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osed to have been the work of the
tallans who were lynched.

Now all this may be true. But up
to the time of the lynching,and indeed,
up to the present date, none of these
points have been estublished beyond a
reasonable doubt. If persons are en-
titted to ‘‘the benefit of a doubt’* when
placed on triai, they ought to have that
benefit under other circumstances. And
it is the Jdanger of death to innocent
persons which ie one reason why an
apngry mob should never wield the
power of execution. The death pennl-
ty ought never to be e¢nforced except
upon the most satisfactory proof of
guilt and by the legally appointed exe-
cutioner,

The New York Glode, of March 21st,
has a long and thoughtful editorials on
this question, from which we make
the following extracts, which we think
will be approved by conservative and
falr-minded people everywhere:

“At any tlme a mob is a serious thing,
even to think of. Whenever the machin-
ory of the law has scemed to break down
and the citizens of the community have
felt impelled to take the administration of
justice into their own hands, the uniform
result has been demoralization. Fluman
life, in ordipary times, deemed sacred,
comes to be held as less than mnothing;
even in common cases pressute is placed

upona judge or jury, and often in the
game cases, when at most the punish-

ment would be light, a victim has been,

gacrificed merely because in that com-
munity there was no longer any scrious
regard for human life. Ho, too, the in-
dividual who deemed himself injured
wont a stap further, and executed for
himseif that vengeance which he as-
sumed to think the law would not' give
him. Itis doubtful whether in a aingle
coemtiunity where men thus took tholaw
into their own hands, public sentiment
has racovered its equilibrium in a guarter
of acentury. A blot not only remained,
but thers has been the continual danger of
a new outbreak of the angry passions of
orgenizations or individuals, and a con-
sequent laxity of public morals with a
prejudging of the gunilt of accused per

sons, and a settled distrust of the admin-
istration of the law, however honest and
vigorous it may have been.

“Tt ia elaimed, however, that the con.
dition of atlairs kecomes s0 serious that
nothing but an appeal to mob violence
¢an correot It. This is carrying the doc-
trine that like cures lke to amost dan-
gerous extreme. If, instead of setbin
themselves the task of correcting the bag
tendencies that seem to make mob vio-
lence a necessity, the good citizens who
engage in this business would po to
work gradually to overcoms these ten-
dencies, the community so affficted would
be put ontheway toward a new and per-
manent cure. Buf the mo'» doeat not, in
reality, right & single wrong., Its opera-
tions are quite generally directed in a
blind way. It strikes right and left, and
there is no doubt that in many cases,its
victims are guilty of crimes descrving
logal punishment; but on the other hand
it adds murder to -revenge by entering

and executing judgment upon innocent’

men. So common I8 this, that it would
probably be safe to assert that one-half of
all the victims of mob vwiolence in this
country, during the last haif century,
have not been guilty of the crimes with
which they were cbarged. When the
serionsness of such a result comes home
to the thinking man he is not likely long
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to remainan advocate of mob violence as
a method of avenging even tie greatest
wrongs. :

It ia sornetimes asserted that tbe ac-
tion of 2 mob is the very highest asser-
tion of manhood; 1that the men who exe-
oute 1ts decreoes have in them the stuff
heroes are made of, and that in this way
they show that they themselves and the
communities of which they are repre-
sentatives have not becomea effete or inert.
But it is notanact of heroism when a mob
of hundreds or thousands of men of posi-
tion and influence, armed to the teeth, go
to a jail, batter down its doors, overcome
by force its loyal keepers, and hang and
shoot like curs accused men whose gullt
has not been proven, and who are with-
out power to defend themselves, or

harm thelr assalants. Heroes and
good citizens mnover try to make
themselves belleve that two, or any

other number of wrongs, make a right.
8So any snggestion of herolsm had better
be kept back for use at some mole oppor-
tune time than this last and bloody occa-
sion in New Orleans. = * @

In apy event it will be the part of wis-
dom not to ¢laim that the vlolence of a
mob is an evidence of high civilization.”*

——

THE LATE ACTOR BARRATT.

THE late Lawrence Barrett wasa
great favorite with Salt Lake theatre-
goers, either alone or in company with
Mr. Booth. His stage pictures may
not, as ig claimed, have been inspira-
tions, but they were wonderfully
woven and elaborately depicted. It
may be said of him that what he lacked
in innate genius he made up and more
than made up for in exactness, minute-
ness, perfect care and the most untir-
ing industry.

Ap n Shakespearean delineator he
was not so satisfactory as when pre-
senting the masterpieces of otlier great
minds, as for exatple, ‘““Yorick,”
“Francesca da Rimini,’’ “Richelieu,”
ete.

His career was one of the most suc-
cessful, artistically and financially, on
record, and yet at the zenith of his
fame, when that and fortune too were
fully secured, he played as earnestly,
as intently and as carefully as though
his foot were just pressing the lowest
round of the dramatic ladder. In this
respect he differed [from most of his
predecessors and cotemporaries,

In politica Mr. Barrett informed the
writer that he was a Republican, but
preferred being regarded as an alto-
gether national man. He hoped to see
the day when the Bouthern guestion
would disappear froma politics, and the
people of the conntry wonld once more
look to the other side of Mason & Dix-
on’s line for Presidents as they did in
the days long agone. Tt having
been a stippogition that he was a Free-
thiinker, or at least an advanced Lib-
eral in the fleld of ecclesiasticiam, he
wasquestioned regarding this and de-
nied it almost indigpantly. He was
not 8 communicant or member of any

church, but respected each for its indi-
vidual worth.

Actors are ger erally long-lived peo-
people. Mr., Barrvett, however, fell
somewhat below theaverage of longev-
ity of great artisis, having died at the
comparatively early age of fifty-three,

—

THE SQUABBLE OVER THE SEAL.

“THE Behring 8ea Controversy” is
the subj<ct of an exhaustive article by
Edward J. Phelps, ex-Minister to
Gruat Britain, in one of the principal
Eastern magazines, The sarticle is
worthy of coneideration, inasmuch as
it comes from an able lawyer and an
experienced diplomat. He has made
a careful study of the points at issue.
He regards the Alaskan seal fishery
as the most important in the world,
aud one of the chiel causes which led
to the purchase of A laska by the Gnited
Riates.

Que of Mr. Phelps’ contentions is
that the seal i not a fish, but an am
phibious animal whose fixed Lhabitation
ison the Alaskan ghore. The seal,
therefore, belongs to the territory
on which it is domiciled and where

it reproduces itself. But the aea}
hps migratory  habits, and in
these rest the chief trouble. At breed-

ing time it crosses an arm of sea to
reach the Pribyloff’ Tslaunds, also Alas-
kan territory. The Kanucks avail
themselves of this migration, and lay
in wait for the seals, large numbers of
which are then slaughtered,

This proceeding Mr. Phelps regards
a8 exceedingly ungentlemanly, and
synonymous with robbery. He in-
quires whether the United Stutes gov-
ernent i8 mot bound to protect its
property and the industries of its citi-
zens;, and he asks it as if an affirma-
tive answer was expected. He also
wants to know if the barbarous destruc-
tion can be tolerated because it takes
placein waters that admit of dispute ag
to whether they are an opeu gea or
not. To fhis he exXpects also an
affirmative reply. He leaves his
readers to conclude that because seals
are the produce of Aluskau soil, they
should be protected in their migrations,
no matter where they may roam, eveh
if it were up the Meresey to Liverpool.

Home time ago Great Britain adful-
esced in an arrangement to settle the
question by arbitration. Russia was
to be invited to act as a kind of moder.
ator. The proposition was to limit the
senson of the year in which seals might
be taken. This scheme fell through,
because Cansda would not consent to
it. Epgiand has tried ever since to
evade or to procrastinate this issue.
The question now, which M.
Phelps wants to be explained i,



