single State. It was accepted

with great hesitation by the Thirteen
States, which in their ratifications sug-

gested altogether over one hundred
amendments, ten of which were in fact
passed by the first Congress, and being

ratified by the requisite, number of
States became a part of that venerable
instrument. An eleventh amendment pro-
tecting the States against an assump-

tion of power by the Federal Supreme

Court was submitted by Congress as
early as 1794, and was promptly ratified
by the States. The Presidential election
in 1801 showed another dangerous defect

the organic instrument, which was

patched up by the twelfth
amendment in 1803, as subsequent events
have shown. Three other amendments

followed in the wake of the great Civil
War.

When* the Federal Constitution was
adopted at Philadelphia we had three
millions of people scattered along the
Atlantic slope. We are now trying to
make it do duty for eighty millions—-

from Florida to Alaska, from Maine to
California. Whether it also applies to

Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines

is a question we are now trying to find
out, and that recently evoked nine dis-
senting opinions in a single case in the
highest Federal court at Washington. In
1787 our population was mostly rural;

for three years later, in 1790. we had
but five towns in the whole country

with as many as 6.500 inhabitants each.

We then had 75 post-offices, with $37,000
annual post office receipts. We have
now’ over one thousand times as many
post offices and more than one hundred
million of post office expenditures. Dur-
ing the first ten years of our national
government the total expenses of the
government averaged, including payment

of revolutionary debts, ten millions an-

nually. Now they are very near, of net
quite, eighty times as much. We have two

States the population of each of which

is double that of the whole Union at

the time of the adoption of our Constitu-

tion. Steam, railroads, gas, electricity,
and a thousand other inventions and dis-
coveries have profoundly —the
life and customs of the people, and gov-
ernmental requirements and dangers are

totally different from what they were
in 1787. The power of colossal aggre-
gations of wealth was then inconceivable
and trusts were then unheard of. Cor-
porations were almost unknown- Only

one bank in the whole Union was in ex-
istence till four years after the adoption
of the Constitution, when the second bank
was smuggled into existence only by the
ingenuity of Aaron Burr, who had it in-
corporated as a water company. If it
had been a railroad or a trust company
this might have been more intelligible
to ns.

So far was the Constitution when adop
ed from being satisfactory even at that
date, that out of the small Constitution-
al Convention of 55 members only 79
concurred In the final result, its proper

Construction lias been a matter of per-
petual debate on the hustings, in Con-

gress, and in the courts, and some pro-
visions )« ive required a power greater

than the courts to decide their meaning.

But, had the Constitution been construct-
ed with the wisdom and the unanimity

We would fain believe, the vast changes
that have taken place in the more than
a hundred years that have since-passed
—changes that no mortal wisdom could
have foreseen —have made it. a misfit.
These changes have in no wise affected
the necessity of a Federal Union and
the great features that make the govern-
ment of the Union supreme in matters
affecting all the States, while leaving

each State sovereign in those local mat-
ters which concern its own government.
But it has made the Constitution in oth-
er respects ill adapted for the p-irooses
for which it was ordained.

Tiie Constitution has been subject to
the law of progress and of change, aside
from the amendments that have been
submitted and ratified by the necessary
number of States. By judicial construc-

tion meaning has been written into the
Constitution in many matters that, were
not in contemplation by the makers of
that instrument. In some instances these
amendments by judicial construction
were necessitated by the progress of
thought, the evolution of the age, and
the changed condition of the people- But
there are radical changes that have been
made therein by the silent pressure of
public opinion, without aid from Con-
gress or the courts. When the Federal
Constitution was adopted, of the three
departments, legislative, executive, and
judicial, direct control was given to the
people of only one-sixth of the govern-
ment, to wit. one-half of the Legislature;
for the lower house of Congress was the
only body chosen by the people. The
Senate was made elective at second hand
through the State legislatures; the Ex-
ecutive was to be chosen at second hand
through a body of electors selected for
that purpose, and it was contemplated
that in fact the Executive should be
chosen at third hand, as the electors were
originally elected by the State legisla-
tures; and the judiciary and Cabinet of-
ficers were selected at fourth hand by

the Executive, subject to ratification by
the Senate. The government was thus
removed from the direct action of public
opinion as far as could possibly be the

case in a republic. At that time educa-

tion was not general and popular gov-
ernment was a newr experiment. There
were many misgivings as to the capacity

of the people to govern themselves. In

only one State was the ‘Governor then
elected by the people; in most if not all

of them the upper house of the general

assembly and usually both houses were
elected by a restricted suffrage, and in
none was the judiciary chosen by popular
vote. This state of things was reflected

in the Federal Constitution, of course,

and in form at least remains unchanged

in that instrument, though in these re-
spects there have been great changes in
the constitutions of the several States.

Though no changes in these matters
have been made in the Federal Constitu-
tion by constitutional amendment or ju-

dicial construction, there has been none
the less a great alteration by the prac-
tical operation of public opinion and
other causes. The election of the Presi-
dent has been changed to a direct elec-

tion by the people by the simple process
of treating the electors as figureheads

and electing them in the several States

at the ballot-box instead of through the

State legislatures- As late as the great

contest between Adams, Jackson, Clay

ar.d Crawford in 1824, the electors were

still chosen in a majority of the States
by their legislatures. This was soon
changed as one of the results of that con-
test, though the electors in South Caro-
lina were still chosen in that manner

down to the Civil War. Indeed the
! Pi evidential electors were chosen by the
legislature in Colorado in 1876. A simi-

lar change has been made as to the

election of Senators in many of the States
by requiring primary elections for Sena-
tors or by pledging candidates for the
legislature and in other methods) A

constitutional amendment to give the
election of United States Senators direct-
ly to the people and to dispense with

the legislatures as Senatorial electors

has repeatedly passed the lower house

of Congress, but its inevitable passage

has been thus far defeated by what
might be termed the indecent and de-

fiant disregard of public sentiment by

the Senate iself.
In another respect the Constitution lias

been practically amended, but in a much
less desirable respect by the pressure of
necessity. In the beginning, when there
were only 75 postmasters, it wras contem-
plated and the Constitution required that
they should be appointed by the Presi-
dent or head of the Department. With

more than a thousand times that number
of postmamasters this has become im-
possible. Postmasters are now' selected
in a manner not authorized by that in-
strument. In practise they are necessari-
ly selr."*--! bv the members of Congress
or by political bosses- Except in rare
instances the President and the Post-
master-General can do no more than take
the recommendation of the member from
the district or other leading politicians
politicians of their party. As the eon-
stiutional provision is practially a dead
letter there is no reason why by amend-
ment to the Constitution the postmasters
should not be chosen by districts laid off
around their respective post offices at
the same time and in the same manner
that members of Congress are elected.

Probably the most serious defect in the
Federal Constitution is the retention un-

altered of the mode for the selection of
the Federal Judges at third hand through

j the instrumentality of the Executive and
; the Senate, and for life. In truth no
| provision eould be more undemocratic
| than the manner of selecting these im-
! portant officials and their life tenure.
I They are chosen in a manner that en-
tirely negatives any expression of pub-
lic opinion, and that permits their se-
lection by powerful influences that usu-
ally have ready access to the appoint-
ing power. This is an anomaly in a
country whose government is based upon
t’.;e principle that it exists only by the

: consent of the governed. The power
that has been assumed and maintained

j bv the judiciary to set aside the action
| of the legislative and executive depart-

ments was unknown when the Constitu-
tion was adopted, and it has become vi-
tally necessary, if such power shall re-

main, as is probable, in the judiciary,

that the judiciary shall at least be se-

lected by the same element that eboosen
the Federal Legislature; otherwise the
will of the people is at the mercy of ofli-
cials who are under no control and are
not selected by the popuar will. It is
due mainly to the high personal charac-
ter of most of the gentlemen who have
occupied the Federal Bench that this an-

achronism lias not met with a stronger
and more universal demand for its re-

moval. The fact that nearly every State
in the Union has made its judiciary elec-
tive by the people proves that the ma-
ture judgment and the deliberate will
of the people of the United States upon
this subject are well-nigh overwhelming-
In 1787 there might well be ground, when
popular government was itself a novelty,

and when only one-sixth of the govern-

ment was committed to popular election
(the lower house of Congress), for hesi-
tating to intrust the election of the
Federal judiciary to the people. But
now, with the experience of more than
a century behind us and especially in
view’ of incidents fresh in the minds of
all, there are many reasons why the
Federal judges should not be selected
otherwise than by the people themselves,

nor hold by different, tenure from those
who administer justice in the State courts
If the people can be trusted with the
selection of one set of judges they cer-

tainly can he witfi the otht r. There can
be no practical difficulty since the dis-
trict judges can be chosen by the voters
of their respective districts, the circuit
judges by the people or their circuits,

and the Supreme Court Judges either for
circuits or by vote of the Union at large.

As far back as 1822, Mr. Jefferson, in

his memorable letter to Mr. Barry, ex-
pressed the opinion that the Constitution

should be amended by making the Federal
Judges elective by the people, and that
they should hold for a term of years
and not for life. Nor is there any rea-
son why the United States district-at-
torneys should not be made elective by

the people of their respective districts.
There are other changes in the Federal

Constitution that the popular will would
probably require could we have a Na-
tional Constitutional Convention to make
that instrument more in accord with
popular government and betted to adapt

it to the changed conditions of-the country

and the requirements of the age. The
same causes that have from time to time
required changes in the State constitu-
tions now still more imperatively re-
quire it in the Federal organic law, be-
cause of the slowness with which it has
responded to the needs of the times. The
growtli of education, the greater capaci-

ty of the people for self-government, and

the confidence they have acquired in

themselves from experience, and the vast
changes in the environment of the times
and in all the conditions of life make it
clear that the eighteenth-century Consti-

tution under which we live requires many

modifications before it can be adapted to

the needs of the twentieth century. Con-

servative as the legal profession is and
always has been, we must admit this
much; and the sole cause why the needed
amendments have not been made or a
constitutional convention called, it must

bo confessed, is the lingering feeling ex-
pressed by Hamilton and his followers

at Philadelphia—that, the people could
not be safely trusted with their own gov-
ernment. The experience of more than
a century has demonstrated the fallacy

of his fears, and that this great Ameri-

can people is capable of governing itself;

and indeed there are many who think

that we are capable also of governing

millions of people whom we have never
seen, and of whom we know very little
beyond the fact that we are stronger

than they.

PROGRESS IN THE COMMON AND
STATUTORY LAW.

The enormous changes that have been

made in the Common Law by judicial

construction or by statutory enactment

are such that even the leading features
could not be summed up in a volume.
The general features of the Common Law

of England as then modified by statute
have never been better or more elegantly

stated than by Mr. Justice Elackstone in

his Commentaries, written something over
a century and a quarter ago. A brief
comparison with English law as it stands
today and as it was when Blackstone
wrote will show that scarcely a shred of
the law as it then stood is now iti force
in England. We have been accustomed

to speak of the Common Law of Eng-

land as the perfection of human reason.
In truth it was the conception of our
barbarous ancestors modified and changed

from time to time by the progress of
civilization and by borrowing much, usu-

ally without acknowledgement, from the
Civil Law. An eminent lawyer (the Hon-
James C. Carter, of New York), has
thus characterized it:

“In the old volumes of the Com-
mon Law we find Knight service,

value and forfeiture of marriage, and
ravishment of words; aids to marry
Lords’ daughters and make Lords'
sons knights. We find primer seisins,
escuage and monstrans of right; we

find feuds and subinfeudations, link-
ing the whole community together

in one graduated chain of servile de-
pendence; we find all the strange

doctrines of tenures, down to the
abject state of villeinage and over

that abject condition treated as a

franchise. We find estates held by

the blowing of a horn. In short, we

find a jumble of rude, undigested

usages and maxims of successive
hordes of semi-savages, who, from
time to time, invaded and prost ated
each other. The first of whom were
pagans, and knew nothing of divine
laws: the last of whom came upon
English soil when long tyranny and
cruel ravages had destroyed every
vestige of ancient science and when
the Pandects, from which the truest
light has been shed upon English

law, lay buried in the earth. When
Blackstone, who held a professor's

chair and a salary for praising the
Common Law, employs his elegant
style to whiten sepulchers and
varnish such incongruities, it is like
the Knight of La Mancha extolling

the beauty and graces of his broad-
backed mistress 'winnowing her
wheat or riding her ass’."
The same writer further pertinently

asks: “When is it that we shall cease
to invoke the spirits of departed fools?
When Is it that in the search of the'
rule of our conduct we shall no longer j
I)*' banded from Coke to Croke, from
Plowden to the Year Books, thence to

the Domes-Pay Books. from ignotum to 1
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ignotius in tiie inverse ratio of philoso-l
phy and reason—still at the end of every

weary t xcursion arriving at some bar-
ren source of pedantry and quibble?"

Probably the most succinct method in

which to Indicate not only the progress

but the almost complete revolution that
has taken place in the law is to compare

the status of the law on a few well-

known subjects in England today with

what it was one hundred years ago in

that country; for in our forty-five States

and our Territories we have in the main
nude similar changes, sometimes anti-
cipating and sometimes following the
legal reforms, as made from time to time

in the mother country. First as to

THE CRIMINAL LAW-

In the year 1800 there were more than

two hundred crimes in England that

were punishable with death, of which J
more than two-thirds had been made'

capital offenses during the eighteenth

century. Nearly all felonies were capital. I
As a late English writer says:

••If a man falsely pretended to be
a Greenwich pensioner he was hang-

ed. If he injured a county bridge or
cut down a young tree he was hang-

ed. If he forged a bank note he was
hanged. If he stole property valued

at five shillings: if he stole anything

above the value of one shilling from

the person; if lit' stole anything at
all, whatever its value, from a bleach-
ing ground—he ""'•• hanged. If a con-

vict returned prematurely from trans-

portation; or if a soldier or a sailor

wandered about the country begging

without a pass, he was hanged. And

these barbarous laws were relentless-
ly carried into execution. A boy only

ten years old was sentenced to «4' ath

in 1816."
It is owing to Sir Samuel Romllly and

later to Sir James Mackintosh that the j
death penalty is now imposed in England

for only four offenses, and very rarely

in two of those- Similar, and in some
States even greater, changes have been

made in this country.

A traitor was drawn on a hurdle to the
place of execution, was hung by the
neck but cut down alive, and his bowels
were taken out and burnt before his
face; then his head was severed and his
body divided into four quarters and
placed over the gates of cities to poison

the atmosphere. Not until 1870 were
these horrid requirements abrogated by
statute, and they were pronounced
(though not carried out) on Frost the
Chartist as late as 1539. We all remem-
ber how, on the Restoration, the body of

the greatest sovereign England has ever
had was dug from its grave and the
head ‘exposed on Temple Bar. These were
not the doings of Chinese Boxers, but of j
enlightened Christian England. Just
about the beginning of the nineteenth!
century the punishment of woman for
high treason, which till then was by burn-
ing, was changed to hanging. In 1811
Lord Eldon was greatly alarmed by ‘‘a
dangerous bill,” as he termed it, which
abolished capital punishment for stealing

five shillings in a shop, and prided him-
self greatly upon defeating this revolu-
tionary measure in the House of Lords.
In 1812, when Bellingham was put on

trial for the murder of Spencer Perceval,
he was informed that one charged with
a capital offense was not allowed to have
counsel to speak for him, and he had to

defend himself. The humane law in
England not only prohibited argument by

counsel to one on trial for his life, but
he could neither have process to sum-
mon witnesses in his own behalf nor be
allowed to cross-examine the witnesses
against him. Bellingham shot Mr- Per-
ceval, the Prime Minister, late on Mon-
day, May 11; he was put on trial Friday,
the 15th, and was hanged the following

Monday, the 18th; and his body was or-
dered to be dissected. When the law in
the above particulars was somewhat
modified in 1836, 12 out of the 15 judges
protested, and one of them wrote a let-

ter to Sir John Campbell, then Attor-
ney-General, that if he allowed the bill
to pass he would resign. The bill pass-
ed, but the learned judge did not resign.

Juries were not allowed to separate on

trials for felonies or treason, and were
locked up “without meat, drink, or fire."
This produced the poet’s taunt —“and

wretches hang, that jurymen may dine."

This law was not changed till 1870.
The rules of evidence in both civil and

criminal cases disqualified as witnesses
not only parties to the action but all
who had been convicted of crime or who
had a pecuniary interest in the result of
the trial. Lord Denman's Act in 1843
struck the first blow at this absurd rule,
which had caused so many miscarriages
of justice. That Act has since been ex-
tended in England by Lord Brougham’s

Act of 1869, and both, I believe, have
been since adopted in all the States of
this Union-

We recall the magnificent service ren-
dered by Lord Erskine, \Vhen at the bar
in maintaining before Lord Mansfield
that the question whether a publication
was a libel was one of fact for the jury

and not of law—a proposition that was
enacted by Parliament in 1792; but it
was not until 1843 that Lord Campbell's
Act allowed the truth of a publication to
be pleaded as justification. Till then the
courts held the very lucid proposition.
“The greater truth the greater the liber,’’
and punished the offender accordingly.

It was not till 1819 that trials by battle
ceased to be legal, though they had fall-
en into disuse. Thornton's case, in which
this barbarous right was invoked, oc-
curred in 1818. There is some progress
from that time to this, when no Governor
will now allow two gentlemen of national
distinction to box in the arena, even
without weapons, unless possibly when
they are members of the Legislature. It
seems to me I have also heard that such
diversion was recognized in the Senate
of the United States as late as 1902.

Space will not permit me to go into
many other ameliorations in the criminal j
law, including the vast improvements in
the jails, which were formerly nurseries
of vice and nests of typhus fever,

CIVILPROCEDURE. I
As to civil procedure, there was not.

only the distinction between law and |
equity, and three different Superior

Courts of Common Law at Westminster. I
but there were the various “forms of.
action” from among which a plaintiff!
had to guess which suited his case. If
he guessed wrong, he was non-suited and
had to pay the defendant's costs as well

as his own, no matter how plain it was |
that he should have recovered on the,
merits if he had guessed correctly- The
court in such case would never tell the
plaintiff whether he had a cause of ac-
tion or nqt on his facts, nor what form

(Continued on Fifteenth Page.)

The Innocent I
wuh The Guilty

The world to-day is full of innocent sufferers from that most loathsome
disease, Contagious Blood Poison. People kitow in a general way that it is
a bad disease, but if all its horrors could be brought before them they
would shun it as they do the Leprosy. Not only the person who contracts it
suffers, but the awful taint is transmitted to children, and the fearful sores
and eruptions, weak eyes, Catarrh, and other evidences of poisoned blood
show these little innocents are suffering the awful consequences of some
body’s sin. So highly contagious is this form of blood poison that one may
be contaminated by handling the clothing or other articles in use by a
person alllicted with, this miserable disease. There is danger even in drink-
ing from the same vessel or eating out of the same tableware, as mail}'pure
and innocent men and women have found to their sorrow. The virus of
Contagious Blood Poison is so
powerful and penetrating that
within a short time after the
first little sore appears the whole
system is infected and every
drop of blood in the body is

BLOOD PQISON IS NO
RESPECTER OF PERSONS

tainted with the poison, and the
skin is soon covered with a red rash, ulcers break out in the mouth and
throat, swellings appear in the groins, the hair and eyebrows fall out,
and unless the ravages of the disease are cheeked at this stage, more
violent and dangerous Symptoms appear in the form of deep and offensive
sores, copper colored splotches, terrible pains in bones aud muscles, and
general breaking down of the system.

S. S. S, is a specific for Contagious Blood Poison and the only remedy
that antidotes this peculiar virus and makes a radical and complete cure of
the disease. Mercury aud Potash hold it in check so long as the system is
under their influence, but when the medicine is left off the poison breaks out
again as bad or worse than ever. Besides, the use of these minerals bring
on Rheumatism and stomach troubles of the worst kind, and frequently pro-
duce bleeding and sponginess of the gums and decay of the teeth. S. S. S.
cures Blood Poison in all stages and even reaches down to hereditary taints

SSS
and removes all traces of the poison and
saves the victim from the pitiable conse-
quences of this monster scourge. As long
as a drop of the virus is left in the blood
it is liable to break out, and there is danger
of transmitting the disease to others.
S. S. S. is guaranteed purely vegetable and

can be taken without any injurious effects to health, and an experience of
nearly fifty years proves beyond doubt that it cures Contagious Blood Poison
completely and permanently. Write for our “Home Treatment Book,”'
which describes fully the different stages and symptoms of the disease.
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j WIDE AWAKE FACTS j
~—-ABO l T SLEEP- —*5

OR THE IDEAL WAY
??

But wouldn’t Perfect Comfort Help along ?

“Some day.” you say, “when my Ship Comes
home, when my earnings are larger or my
savings assume more ample proportions,
Some day, ah, yes, i’lllay back and I’ll just
take contort.”
And howaboutthat Backache in the Morning?

“For the present I’m well content to worry along, to deprivo myself a little,

and I think I can stand an ordinary bed a while longer. Then again you know

there are things I need more than THE ROYAL ELASTIC FELT MATTRESS.

Queer way, to go to bed rested and get up tired
Yes, you say it, and in the same breath you acknowledge that often, very

often, you wake up more tired than when, you went to bed.

Just relax the Tension Then Comfort Comes.
The actual benefit received In your sleeping hours does not appear until the

exercise of your daily duties has, as you put it, “limbered you up.’’ In other
words, the forced and unnatural position s of your hours of repose, in a large

measure, nullify the benefit you should r eceive. Did you ever think what real

rest is?

TIS QUITE TIME YOU DID.
Now did you ever sleep on a bed, which in. every part was responsive to your

weight, which yielded to every motion, and yet lightly resumed its old position

when so allowed?

Ideal Rest through the Royal Elastic Felt
You have seen, mayhap, a beautiful vessel rising and falling with the motion

of the wave. Her watery support perfect because conforming at all times to the
shape of her hull. Such a conforming support should be the bed you sleep on.

Such a bed is one, and one only, \

The “Royal Elastic Fell” Mattress

Royall & Borden.
Goldsboro, N. C. Raleigh, N. C. Duiham, N. C.
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! ,ST. MARY’S SCHOOL.— i
J RALEIGH, N.C. j
T The fiixty-flrst Annual Session begins Beptember 18th. The Easter j
£ Term begins January 28th. j
* Ht. Mary’s School offers Instr uetton In the following- departments: The 3
T Preparatory School, the College, the Art School, the Musical School, the j
4> Business School. j
T There are two hundred and for ty-elght students representing nine dlo- a
J ceses. Faculty of twenty-five. Much of the equipment is new; eight new j
4» pianos bought this year.

fSt. Mary s Kindergarten Is lo cated (n the center of the city under Miss a
Louise T. Bushee’a charge. |jktos/ J

* F.r Catalogue, address, REV. T, D. BRATTON, 0. D.
***’HmM“4*4******4* +4*4**4*f**+**4****.j,*.j.** *,s. + 4.4, *4. +***

14


