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H Xo*vonbeau.
In Noughty-five—the seniors bold,
With pedal termini still cold,
With fanfare loud and trumpet blare,
’Mid laughter light of maidens fair,
Went sadly from our hold.

Their triumphs they have gaily told,
In Parrot-wise and manifold,
In book of jest, of satire rare

Of Noughty-five.

Their swan-song they have parting trolled,
And peddled for too easy gold;
For valiant deeds recounted there

Were copious blowings of hot-air.
Ho! Ho! The purchasers were sold.

O naughty Noughty-five.
GERALD EGAN, ’06.
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ANNUAL COMMENCEMENT.

UNIFORMITY OF THE LAW.—Master’s Oration.

The known certainty of the law is
the safety of all, says Coke, the great
expounder of jurisprudence; but not
only should it be certain but it should
also be uniform in its operation, and
work equal justice among all classes of
citizens. Laws essential to human pro¬

gress should be formulated; which sug¬

gests the obvious question, what are
some of these laws? They concern

prosperity, property, liberty and socie¬
ty ; uniformity, therefore, in bankrupt¬
cy, divorce, corporation law and rail¬
road regulation. Under these heads can
practically be grouped the most urgent
and most far-reaching problems that we
have to' face in this century. As long
as it is possible, as it is at the present
time, for one State to defeat the well
considered laws imposed by other
States in such matters, especially in the
case of corporation and divorce law, so

long must we admit that in our sys¬
tem of government there is a grave de¬
fect. That for example after a major¬
ity of the State Legislatures have placed
upon their statute books enactments de¬
signed to compel corporations to make a
fair and adequate return for the privi¬
leges granted them, containing in their
provisions proper safeguards for the
protection of stockholders and bond¬
holders, and preventing, as far as is rea¬

sonably possible, directors from taking
advantage of their official positions of
trust to further their own private inter¬

ests at the expense of those for whom
they are supposedly acting; and then
that two or three States shall be per¬
mitted to set at naught all these wise re¬
strictions is monstrous and contrary to
all sense of right and justice and fair
dealing.

Mr. James B. Dill said in a recent ad¬
dress in regard to corporations: “There
is today a lack of required publicity. If
the investor could obtain at the outset

as much information about the make-up
of the company when its securities are
offered upon the market, as is thrust
upon these investors when a receiver is
appointed, then many so-called indus¬
trials would never see the light of day.
That State, in the future, which will se¬
cure to itself the best corporations,
which will attract incorporated capital
as opposed to incorporated wind, will
not be the State which sets the standard
in laxity, but the State which shall so
frame its laws as to conform most close¬

ly to principles of honesty in organiza¬
tion and integrity in management.
These are pressing evils which must be
remedied, but the solution is not an easy
one. There need be no interference
with State’s rights; it is neither desir¬
able nor necessary, but uniform laws
would be of immense advantage in de¬
stroying many of the most flagrant ones.

II.
So in the Divorce Law of the United

States there is a wide divergence, some
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States granting it for as many as four¬
teen causes, while at least one State per¬
mits no absolute divorce for any reason
whatsoever. As a result, a great deal
of confusion is occasioned, the status of
thousands of these persons is unsettled,
and property rights are involved in
grave obscurity.

A report on Marriage and Divorce,
published under an Act of Congress,
shows that from 1867 to 1887, that is,
in a period of twenty years, while the
population increased 30, divorce in¬
creased 79 per cent. The last Census
Report, of 1900, which is an admittedly
low estimate, shows that about 200,000

persons in the United States at that time
were divorced. A uniform law would
in great measure resolve these doubts
and difficulties, but its accomplishment
is a difficult problem.

Uniformity, however, is not a chas¬
ing of a will-’o-the-wisp, nor a dream
of armchair theorists, to be dissolved
and blown away as lightly as the clouds
of smoke that are popularly supposed
to surround such men, but is the mod¬
ern tendency of most students of this
subject. The success that has attended
the efforts of those who sought for uni¬
formity in the financial legislation,
should prove encouraging, as twenty-
one States have already adopted what is
known as the Negotiable Instruments
Law. So, too, in the matter of Di¬
vorce Legislation, some States have
adopted uniform enactments; not more
than two weeks ago the Governor of
Pennsylvania appointed a Commissidn
for the purpose of conferring with the
representatives of other States and se¬

curing uniform legislation on this vital
subject.

III.

Again the necessity for a uniform
law in regard to Railroad Regulation is
a very deep and far-reaching one. This
matter, of course, falls more directly
under the control of Congress, but the
principles that govern it are the same.
Fairness and justice should prevail on
both sides, arbitrary, unreasonable reg¬
ulations should not be imposed on the
public carriers, nor should they in turn
be permitted to impose unjust burdens
on the public.. This issue is of the ut¬
most importance because it touches very
closely the interests of every one. Let
the laws be enforced uniformly also, with¬
out special privileges to a few, for where
they are granted general burdens follow
closely as attendant evils in their train.
If steel interests obtain unreasonably
large profits by reason of a law not uni¬
form in its operation, the burden falls
first in great measure upon the railroads,
but eventually and finally upon the
shoulders of the long suffering public,
whose purse, but not whose heart, is re¬
lieved and lightened.

IV.

An educated public sentiment is a

powerful lever for good. Under the
direction of courageous and intelligent
men, a vast amount can be accom¬
plished. A few sound truths quickly
work their way through the masses of
the people, and the demand soon be¬
comes so loud as to roll like thunder
upon the ears of public officials, who
must take their stand upon the side of
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right, or be swept away by the ava¬
lanche of awakened public opinion into
an* oblivion so deep as to be beyond all
hope of resurrection and redemption.

There should be constant endeavors
for the gradual education of moral sen¬
timent to accomplish these results, and,
especially among University men. As
has been said by a writer on this sub¬
ject: “The whole ideal and tendency
of our modern civilization are to teach

every individual self-direction and self-
government.”

V.

Let an educated public sentiment de¬
mand these laws, and the response will
be immediate and spontaneous, as

though from the wand of a magician. No
man is more culpable than an intelligent
public official who wilfully acts in op¬
position to what he knows to be right,
for he commits a double offense, he sins
against himself, against his own self re¬

spect, and against the public whose in¬
terests he should protect.

I believe that today the United States
holds a preeminent position among the
nations of the world, that its material
prosperity is unexampled, and . that it

commands the respect of every nation,
but looking at events under the clear
light of history, it cannot be denied that
a nation can preserve' its national integ¬
rity only so long as its citizens as indi¬
viduals preserve theirs. Unless there
be men of courage and honest convic¬
tion to mould public opinion into prop¬
er channels, and to stamp out the insid¬
ious attacks of official dishonesty,
whether it be among men high in the
councils of the government, or whether
it be among those holding lowlier posi-
sitions, our greatness will vanish like
shadows in the night and our glory be
obliterated like a castle of sand by the
swift onrush of the tide of retribution.

Enforce the law, make it uniform, make
it equal, none may complain, none may
cavil, and if this is done we will never

lose our proud position, but may be¬
queath as a heritage of priceless value to
those who shall come after us, a coun¬

try whose government is based on pil¬
lars as unyielding and unchangeable as
granite, that shall withstand the shock
of any storm, upon foundations of jus¬
tice and equality.

Joseph McAleer, Ph. D., ’05.
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FOR THE FATHER MURPHY MEDAL.

“IParcus SDeorum."
Once I held in upstart wisdom that the great gods live no more,
And 1 spurned at all their mysteries, sauntered past the temple door;
Wandering thus in learned folly, at a summons from on high,
Back into the faith of childhood does my soul repentant fly.
For the mighty Father, hurling flashing flame-bolts from afar,
Through the cloud-swept ether drove his thundering steeds and

flying car,
Shook amain the rolling rivers, shook with might the senseless

ground,
Shook the Styx, and Hell’s dire gateway, and the far Atlantic

bound—

Strong is God \o lift the lowly, strong to crush the proud to earth;
Pride and beauty swiftly vanish, rise the men of nameless birth.
Here and there with tickle flitting Fortune bears the envied crown,
From this brow will quickly snatch it, on those locks to lay it

down.
Harlow Francis Pease, ’06.

“Unteoev Ditae.”

The clean-lived man of honor clear,
He needs not Moorish bow nor spear;
No deadly arrows need he bear,

Fuscus, in bristling quiver,
Though through the burning Afric sands
He makes his journey, or where stands
Bleak Caucasus, or the storied lands

Beside Hydaspes river.
A wolf in Sabine wilds 1 met—

(My Lalage 1 sang, and let
My roaming fancy fear nor fret)

—Unarmed, he fled my glance.
Not warlike Daunia’s wildest spot

So dread a monster e’er begot
Beneath her oaks—nor Juba’s hot

Dry lion-swarmed expanse.
Place me on barren snow-fields, where
No tree buds forth in balmy air,
And storms are all the seasons bear,

And skies still frown malign—
Where homes are none, since Phaethon

drove
Too close his blazing car above—
Sweet laughing Lalage I’ll love,

Sweet prattling maiden mine !
Harlow Francis Pease,’o6
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" Sequam flnemento.”
Remember, though life be weary,

To keep a tranquil mind;
And temper still overweening joy,

When Fortune turneth kind;
Though sad be thou ever, Dellius,

Or, stretched on greening lea,
Falernum’s magic vintage make

Thy leisure blest for thee.
Why was the stately hemlock,

The silvery poplar made,
But to link their friendly limbs above,

To cast a kindly shade ?
Why in his twisting shingle

Does the hurrying brooklet leap,
And tremble and ripple onward still ?

Then out with the wines, and heap
The fair, swift-withering roses,

And bring ye musk and nard,
While fortune and youth yet stay, and the

thread

Of life the dark sisters guard.
Thy woodland and fair-built homestead

By the yellow Tiber’s flow—
All these must thou leave, and thy count¬

less wealth
To a wasteful heir must go.

Art rich ? It will profit thee nothing,
Be thou born of the lords of the earth,—

’Tis the same as though nameless and
needy thou sunk

To the dust that gave thee birth.
The gods below spare no one—

Our lot will fall from the urn

Soon, late—we must cross the ferry of woe
Whence no man may return.

Harlow Francis Pease, ’o6.
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THE MARYLAND TOLERATION ACT OF 1649.

PRIZE HISTORICAL ESSAY.

It is gratifying to the lover of truth
and of justice that “to stop the mouths
of the malicious” and of those “who,
whilst recording the glorious deed,
strive to detract from the fame which

justly belongs to the Authors of the
Toleration Act by suggesting a variety
of imaginary reasons for their actions,
and imputing to them sordid or sinister
motives,”—it is gratifying, we say, that
there is such a potent array of facts to
“wash away all spots that may be pre¬
tended to be discovered” in what is one

of the grandest periods of American
history.

We are about to give an account of
religious toleration as it existed in Mary¬
land “whilst herself,” i. e., from the
foundation of the colony up to the time
when the power passed out of the hands
of the proprietary and of the Catholics;
from the year 1634 to the period which
succeeded by a few years only the pas¬

sage of the famous Toleration Act of
1649. As ^r- Davis justly remarks in
regard to the policy of the first Gover¬
nor, “The records have been carefully
searched. No case, of persecution oc¬
curred during the administration of Gov¬
ernor Leonard Calvert, from the foun¬
dation of the settlement at St. Mary’s
to the year 1647.” And continuing he
says, calling to witness the testimony
of Langford and Bancroft, “His* policy

included the humblest as well as the
most exalted; and his maxim was,

Peace to all—Proscription of none.”
As we shall see in the course of our

exposition, the policy of “Peace” was
not merely restricted to the laws and
commissions of the province, but it ac¬

tually extended and was studiously ap¬
plied, not only during the term of the
first Governor, but also throughout the
entire period with which we are con¬
cerned.

Indeed, we may see the foreshadow¬
ing of the liberal policy with which
Maryland was to be blessed, before the
settlement was even made, for religious
toleration really began on the “Ark and
the Dove.” In the letter of the Lord

Proprietary to his • brother, Governor
Calvert, giving him instructions of vari¬
ous sort for his guidance “at Land as
well as at Sea,” the Proprietary says at
the outset: “His Lordship requires his
said Governor and Commissioners that
in their voyage to Mary Land they be
careful to preserve unity and peace

amongst all the passengers on Shipp-
board, and that they suffer no scandale
nor offence to be given to any of the
Protestants, whereby any just com¬

plaint may hereafter be made by them,
in Virginia or in England, and that for
that end they Cause all acts of Romdne
Catholique Religion to be done as pri-
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vately as may be and that they instruct
all Romane Catholiques to be silent up¬
on all occasions of discourse concerning
matters of Religion; and that the said
Governor and Commissioners treate the
Protestants with as much mildness and
favor as justice will permitt. And this
to be observed at Land as well as at

Sea.” But there was a greater safe¬
guard to the freedom of conscience of
the pioneers of Maryland, for toleration
was assured them by the Charter itself.

Whatever differences of opinion there
may be in regard to this point, the'com-
petent authorities are too numerous and
too strong to allow of any doubt in the
matter. That toleration existed in the
charter was undoubtedly tne opinion of
no less an authority than Mr. Davis, to
say nothing of the many other promi¬
nent writers, such as Mr. Bradley T.
Johnson, who draws his conclusions not
only from the charter itself, but from
the document setting forth the answers
to objections touching Maryland, pre¬

pared by the Provincial of the Society
of Jesus. Mr. Bradley Johnson, after
quoting the document at length, says

explicitly: “This paper proves that the
Charter of Maryland was then consid¬
ered and treated as securing liberty of
conscience to Roman Catholics. It

proves further, that the Society of Jesus
undertook to further and extend the

planting of the colony, with the full
knowledge that the principle of religious
toleration was to be adopted as one of
the fundamental institutions of the Pro¬
vince, and toleration for the Roman

tr

Catholics carried with it of necessity

toleration for all Christians.” Mr.
Davis is no less clear. “The charter,”
he says, “was a compact between a mem¬
ber of the English and a disciple of the
Roman Church; between an Anglo-
Catholic King and a Roman Catholic
Prince; between Charles the First of
England, and Cecilius the second Baron
of Baltimore, and thg first lord proprie¬
tary of Maryland. To the confessors of
each faith it was the pledge of religious
freedom. If not the form, it had the
spirit and substance of a concordat, in
the sense quite as strong, as any of those
earlier charters of the English Crown,
to which the chief priest of Rome was,

in'any respect, a party. This is the in¬
ference faithfully drawn from a view
of the instrument itself; from a consid¬
eration of the facts and circumstances
attending the grant; and from a study
of the interpretations, essays, and his¬
tories, of the many discourses, and other
publications, which have appeared upon
the prolific theme.”

Yet the proprietary evidently de¬
sired that there should be no doubt as

to the practice of the religious tolera¬
tion he intended for his colony, for as

early as 1637, according to some author¬
ities at least, we find the governor and
the privy counsellors pledging them¬
selves “directly or indirectly” to “trou¬
ble, molest or discountenance” no “per¬
son whatever professing to believe in
Jesus Christ.” As if this were not suf¬
ficient, to the oath of the Governor was
added what follows: “Nor will I
make any difference of persons in con¬

ferring offices, rewards or favours pro-
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ceeding from the authority which the
said lordship has conferred upon me, as
his Lieutenant here, for or in respect of
their said religion respectively, but mere¬

ly as I shall find them faithful and well
deserving of his said Lordship, and to
the best of my understanding, endowed
with moral virtues and abilities, fitting
for such rewards, offices or favours,
wherein my prime aim, and end from
time to time, shall sincerely be the ad¬
vancement of his said Lordship here,
and the public unity and good of the
Province, without partiality to any, or
any other sinister end whatever, and if *
any other officer or persons whatsoever,
shall, during the time of my being his
said lordship's Lieutenant here, without
my consent or privity, molest or disturb
any person within this province profess¬
ing to believe in Jesus Christ, merely
for or in respect of his or her religion,
or the free exercise thereof, upon no¬
th'e or cornplaiiu thereof made to me,
I Kill apply my power and authority to
relieve and protect such person and to
punish the persecutor/’ etc.

But as if even these precautions to¬
gether with the laws of 1639 concern¬
ing ‘‘Holy Church,” etc., were not a suf¬
ficient safeguard, we find the assembly
of 1649 not only requiring every resident
of the province to pledge himself to re¬
serve “Liberty of Conscience in point of
Religion to himself and all other per¬
sons,” but actually going so far as to
make the religious toleration which had
existed in the province since the begin¬
ning the subject of a positive law. The
part of the act which immediately con¬
cerns us is that whose aim it was “to

establish” in the words of Mr. Davis,
upon a firmer basis, the harmony al-

ready existing between the colonists; to
secure in the fullest sense, freedom as
well as protection to all believers in

Christianity; and to protect quiet dis¬
believers against every sort of reproach
or ignominy.” Nor did this alluring
boon to the persecuted prove fruitless
to the colony, for immediately the Qua¬
ker, the Puritan, the Swede, the Dutch,
the English, in fact the hounded and
harassed from all over the world sought
refuge in the new colony. That they
were not disappointed in the freedom
they sought, we need but appeal to the
testimony of one who lived to mourn its
loss. Fr. William Hunter, in his manu¬

script written in the latter part of the
17th century, remarks in regard to this
“fundamental law,” that under its pro¬

tection, “Christians of all persuasions
lived intermixed in the Province, in
peace and good neighborhood, nor was
there any difference to be seen, save

only in their different places, and man¬
ner of worship, in Divine Service; at
other times and in other places they all
agreed as neighbors, friends and broth¬
ers, whilst some of all persuasions (that
is to say those that were thought most
fit and capable) employed promiscuous-
lv places of Honour, Trust and Interest,
and this for sixty years and upward,”
etc.

Indeed, the passage of the “Act con¬
cerning Religion” was but the formal
ratification by the people of the freedom
which had been theirs, not only in the
oaths, commissions and fundamental
laws of the province, as we have seen,
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l>tit in the liberal policy of the Proprie¬
tary and the Governor, actually put into
practice. For a striking example of
this, we need but revert to the famous
case of Lewis which occurred as early
as 1638, four years only after the set¬
tlement. The case is so well known

and has been so often reviewed that we

need but mention it here. But this is
not the only example we may adduce,
for the cases of Father Fitzherbert and
others are equally well known. Thus we
see that the freedom which was implied
in so many of the fundamental doc¬
trines of the colony was in reality meted
out indiscriminately to the people. Yet,
lest there should be any doubt in the
matter, let us hear again the words of
the one who spoke at a time when men
were living who might contradict him
if they could. Father William Hunter,
quoted before, set forth the situation as
follows:

“And now lest some may imagine that
this cry of Liberty was only a political
indention to decoy unthinking people
and induce them to leave their native
soil in quest of that they were never to
enjoy, to suspect which is not only in¬
jurious to the memory of Lord Coecil-
ius, but traduces our worthy ancestors.
... in regard of them that trans¬
ported themselves, allured thereto by
that specious promise of an entire Lib¬
erty of Conscience, and an equal enjoy¬
ment of all privileges; I shall only offer
first that such a law was enacted by the
Lord Proprietor and people, and second¬
ly, that the said law zvas religiously ob¬
served from the first settlement of this
Province for about sixty years without

alteration, and even esteemed by the in¬
habitants as their birthright, the chief
of their privileges, and an essential part
of their constitution; and lastly, that the
same law was approved of by the Crown
appears for that the same was printed
in and diffused through all England, to
encourage people to come and reside in
this province; and thus made so publick
that all authors writing of Maryland
mention the same as I before observed,
and yet it never met with any counter¬
mand, check or opposition from the
crown or government of England, no
not even in the days of Oliver Crom¬
well, who, altho’ he used his utmost
endeavors to extirpate both the Church
of England, and Popery out of the whole
kingdom, did nevertheless permit both
to enjoy their ancient privileges here in
Maryland.” This testimony is signifi¬
cant as coming from a witness who
takes pains to inform his readers in ex¬

plicit terms and to assure them ‘‘that it
was a real love” for “his country and
truth and not an overfondness to appear
in print, that prevailed upon” him to
write and publish whatever he knew of
the charter and the constitution.

But the toleration of early Maryland
was never more conclusively set forth
than it was in the celebrated Declara¬
tion of 1650. It appeared subsequent¬
ly to the disturbances created by Ingle
and Claiborne, and it was deemed nec¬

essary to offset the slanderous rumors
current in various parts proclaiming far
and wide the Popish oppressions sup¬
posed to exist in the proprietary’s col¬
ony. This declaration was signed by
Governor William Stone, the Council
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and Burgesses, and other prominent
Protestants, whereby they expressly de¬
clared that they, “according to an act
of assembly” and “several other strict
injunctions and declarations” by the
Proprietary “for that purpose made and
provided,” enjoyed “all fitting and con¬
venient freedom and liberty in the ex¬

ercise of their religion,” and further¬
more that none of them were in any way
“troubled or molested, for or by reason

thereof, within his Lordship’s said pro¬
vince.” No more valuable testimony
of the religious freedom of Maryland
can be adduced.

Looking back, then, upon the various
documents and authorities herein enum¬

erated, we have every reason to believe
that the little colony which flourished on
the banks of the St. Mary’s was not de¬
luded by a futile promise of liberty of
thought and conscience, but that the
liberty from religious tyranny was ac¬
tually theirs, to be cherished and fos¬
tered by them and to be safeguarded by
a “solemn legislative act of religious
freedom for all Christianity.”

To whom belongs the most credit and
glory of this wonderful phase of our

history, when, as says Bancroft, “every
other country in the world had persecut¬
ing laws,” we are not prepared to dis¬
cuss. But this much certainly must be
conceded, that the Proprietary was a
Roman Catholic and that that Assembly
of 1649 no less than the freemen they
represented, showed a distinct majority
in favor of the Papists. (Day Star,
Davis.) What is noteworthy in this
fact is that whether you concede that
toleration was in the charter or not, the
honor and glory to a great extent at
least reverts in either case to the Roman
Catholic. For if there was no tolera¬
tion in the charter, then all praise to
Lord Baltimore; and if there was tolera¬
tion in the charter then still praise to
him, and to the Catholics. For if “re¬
ligious bigotry,” as says the great his¬
torian just quoted, “could ever stain the
statute book of a colony founded on the
basis of freedom of conscience,”
“strange” though it may be, how much
more readily could it have stained the
statute book when the tottering colony
was in its infancy.

Maurice J. Geepi, ’05.

forgotten Spring.
FROM THE FRENCH

The jocund Spring has come and gone,
Scarce realized, so fast its pace,
We cannot hold its perfect grace

For men unborn to look upon.

We dare not speak the rose’s praise ,

Men laugh at whoso roses sings;
Of this most exquisite of things

The cult is gone these many days.
The earth’s first lovers sang of May,

Of May that never would return ;

OF SULLY PRUDHOMME.

The last should certes silence learn,
Self-lovers of a younger day.

Ah, nothing of this season frail
Shall be preserved tn verse of ours,
For Virgil’s deathless clover-bowers

Have filled with fragrance every vale.

Forestalled by ancient bards, it seems.
We feel the twinge of jealousy,
That they have been what now are we,

Before us have had all our dreams.
’06.
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THE FAMILY AND THE

The relationship of the family and the
state is one of mutual interdependence.
The family must look to the state for
protection and prope’r development; the
state must look to the family for the
production and evolution of the mem¬
bers of civil society. It is, therefore, a
question of great moment to determine
exactly where the rights of each organ¬
ism begin, and where they end.

The relation of the family to the state
is very similar to the relation of the
acorn to the oak. The acorn evolves it¬
self into the oak; the family evolves it¬
self into the state. The reproduction of
the acorn depends upon its evolution in¬
to the oak; the better development of
the family depends upon its evolution
into the state.

We have then two societies, each with
its own rights and privileges determined
by tbe end for which it was intended.
The question with which we are con¬
cerned is therefore essentially a ques¬
tion of rights—the rights of the family
in their relation to the state, and the
rights of the state in their relation to
the family. What then are the' rights
of the family? What are the rights of
the state ?

We begin by inquiring first of all,
what rights accrue to the family in its
capacity of foundation of the state. To
make this point clear, let us take a con¬
crete example. Let us go back to the

STATE.—Valedictory.

primitive stage of the world. At this
time the state does not yet exist. We
shall suppose that before the formation
of the first civil society there are in the
same neighborhood six families. Each
one of these six families is the result of
a compact made by a man and a wo¬
man, for tbe double purpose of further¬
ing their mutual happiness and of prop¬
agating and educating their kind. We
may conceive this little colony as pros¬

pering and increasing in numbers until
by intermarriage the total number of
unit families becomes twelve instead of
six. Up to this time each family has
been entirely absorbed in the physical
and moral development of the beings fof
whose existence and evolution it is re¬

sponsible according to contract. The
child has been born helpless, the mother
has nurtured and fostered it; the father
has tilled the soil and provided for
mother and child. But with the in¬
crease in the number of families comes

a great difficulty. Previously the colony
lived in peace, for there were no brawls,
no disputes, no external matters of care,
and each family was concentrated sole¬
ly in the rearing and educating of its
own offspring. Each family had these
inalienable rights and each family exer¬
cised these rights independently of every
other family. Here then we have 'full
family rights without encroachment by
the state.
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On the appearance of the external
troubles and cares, the rights of some
families were endangered, l low should
they be protected? The answer sug¬
gested itself immediately—“the state.”
It was almost instinctively that the orig¬
inal six families drifted together, and it
was almost instinctively that when the
occasion demanded it, they and their
descendants formally banded together
for mutual protection of rights and for
the promotion of peace and temporal
happiness. Herein do we find the true
conception of the state. Its authority
was established by the family for the
protection of the family and for its ex¬
ternal well-being in this life. In so far
as rights were necessary to bring about
this general good, those rights were
given to the state; in so far as rights
extended beyond these bounds, they
were denied the state, Thus we clear¬

ly see the limitation of rights of the
two societies—the one internal, the oth¬
er external.

But the absolute dependence of the
state upon the family demands that it
lend its protection to the family. It is
upon the family hearth that the true
hero is made; it is upon the breast of
the mother that the spirit of true love
and honor is bred; it is upon the pro¬
tection of the sanctity of the home that
the state must depend for its greatness.
The idea of the evolution of the child by
the parents is not a new one. The rea¬

sonableness of this position was recog¬
nized by all the ancients with the sole
exception of Sparta. But let us con¬
trast Sparta with Athens. The supreme

end of education aimed at by both states
\\ as good and enlightened citizenship.
In Sparta the child was born “in the
arms” of the state; in Athens the child
was born in the arms of the family; in
Sparta the child was reared by the
state; in Athens the child was reared by
the family; in Sparta we see the degra¬
dation and the downfall of a great com¬
monwealth ; in Athens we see the
sublimest monument of civic glory
of all antiquity. The absorption of the
family by the state sapped the very life
blood of Sparta; the protection of the
family by the state made the life blood
of Athens.

Yet the respect that the state must
have for the rights of domestic society
must extend even farther than the

realms of education. For what shall be¬
come of “the nursery of the state” if
those who pledge themselves to rock its
cradles are allowed to desert their post
with impunity? The question of divorce
is of vital importance to the state. If
we follow the Socialistic tendency with
regard to the state of marriage, it is not
difficult to perceive what shall be the
outcome of it all. Every Spartan maid¬
en married, but not every Spartan maid¬
en give a Spartan family to the state.
We have seen that the state is absolute¬
ly dependent upon the family for its
own existence. As the family lives, so
shall the state live; as the family is no¬

ble, so shall the state be noble.
But now I must change my theme,

“for our play is played out.” The time-
has come when we can no longer lurk
in the shadows of the old gray walls,
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for we must now make room for the
others. We behold the passing- of this
day, with a feeling of mingled joy and
sorrow; the j oy of an end attained, and
the sorrow of parting. There’s no need
of rehearsing the same old scene so of¬
ten enacted here, and besides, when you
must do something that you don’t like

old gray walls, farewell tender associa¬
tions and life-long friendships—fare¬
well. Not that we shall forget, for
memory lives, and we shall remember
you until the final scene, when the cur¬

tain shall rise no more.

to do, do it quickly. So, farewell

Maurice J. Gelpi, ’05.

l, ye

©le (Sal
T’othah gals an’ boys is gone

Ter frolic an’ ter jig,
A-wearin’ uv they Sunday does

An’ drivin’ th’ bes’ rig;
Deyn’t no un else aroun’ de yard
Not eben a watch dog let’ on gyard,

’Cep’ me an’ you, ole gal.
De big house up thar on de hill

’Pears ha’nted-lak ter me

W’en all dem shadders dance aroun’
On dat ole cherry tree.

Sence Marse John gone away dis year,
Don’ seem ter be nobody here.

Jus’ me an’ you, ole gal.

An’ I ’ud still be happy, gal,
Ef all de res’ wuz gone; J

Ef jus’ us two, us ole sweethearts
Wuz lef’ heah all alone.

Ef we c’d stay heah jus’ lak dis,
Dem othah folks we’d nevah miss,

Not me an’ you, ole gal.
R. H. K., ’08.
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ON COMPULSORY ARBITRATION.

PRIZE DEBATE.

The enlightenment of a people is no¬
where more apparent than in the intel¬
lectual ingenuity with which they strive
to remedy certain defects of serious im¬
port to their country. So engrossed do
the people become in the consideration
of their affairs that at times they over¬
look issues which never gave promise
of developing into an acute stage de¬
manding attention. The labor question
and the present status in which it mani¬
fests itself to us, is a problem for the
reformer. Our people have suggested
remedies for this evil—remedies which
they truly believe to be the password
into a realm of industrial peace. Some
base their hopes on socialistic theories;
others would have voluntary arbitra¬
tion ; the practical and far-seeing
would have the occasional intervention
of the state, under the guise of compul¬
sory arbitration.

At first glance this remedy suggests
itself as the beginning of a reactionary
movement. But when we come to ap¬

preciate the goal for which compulsory
arbitration is striving, and the means by
which it would achieve its object we can¬
not help but feel a better estimate of its
worth and a lesser toleration for its ad¬
versaries.

Mr. Chairman, we would show you
that in order to exercise compulsory ar¬
bitration in industrial disputes, the state
must first have the right of control over

the industrial contestants and that this
control is to be used through compul-
soiry arbitration in order to eliminate
the strike. We take the question to
mean the final abolishment of industrial
war, in which the strike plays the most
prominent part.

This is obviously accomplished not by
the settlement of the strike, but by the
prevention of the strike. Compulsory
arbitration as a solution for labor dis¬

putes has ever been railed at and abused.
It has been misrrepresented and misin¬
terpreted and yet by the sheer force of
its intrinsic value it is still placed among
the foremost of the remedies suggested
to settle the industrial conflict. Com¬

pulsory arbitration has for its funda¬
mental principle “the prevention of the
strike by the power of the state, used in
a manner analogous to the now existing
courts of the law.”

The right of exercising such a rem¬

edy clearly reposes in the state. These
industrial dissensions, characterized by
an excessive display of human strength,
will, in time, tend to cause the country’s
downfall. It is a principle of political
economy that the working class are the
essential make-up of a nation, and hence
arise the right and duty of the state to
firmly ground this class into the social
structure, lest by their chronic unrest
they disturb the equilibrium of the
whole. Today we have monopolies and
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combinations. They receive their cor¬
porate power from the state and their
rights and property are guarded by the
state. We have affilated unions, num¬

bering thousands of men. These are
the two great factors in our progress
and sad to relate they are primarily op¬

posed. As a result they conflict, and
when they clash in hate and might,
blighting this prosperity and causing the
unrest of the classes to be felt through¬
out the country, then the state has the
right and duty to safeguard its ultimate
interest and whip them into the ranks of
the ordinary law abiding citizens.

The warfare which these two parties
wage has for its cause the cultivation
and prosecution of selfish aims and in¬
terests. All must realize and all must

grant that this is the spirit to- be crushed
and in its stead let the public welfare be
paramount. A popular fallacy in regard
to the industrial distress is that there are

but two parties to the proceedings. Now,
the public, in its capacity of consumer,
is a party whose rights have hitherto
been totally ignored by the continual
strike ultimatum. The strike is nothing
more than an over estimated and a too

highly drawn idea of the private rights
doctrine, and the condition of affairs
which this engine of depression has
caused in the country is a thing too well
known—a thing to be deplored.

You all know the strike campaign.
Thousands of men go out of work and
capital remains obdurate to the petitions
and contentions of the men. The rail¬

road strikes of Chicago still live in mem¬

ory and need not be recalled. The re¬
cent coal strike is a household word.

The scenes enacted in that region beg¬
gared description. Regard for the law
was swallowed up in a convulsive move¬
ment that seemed to have come from
Hell itself—an unstemmed rush of law¬
lessness and riot, overwhelming every
honest creature that dared oppose it.
But in any of our cities, in any place of
the land, remote from the scene of that
dismal drama, the condition of affairs
was to be regretted. The suffering
which the poor people of the country en¬
dured in that cold winter is a living re¬

proach to the common sense of our peo¬

ple. The loss of coal caused the most
acute poverty and many a poor soul left
the scene of - that harrowing action and
has only the .strike to thank for it. The
money loss was enormous. Factories
were compelled to shut down and men
were thrown out of work. There were

but few industries of the land which es¬

caped the depressing chill caused by
that strike in Pennsylvania. In this ex¬
hibit of disastrous details what is the

thing to be mostly remedied? We have
had too much compunction for the atti¬
tude of the recalcitrants.

It is now incumbent upon the public
to protect themselves, since they are the
innocent third party to the case. It is
time for the public to awake from the
lethargy of supine indifference with
which they have regarded this public
nuisance (that is what it has become),
to assert their rights, to demand through
their officials proper respect and appre¬
ciation for their interests. When a peo¬

ple are utterly dependent for the neces¬
saries and conveniences of life upon any
industrial combination, then they are
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necessarily part owners of that indus¬
try. And when through a cessation of
the industry, caused by grievances not
justified by private warfare, inconven¬
ience, loss and want are thrust on them,
when thus national activity is paralyzed,
then the people must assert that they are
no longer the mere material for partisan
bossism; that they are no longer the
plaything for industrial foes.

To substantiate our point we quote a
decision of the U. S. Supreme Court,
cited by Chief Justice Wait, in which he
says:

“Property does become clothed with
a public interest, when used in a man¬
ner to make it of public consequence and
to affect the community at large. When
therefore, one devotes his property to a
use, in which the public have an inter¬
est, he, in effect, grants to the public an
interest in that use, and must submit to
be controlled for the common good, to
the extent of the interest he has thus
created. He may withdraw his grant by
discontinuing the use, but so long as he
maintains the use he must submit to con¬

trol.”

You now see the necessity and legal¬
ity of control. How will this compul¬
sory arbitration work towards this end?
As a prerequisite to control, the parties
must be brought on a common ground,
and the only common ground is the
room of a compulsory arbitration court.
The labor unions today are not com¬
pelled to incorporate. They can abrogate
a contract and suffer no punishment. It
is only fair to make the unions assume
the same responsibility for their deeds
as the business concerns of the day do,

and here is the common ground upon
which labor would meet with capital;
responsibility for their deeds and actions
before a compulsory arbitration court,
which would be the instrument of *the
law. With legislation compelling the
unions to incorporate, the rest of our
scheme is not visionary. The people,
realizing their impotence in dealing with
these parties, have founded voluntary
state boards of arbitration. These courts

could still be used as courts of first in¬
stance. Capital and labor could meet
before this court and strive to settle the
matter in peace. But upon a spirit man¬

ifesting a desire to strike, the parties
would be summoned before the higher
court of compulsory power, where the
matter would be settled on equitable
terms without the present disastrous
outbreaks. Moreover, to assure justice
and fair play, the exponents of compul¬
sory arbitration in this country would
give the power of appeal, unlike New
Zealand, and so justice would surely be
distributed to both parties. In this di¬
gest of the scheme, after deliberating on
its essence and vitality, you recognize
that there are no unusual grants and
that it is but a natural and rational de¬

velopment of the law, having for its ob¬
ject the arrest of * retrogression, which
would only become too patent as the
strike unravelled itself in its natural

outgrowth.
Our friends of the Civic Federation

and other boards of voluntary arbitra¬
tion are composed of men who may
have at heart the solution of the prob¬
lem. But they will fail because in their
excessive enthusiasm they do not realize
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the weakness of human nature. They
may convene their courts; they may
summon the parties, they may thresh out
the details, they may strike a compro¬
mise; but, Mr. Chairman, if that com¬

promise militates against the interests
of either party, they are not bound to
accept, since there is a lack of compell¬
ing power, and since through the strike
or lockout they may hope to gain more
to' their advantage. Voluntary arbitra¬
tion and the Civic Federation have met
with a little success. But you know the
rapacity of capital, and you know that
while the unions are one of the great¬
est compelling forces for good in the
country, and that while we have come
to look on them as a permanent fixture
in our social life, yet they are and have
been the favorite calcium for the dema¬

gogue, that they are and have been the
mouthpiece through which many an elo¬
quent tongue backed by a pernicious
mind has spoken. With all its claims,
voluntary arbitration did not prevent the
recent strike in Fall River, and it took
six months for good will and all that
sort oP bolstered up twaddle to stop it.
The combatants made overtures o\f
peace, when both sides were clearly ex¬
hausted. This was a fair test for all
their claims and when they cannot meet
a substantial test it is asking too much
to have us place any enduring trust in
them.

Compulsory arbitration is not belit¬
tled by charges that it is a thing of the
air. It is in practical working order in
New Zealand, where an era of great
prosperity and contentment has pre¬
vailed since the enactment of the bill.

For evidence we submit the opinions of
capable men. The Premier of New
Zealand, who is in a position to know,
says that a strike or lockout in the col¬
ony is impossible, and recommends
this safeguard of peace. Mr. Tom
Mann, the great English labor leader,
upon investigating the results of the
act, says that no detrimental conse¬

quences have ensued and both parties
are satisfied. Pie concludes: “There
are fewer stoppages of work in this col¬
ony than in any other, arising from in¬
dustrial disputes.” Mr. Toyd, an au¬

thority, says that the law meets with
the greatest success.

Surely the most conservative person
must halt over this testimony, and this,
we think, ample to prove our point
without giving an exhaustive account
of New Zealand.

The adversaries of compulsory arbi¬
tration base their main contention on the

constitution, which seems to be the last
resort of the man with the argument.
Compulsory arbitration, they say, con¬
flicts with the constitution since it im¬

poses a condition of servitude on the
working classes, by restricting their pri¬
vate liberty. Tis is an offshoot of an
alarmist train of thought. If it were
not for certain restrictions one would be
unable to go home in safety. The best
friend a man ever had is compelled by
society to give evidence against that man
when he has committed a misdemeanor.
You must educate your children. You
must respect the rights of your neigh¬
bor. When restrictions are for the
common welfare, they are of beneficial
worth, and cease to be restrictions, and
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compulsory arbitration antagonizes pri¬
vate liberty no more than the unions do
themselves in intimidating their men,
and since it is for the common weal it
must be accepted as a political necessi¬
ty-

It has been said that you cannot com¬

pel an army of workingmen to go to
work or accept a certain rate of wages

against their will. To one of common
sense, the thing is evident, for in all
probability it would end in a revolution.
Yet our opponents confound this with
the spirit of compulsory arbitration.
Compulsory arbitration is no desperate
monster. It looks to the interests and
welfare of both parties, and imposing a
certain rates of wages does not neces¬

sarily enter. What we want you to do
is to prevent the possibility of a strike
or lockout, and then the parties must and
will come to some tacit understanding.

In regard to New Zealand it has been
said that the country is small, has no

great industries, and is experiencing a

period of great prosperity. Therefore,
the plan cannot work in this country'.
We fail to follow the conclusion. It
seems to us if a principle is a right one,
if the power of enforcing that princi¬
ple is there, if it works nicely in one
state, then it argues strenuously for its
working in another. To bear bad fruit
a tree must first be planted. There is
no element of rash experiment in com¬

pulsory arbitration, but conservative ex¬
periment, and this has been one of the
greatest instruments in moulding our
national government.

Mr. Chairman, we have argued this

471

case on grounds of public welfare. The
industrial struggles are undermining
our governmental existence and must
be obliterated before they work internal
disruption. Again, the public in its ca¬

pacity of consumer must have its rights
paramount. The only method of end¬
ing the evil is to prevent the possibility
of a strike. This is to be done since it

is in restraint of trade; it has become a

public nuisance, a curse and burden to
the poor. As this is the only method of
ending the struggle you must accept the
plan having that provision, and that as
we have endeavored to show you, is
compulsory arbitration.

Remember what deep and substantial
minds say of New Zealand. Voluntary
boards are futile, because they do not
work on any tangible basis. If our
friends can present a plan whereby they
can keep the public welfare paramount
at all times; whereby they can preserve
the government by settling each individ¬
ual strike—then we submit. The plan
is not unconstitutional and presents it¬
self to us as a very conservative experi¬
ment, espousing the interest and wel¬
fare of both labor and capital.

Mr. Chairman, in compulsory arbi¬
tration you have a treasure of unesti-
inated value. What is there in it that
you fear? Do you mingle your voice
with those alarmists, who say it will end
in a war between labor and capital? We
trust not. We ask in all honesty, what
rs the present condition of affairs to end
in? Is the brutality, the intimidation,
the assault, never to be ended? Do you
wish to hear again the spit of the bul-
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let, coursing its cursed way into the
home, where it finds fit companions in
the misery, the sorrow in the spectre of
death, in the lamentation and heart¬
break of the wife, the mother and the
child? Must the state lie prostrate at
our feet? Must she deny to her peo¬

ple the privileges and rights of protec¬
tion confined in her by God ? Are we
to be food for the worm of avarice?
Are we to see the honest worker tom

asunder with hate and bitterness using
his vigor and integrity to hurry him on
in the degradation of God’s greatest
handiwork to the level of a beast?.

Oh, we have been patient too long.
We have endured too long. Let us look
for a little charity and a little good fel¬
lowship, and let us no longer sell our
birthright of progress for a mess of
stagnation.

Joseph Henry Lawler, ’06.

Since JEime is Iking.
The laughing lad with rosy cheeks

Sees naught ahead but sunny days;
He knows not that the merry rays

Shall smile no more, if Time but speaks.

Ere long the ruthless Monarch lays
A furtive grasp upon his frame;
He withers,—pales,—his step goes lame,

Gray-browed he walks his weary ways.

Dark clouds o’ercast the azure skies

And dominate the land of light;
No more with sunshine days are bright,

No merry rays make gladdened eyes.

So bright days still dark evenings bring,
And youth shall fail of all its glow ;
Each moment then its gain must know,

Since Time implacable is King.
W. G. Mudd, ’08.
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The absence of President Roosevelt
from the Commencement exercises on

June 15th was a distinct disappoint¬
ment. The Colleges and Universities
established in the different States of the
Union are conducted under charters of
their respective States and confer their
degrees by authority granted thereby.
Hence, not merely in order to encour¬
age education but also in recognition of
the authority of the State, exercised by
the faculty in conferring the degrees,

the Chief Executive of each State may
be found honoring with his presence the
Commencement exercises of the chart¬
ered colleges of his State. Georgetown
College has by an act of Congress been
chartered and confers its degrees under
authority granted by the United States.
In consequence the Chief Executive of
the United States has, with one or two
exceptions, lent his presence at the Com¬
mencement exercises of Georgetown
Collge, at least once during his term of
office.

Linder the impression that the invita¬
tion to President Roosevelt several times

extended and favorably received during
the past few years had been definitely
accepted for the Commencement of this
year of grace 1905, it was with keen re¬

gret as well as surprise that we learned
about the middle of the month of May
that we should not have the President
this year for our guest. The students
of Georgetown vindicate no> personal or

political claim upon President Roiose-
velt, nor even one of expediency. As
far as we know no pressure was brought
to bear, no advocate of weight present¬
ed, no urgency insisted upon, but stand¬
ing on the appropriateness consequent
upon our charter and the historic prece¬
dent of the past, the College invited the
presence of the President. Perhaps we
should lay balm upon our disappoint¬
ment with the thought that next year,
may be, President Roosevelt will come.

Still, under all the circumstances we
cannot but feel the truth of the proverb,
“Hope that is deferred afflicteth the
soul.”
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The sensational announcement that
there is too much graft in college ath¬
letics does not appear so sensational
when one begins to acquire a clear idea
of the methods of procedure in building
and maintaining a winning team. In
view of the recent developments which
have made it apparent that every college
in the country is more or less hypocritical,
in fact that athletics are based on hypo¬
crisy of some form or other, we can talk
more freely of the conditions at George¬
town. In days gone by a man came to
Georgetown primarily to do honor to
Georgetown; to acquire a love and rev¬
erence for the place, to study, and to do
whatever he could in the line of athlet¬
ics. He came expecting his baseball suit
and running outfit to be furnished him;
he was sure that his efforts would be

appreciated; that his successes would
entitle him to hero worship; that his
failures would be condoned; that the
old boys and the new boys would be on
hand to cheer him, and he came with
the determination to be game and to die
hard. Such was the state of affairs not

so long ago. Our teams were built up
in the Prep School and they knew of no

greate" glory than a “G.” And we who
rooted for them knew they played for
Georgetown and were Georgetown men.

They had been with us for years, we saw
them on the second Prep team, on the
Reserves, then on the ’Varsity and we
were proud of them. They asked noth¬
ing from Georgetown but her approval,
they gave their best efforts and were

glad of the opportunity. Men entered
freshmen and worked with the “scrubs”

for two or three years, and in their
senior year made the team and a “G,”
and counted their time well spent.

But now it is different. Some men

play with us for “what’s in it.” They
demand board and room and tuition and
sweaters and innumerable tickets, and
at the end of the season a place for a

likely friend. Georgetown gains noth¬
ing by it. Her teams are no better than
those of other days, her prestige alone
covers a multitude of criticism, her sup¬

porters no longer cheer themselves
hoarse, and feel that no game is lost till
it’s over. They don’t know the men.

Many of us have gone out on the field
for the opening game and heard half
a hundred inquiries as to “whose on
second,” “whose pitching” and “where
did you get him.” We look at the bench
and see classmates and college-mates,
of whose ability we have no doubt, sit¬
ting with folded hands and bearing it
like the gritty chaps they are. Men who
come here to play ball must get the pref¬
erence. They must work for their keep
and our fellows suffer. We cheer the

team, yes; loudly and gladly, we love
victory and taste the bitterness of de¬
feat and we expect our players to feel
defeat even more keenly, yet they appear
to be more deeply sorry that their recom¬
mendation to a large league is thereby
decreased in value rather than that the
record of the team is marred.

Georgetown is a good place to these
athletes so long as the food keeps good,
so long as the professors are easy on
their continued absences, and they get
their full quota of bats and bases and
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sweaters; it's a good place so long as it
makes their credentials as first-class
boy league ball players. Washington is
an excellent place to spend a winter and
to take your spring practice, yet they
can speak from no experience as to our
standing as an educational institution.

The worst feature of this importation
is the influence it possesses in starting
our younger athletes on the quest of
money. Men, even, who have played
two years on our teams with a loyal
spirit come to us the third year and ask
for concessions. And their request is
reasonable enough for if one man lives

here gratis why can’t the second man
who may be more valuable to the team
receive like inducements. There can

be no reasonable objection to the giving
of tuition to scholars: if they are ath¬
letes so much the better, but they should
be compelled to work.

Some who have read this editorial
will determine our abode in the camp
of Philistia, others will not inquire as to
our present location, but will wish us se¬

curely silenced among the shades, some

may murmur things about “destructive
criticism,” but we hope that several will
say “Bully boy, you.”
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LAW SCHOOL COMMENCEMENT.

Gaston Hall was filled to overflowing
on the 12th to honor the Law School
men who were successful candidates for

degrees. It was a thoroughly represen¬
tative gathering and would have been
infinitely more pleasant had the weather

0 permitted the lawn to be the scene of the
closing exercises. The address was de¬
livered by Hon. Charles J. Bonaparte
of Baltimore and'the degrees conferred
by Rev. Jerome Daugherty, S. J.

Father Daugherty in his opening re¬
marks paid a high tribute to Judge Cole,
a member of the faculty, whose death
occurred during the past year, whom he
praised for his untiring energy and self-
sacrifice, and for his services to George¬
town. Mr. Bonaparte was introduced
by Chief Justice Clabaugh, who said in
closing: “I can imagine no better ex¬

ample of Americanism than Mr. Bona¬
parte, whom I now introduce.”

Mr. Bonaparte chose for his subject
“America and Americanism,55 and his

oration was greeted with vigorous ap¬

plause and with a rousing “Hoya.” In
speaking of the people and the nation
Mr. Bonaparte said:

“Finally, as I have already intimated,
a nation is a community whose mem¬
bers feel patriotism. What is patriot¬
ism ? In some of the very early speech¬
es made by Prince Bismarck as an ultra-
Conservative member of the Prussian

Landtag, he drew an original and strik¬
ing contrast between “the people” and
“the nation.”. To his mind the former
was a mere chance assemblage of those
human beings who happened to live at
a particular time within a certain terri¬
tory, with no rightful corporate author¬
ity and no capacity for its exercise,
speaking and acting through the least
discreet, the most presumptuous of their
number, those whom conceit and vulgar
ambition made self-appointed leaders in
attempting an impudent usurpation, and,
finally, for practical purposes, a con-
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temptible and disgusting, but danger¬
ous, animal “braying in the highways,”
to be held with bayonets and prisons in
its normal state of discipline and obedi¬
ence. “The nation” was a being wholly
different; he deemed *t a composite,
spiritual entity, made up of all those who
on earth had Jived, of all those who
hereafter should live, as well as of those
who lived when he spoke under the
sway of that line of princes, who, by
divine appointment, discharged toward
it the function of the brain toward the

body. This being was not, indeed, im¬
mortal ; it had a beginning, and, through
unworthiness of its mission or rebellion
to God’s will, it might merit and suffer
death; but the span of its life was meas¬
ured by centuries, and, while it lived as
it should live, it followed out, from gen¬
eration to generation, a destiny fixed by
God, under the guidance of kings to
whom the Deity had intrusted the mirac¬
ulous power of seeing, hearing, feeling,
deciding, speaking, and acting, in short,
of living, as and for the whole.

This theory of the origin and extent
of royal authority is one the world has
outgrown; but the conception of a na¬
tion as a hiving organism, distinct, not
only from each individual dwelling un¬
der its rule, but from the aggregate of
individuals who may so dwell at any

particular moment, it both true and pro¬
found; the American nation is not one

today and another tomorrow, although
within every twenty-four hours thou¬
sands of Americans are bom and other
thousands die, many foreigners become
Americans, and some Americans be¬
come foreigners.”

In closing, Mr. Bonaparte said:
“If there be anything in our govern¬

ment of people whereof we are justly
ashamed, aught of corruption at home,
aught of dishonor abroad, any weakness
or folly or crime among our rulers, any
selfishness or cowardice or perfidy in
our policy, we have not done our full
duty as patriots, have not proved our¬
selves true Americans.”

The prizes were awarded by Mr. Jus¬
tice Shepard of the District Court of
Appeals. The Faculty cash prize of $40
to Tyson Kinsell, Pennsylvania, for the
best essay among the members of the
third year class.

Faculty cash prize of $40 to Morris
Hirschman, Maryland, for the best es¬

say from among the members of the
fourth year class.

Special prize of a set of “Smith’s
Leading Cases,” to Morris Hirschman,
Maryland, for the best essay from
among the members of the third and
fourth year classes combined.

The Edward Thompson prize to John
R. T. Reeves, Maryland.

The American Law Book prize to the
member of the fourth year class who
shall write the best graduation thesis on
a legal subject, to William Randall
Owings, Maryland.

Honorable mention: Michael F.

Mangan, Cyrus S. Jullien, and Morris
Hirschman.

The cash prize of $50 to the member
of the first year class maintaining the
best average in recitations and exami¬
nations during the year, to Charles S.
Hillyer, District of Columbia; a cash
prize of $25 to the member of the first
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year class maintaining the second best
average in recitations and examinations
during the year, to George A. Finch,
District of Columbia; a cash prize of $50
to the member of the second year class
maintaining the best average in recita¬
tions and examinations during the year,
to Rudolph H. Yeatman, District of Co¬
lumbia ; a cash prize of $25 to the mem¬
ber of the second year class maintain¬
ing the second best average in recita¬
tions and examinations during the year,
to Daniel John Wilson, Texas; a cash
prize of $75 to the member of the third
year class maintaining the best average
in recitations and examinations during
the year, to Charles James Houston,
California; a cash prize of $40 to the
member of the third year class main¬
taining the second best average in reci¬
tations and examinations during the
year, to Edward J. Fegan, Massachu¬
setts.

The degrees conferred were as fol¬
lows :

Bachelor of Laws—Raymond Abba-
ticchio, M. A., Pennsylvania; John
G. Allee, North Dakota; Richard T. An¬
derson, New York; Joseph A. Bogen,
District of Columbia; Hubert L. Bolen,
Virginia; John Cooke Brooke, B. S.,
Virginia; Barrett J. Carter, Virginia;
James T. Cleary, Nebraska; Charles Er¬
nest Colliflower, Jr., District of Colum¬
bia; William G. Collins, Virginia;
Charles A. Crawford, Indiana; Joseph
J. Curran, Massachusetts; Henry B.
Davenport, New Jersey; Edwin R.
Davidson, Massachusetts; Clarence
Dodge, District of Columbia; Walter F.

Donaldson, District of Columbia; Fran¬
cis P. Dougherty, Massachusetts; Ali¬
gn.-, ine II. Downing, Rhode Island;
Charles Henry English, Pennsylvania;
James B. Faulkner, Kentucky; Edward
Fegan, A. M., Massachusetts; Clar¬
ence E. Frey, District of Columbia;Wil¬
liam R. Fuchs, Missouri; William S.
Gregg, Pennsylvania; Henry H. Ham,
Missouri; Richard E. Harvey, Maine;
Austin Harveycutter, District of Co¬
lumbia ; S. McComas Hawken, District
of Columbia; William A. Hopkins, In¬
diana ; Charles C. L. Horsey, A. B.,
Maryland; Charles James Houston, B,
L., California; Thomas Jones, Texas;
Theodore M. Judd, District of Colum¬
bia ; Tyson Kinsell, Pennsylvania,
Thomas Kirby, Jr., District of Colum¬
bia; Tames Barbour Kitch, District of
Columbia; Norman J. Kopmeier, Wis¬
consin ; John M. Loughran, District of
Columbia ; Louis Lowe, District of Co¬
lumbia ; Charles F. Maguire, Jr., New
York; Joseph T. Maguire, Massachu¬
setts; William Mathews, Indiana; Fran¬
cis Xavier McDonough, Vermont; Rob¬
ert Emmett McNamara, North Caro¬
lina ; Hugh I. Monaghan, Pennsylvania;
Edward V. Murphy, Jr., District of Co¬
lumbia; Edgar A. Neely, Georgia; War¬
ren Greene Ogden, M. E., District of
Columbia ; Lawrence E. A. O’Keeffe, B,
A., Arizona; George E. Oiler, Illinois;
John G. Brice, Ohio; Edward T. Quig¬
ley, New York; John R. T. Reeves,
Maryland; George C. Reid, A. B., Dis¬
trict of Columbia; Charles J. Seitz, New
York; Thomas Broughton Stallings,
Alabama; Ralph P. Stanton, Montana;
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Jere A. Sullivan, Rhode sland; George
Th. Thomaides, B. L. and S., New
York; Orlando O. Tibbitts, Iowa; Sam¬
uel D. Townsend, Maryland; John F.
Turner, West Virginia; Frederick S.
Tyler, District of Columbia; Julius H.
Vierbuchen, District of Columbia; Mau¬
rice J. Wall, A. B., Massachusetts; Ar¬
thur J. Wand, Illinois; Martin M. Wat¬
son, District of Columbia; Richard F.
F. Watson, A. B., South .Carolina;
Charles Fuller Williams, B. S., New
York; Joseph A. Williamson, Illinois;
Frank W. Yoder, District of Coumbia,
and Harvey J. Zimmerman, Pennsyl¬
vania.

Master of Laws—J. Newton Baker,
LL. B., Pennsylvania; George E. Ban-
del, LL. B., Maryland; David Wilkin¬
son Bell, LL. B., North Carolina; Gar¬
field Charles, LL B., Illinois; John
Francis Hoffeman, LL. B., Rhode Is¬
land; Morris Hirschman, LL. B., Mary¬
land; Cyrus S. Jullien, LL. B., District
of Columbia; Arthur R. Mackley, LL.
B., Ohio; Francis S. Maguire, LL. B.,
District of Columbia; Michael F. Man-
gan, LL. B., District of Columbia; Jos¬

eph McManus, LL. B., Massachusetts;
Daniel A. Millrick, LL. B., District of
Columbia; William Randall Owings, A.
M., LL. B., Maryland; Harry I. Quinn,
LL. B., District of Columbia; Michael
W. Sullivan, LL. B., New York; John
R. Weyrich, LL. B., District of Colum¬
bia; Nelson Wilson, LL. B., New York.

Chief Justice Clabaugh, the Dean of
the Law School faculty, announced that
beginning with this year prizes will be
given for debates, and speaking of the
recent debate with George Washington
University, said that the result was un¬
fortunate.

He announced that prizes consisting
of silver loving cups would be present¬
ed to the members of the team which
debated with the George Washington
team, and said that these were given be¬
cause every one conceded that, though
they had lost the debate, they had done
their duty to the Georgetown Law
School. He presented the cups as fol¬
lows : Harry I. Quinn, Charles Henry
English, William F. X. Geoghan, and
Michael J. Leahy.

MEDICAL SCHOOL COMMENCEMENT.

On June 13th the Commencement of
the Medical School was held on the lawn
in front of the college building. Six¬
teen graduates, a small class, took their
degrees in medicine, and there were six
successful candidates from the Dental
School. It was the fifty-sixth annual
Commencement and Dr. Edward L.

Keyes of New York was the orator of

the occasion. Father Daugherty con¬
ferred the degrees. Among those on
the stage were Dr. George M. Kober,
Dean of the School of Medicine; Dr.
William M. Cogan, Dean of the Dental
Department, and Drs. G. T. Vaughan,
Joseph T. Johnson, Samuel S. Adams,
S. N. Burnett, Frank Baker, John F.
Moran, M. G. Matter, John D. Heard,
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John O’Donohue, William C. Wood¬
ward, Lynch, Stiles, Behrend, Wall,
Repetti, Richards, Schultz, O’Connor,
Lowe, Hammett, and Hunt.

The degree of Doctor of Medicine was
conferred upon the following:

John E. Brennan, Connecticut; Wil¬
liam Barnett, Harrison, Mississippi;
Reynolds Hayden, Washington; Paul
Bowen Alden Johnson, Washington;
George Wilson Jones, Maryland; Man¬
uel I. Nunez, Peru; Robert Olesen,
Minnesota; Augustus Joseph A. Par-
gon, New York; Edward Parnell Pow¬
ers, Massachusetts; Michael I. Ready,
Washington; Frank William Romaine,
Washington; Elwin Carl Schneider,
Virginia; Charles Benjamin Taylor,
California; Richard Francis Tobin,
Washington; Prentiss Willson, Wash¬
ington, and Robert A. C. Wollenburg,
Michigan. The degree of Doctor of
Dental Science was conferred on James
H. Hart, Massachusetts; Saul Sidney
Jaife, Russia; Otto Frederick Kuehn,
Indiana; Richard Francis McDonald,
New Plampshire; Frederick Charles)
Perry, Washington, and Joseph Riley,
Massachusetts.

The address delivered by Dr. Keyes
was one which will remain long in the
memory of the graduates. It was a
sane yet striking outline of sympathy as
a necessary requisite for a doctor. In
the course of his remarks Dr. Keyes
said:

“Of all the trials a physician has to
bear, I suppose the patient’s family is
the worst. We expect petulance, and
thoughtlessness, and wilfulness of the

sick; but, in their most irritating forms,
we often meet them in the family of the
sick, in those from whom we might ex¬

pect support and sympathy for our ef¬
forts. But your kindness must extend
even to these. Do not silence with a

rough word the inarticulate, ignorant
father whose child has been crushed in
some street accident. Remember that,
probably, to his mind the hospital is a

place where people die, the opertion an
excuse for vivisection. Spare him a
kind word, even if he is in no mood to
appreciate it, and even if he will not
listen to your arguments; even if he per¬
sists in refusing permission for the op¬
eration which, in your eyes, is the only
means of saving life, be not harsh in
your judgment of him. You, too, are
weak; you, too, are fallible; you, too,
will make mistakes for which other peo¬

ple will pay with their lives.
After all, you can only do your feeble

best; and in the battle with death you
will not always win. Indeed, in the
end, you will always lose. You may ex¬

pect to cure the disease called Life—
you will be fortunate if your efforts do
not sometimes shorten it.

Be humble, therefore, in the knowl¬
edge of your frailty, and of the life and
happiness that depend upon you. Be
true to the pure science you follow, and
lend your heart freely to your fellow-
man that your inner life may be a sum¬
mer day.”

What most interested the graduates
was the announcement of the hospital
appointments by Dr. Joseph Taber John¬
son, as follows:
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Dr. Prentiss Willson, first place,
Georgetown University Hospital; Dr.
Michael L. Raedv, second place, George¬
town University Hospital; Dr. Paul E.
A. Johnson, first place, Garfield Hospi¬
tal; Dr. Richard F. Tobin, second place,
Garfield1 Hospital; Dr. Robert A. C.
Wollenburg, Marine Service Hospital,
Detroit; Dr. E. Purnell Powers, St.
Joseph’s Hospital, Lancaster; Dr. Man¬
uel Y. Nunez, Washington Asylum
Hospital; Dr. Robert H. Olesen, first

place, Providence Hospital; Dr. Ray-
nolds Hayden, second place, Providence
Hospital, and Dr. Robert Y. Sullivan,
Dr. Joseph A. Pargon, and Dr. W. B.
Harrison, same hospital.

The reception committee consisted of
John A. Foote, chairman; James A.
Gannon, Albert E. Craig, Joseph A.
Devlin, Julian C. Blackistone and J.
Russell Berbrycke, all of the class of
’06.

COMMENCEMENT EXERCISES AT THE COLLEGE.

On Thursday morning, June 15th,
Father William G. Read Mullan, S. J.,
presented degrees on twenty-four stu¬
dents in the collegiate department. The
Commencement was held on the lawn
beneath a spreading canopy of canvas,
shaded by the great oaks and enlivened
by the strains of the Marine Band. The
conferring of the degrees was inter¬
spersed with a frequent “Hoya” for the
“G” men of the graduating class. Mau¬
rice Joseph Gelpi, of New Orleans, was
the valedictorian. He delivered in a

masterly manner an oration on “The
Family and the State,” and closed with
a nice tribute to Georgetown and a fare¬
well. The other speakers were Joseph
Leo McAleer, who delivered the doc¬
tor’s oration on “The Uniformity of the
Law.” Mr. Francis Stanton Mont¬
gomery, who delivered the masters’ ora¬
tion, “Socialism,” and Robert Pender-
gast, who in the bachelors’ oration, chose
as his subject “Christian Socialism.”

Those who occupied seats on the
platform were Rev. Jerome Daugherty,

S. J., President of Georgetown College;
Rev. W. G. Read Mullan, S. J., Vice
President; Rev. Henry J. Shandelle, S.
J., dean of the post-graduate school;
Rev. William I. Devitt, S. J., Rev. John
A. Conway, S. J., Rev. Walter Drum,
S. J., Rev. Rene ILoliand, S. J., Rev.
Edw. I. Finck, and Rev. W. S.
Caughy. The reception committee,
consisting of members of the junior
class, was composed of Leslie Warnick
Brennan, Alston Cockrell, James E.
Collifiower, Gerald Maurice Egan,
George Rex Frye, Harry A. Hanigan,
Frank T. Hayes, Joseph Henry Lawler,
Matthew Patrick Mahoney, James Ed¬
ward Morgan, Sydney Emmanuel
Mudd, Jr., Harlow Francis Pease,
Thomas Kennedy Scheller, Jr., Joseph
Nicholas Schriver, Gerhard John Si¬
mon, Henry Thom Vlymen, and Wil¬
liam Joseph Vlymen.

The program follows:
Eighty-eighth Annual Commence¬

ment of Georgetown College, Thursday,
June fifteenth, nineteeen hundred and
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five, at ten o’clock A. M., on the Col¬
lege lawn.

Overture—'“Hungarian,” Keler-Bela.
March—“A True Soldier,” Lacalle.

Doctor’s Oration—“Uniformity in
the Law,” Joseph Leo McAleer, A. M.

Intermezzo—“Moonlight,” Moret.
Master’s Oration—“Socialism,” Fran¬

cis Stanton Montgomery, A. B.
Cornet Solo—“Columbia Polka,” Rol-

linson, Mr. Edward B. Llewellyn.
Bachelor’s Oratidn—“Christian So¬

cialism,” Robert Joseph Pendergast.
Romanza—“Cupid’s Garden,” Eu-
Conferring of degrees.
Waltz Caprice—“Petit Bijouterie,”

Bohm.

Valedictory—“The Family and the
State,” Maurice Joseph Gelpi.

Awarding of prizes.
March—'“The Diplomat,” Sousa.
Music by the Marine Band.

Those receiving degrees were:
Doctor of Philosophy—Joseph Leo

McAleer, A. M., Pennsylvania; William
Randall Owings, A. M., Maryland.

Master of Arts—Joseph Maria Cuen-
co, A, B., Philippine Islands; Alphonsus
Richard Doyahoe, A. B., Nova Scotia;
Francis Stanton Montgomery, A. B.,
Nebraska; Charles Vincent Mullen, A.
B., Colorado; Albert Murray O’Neill,
A. B., New York; John Albert Rich¬
mond, A. B., Kentucky; John Bernard
Wells, A.’ B., Maryland.

Master of Science—Frederick Carle-
ton Ayer, B. S., Iowa.

Bachelor of Arts—James Joseph
Brennan, Massachusetts; James Philip
Bums, Massachusetts; Lawrence Virgil

Canario, Hawaii; Frederick Theodore
Carlin, New York; George Timothy
Donovan, Massachusetts; Maurice Jos¬
eph Gelpi, Louisiana; William Henry
Graham, Jr., Texas; Harry Thomas
Hall, District of Columbia; Leo Rich¬
ard Hicks, California; Edmard Shee¬
han Monohan, Jr., Kentucky; Charles
Callahan McCarthy, Massachusetts; Ed¬
ward Vincent Oblinger, Pennsylvania;
John Parrott, Jr., California; Robert
Joseph Pendergast, New York.

The prizes to the members of the
graduating class and the other college
classes were announced by Father Mul-
lan, as follows:

Cash prize of $75 (given by the col¬
lege for the highest average in the
courses of the graduate school)—
Awarded to Alphonsus Richard Dona-
hoe, A. W.

Cash prize of $25 (given by an “old
friend of the college” for the second
highest average in the graduate course)
—Awarded to Frederick Carleton Ayer,
M. S.

Cash prize of $25 (given by “an old
friend of the college” to the best stu¬
dent in biology)—^warded to Freder¬
ick Carleton Ayer, B. S., Upper Iowa
University.

Undergraduate school, gold medal for
rational philosophy in the senior class
(presented by Francis A. Cunningham,
A. M.)—Awarded to Maurice Joseph
Gelpi.

Prize awarded to Robert Joseph Pen¬
dergast and William Henry Graham,
Jr., ex aequo.

Gold medal for physics (given by
William V. McGrath, B. S.)—Award-
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ed to William Joseph Vlymen. Prize,
Henry Thom Vlymen.

Silver medal for chemistry—Award¬
ed to Francis Edward Keenan and
Thomas Aloysius McCann, ex aequo.
Prize, John Herbert Doyle.

Gold medal for mechanics, given by
Edgar Kidwell, A. M.—Awarded to
Thomas Aloysius McCann. Prize,
Walter Griffin Mudd.

Silver medal for methematics in
freshman class—Awarded to Hughes
Spalding. Prize, Leo Francis Fitzpat¬
rick.

Silver medal for French in freshman
class—Awarded to Leo Francis Fitzpat¬
rick. Prize, Thomas Addis Emmett
Harris.

Silver medal for German in freshman
class—Awarded to William Robert Rice.

Prize, Charles Christian de Guigne, Jr.
The Merrick medal, founded by the

late Richard T. Merrick, LL. D.—
Awarded to Joseph Henry Lawler, ’06.

The Father Murphy medal, founded
in memory of Rev. John J. Murphy, S.
J., by his personal friends, for the best
metrical translation of three odes of
Horace—Awarded to Harlow Francis
Pease, ’06.

The Morris Historical medal, found¬

ed by Mr. Martin F. Morris, LL. D.—
Awarded to Maurice Joseph Gelpi, ’05.

I he Philonomosian medal, given by
the Philonomosian Debating Society to
the best debater in its annual public de¬
bate—Awarded to Walter Griffin Mudd,
’08. Subject: “Resolved, that the
t nited States should establish commer¬

cial reciprocity with Canada.”
The Dixon elocution medal, founded

by Mrs. William Wirt Dixon, in mem¬

ory of her son, William Wirt Dixon,
Jr., of the class of 1898—Awarded to
Gecrge Rex Frye, ’06.

The other awards in the undergrad¬
uate school were as follows:

Christian Doctrine—Gold medal to

Harry T. ‘Hall, ’05. Prize to Thomas A.
McCann, ’07.

Junior Class—Gold medal (The
O’Brien medal) to Harlow F. Pease,
’06. Prize to William J. Vlymen, ’06.

Sophomore Class—Silver medal to
Thomas A. McCann, ’07. Prize to
Francis E. Keenan, ’07. English com¬

position prize to J. Herbert Doyle, ’07.
Freshman Class—Silver medal to John

H. Hood, ’08. Prize to Howard C.
MacDonald, ’08. English composition
prize to Martin F. Douglas, 08.
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WITH THE OLD BOYS.
The annual meeting of the alumni

was held in Gaston Hall on Monday, the
12th. Mr. Justice White was elected
President, Assistant U. S. District At¬
torney James Easby-Smith Secretary,
and Richard J. Watkins Treasurer of
the Association. Following the meet¬
ing the Association was given an in¬
formal banquet in the New Building,
which, as it was lately presented by
Mrs. Thomas F. Ryan of New York,
will hereafter be called the Ida M. Ryan
Hall. Father Daugherty in the course
of his remarks stated that he had been

offered $50,000 with which to erect a

gymnasium building.
Rev. Father Daugherty said that he

intended to seek donations amounting
to $500,000 for the development and
improvement of the university. He
said, in this connection, that other col¬
leges of the country are “getting back
to our idea of small classes where indi¬

vidual instruction can be had.” For
100 years, he declared, Georgetown Uni¬
versity did not receive $100,000 in gifts,
while vast sums were placed at the dis¬
posal of other institutions like Prince¬
ton, Yale, and Harvard.

Dr. James Dudley Morgan, the retir¬
ing first vice president of the Associa¬
tion, acted as toastmaster. He intro¬
duced Mr. Louis P. Shoemaker, who
spoke enthusiastically of the training af¬
forded by the Law department, of which
he is a graduate, and argued that a le¬
gal education is of inestimable value in
any walk of life. He urged the mem¬
bers of the association to co-operate
with the rector in the upbuilding of the
university.

In response to a demand from those
present, Dr. Morgan called upon Mr.
Easby-Smith, the .newly-elected secre¬

tary. Mr. Easby-Smith was given an
ovation when, in the course of his
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speech, he referred to the “want of
unanimity” of action among the grad¬
uates of Georgetown, and advocated a
plan to draw all the departments of the
university to one campus. He said that
the building of the university hospital
close to the historic site was, he hoped,
the first step in this direction; and he
told the members of the Association
that it was their duty to foster this ’var¬
sity spirit and lend their hearty aid to
the centralizing of the work of the four
schools of the university.

At the business meeting, Mr. Claude
Zappone, director of aquatics, reported
on behalf of the committee in charge of
procuring a site for a new boathouse,
that the committee had, since the last
meeting, raised $3,000 by subscription
of members of the alumni toward the
fund for the purchase of ground and
had practically completed negotiations
for the acquisition of an admirable lo¬
cation. The meeting was brief and no
other business of general interest was
transacted, except the election of offi¬
cers.

Dr. Samuel S. Adams was elected
first vice president; Attorney J. Nota
McGill, second vice president, and the
presidents of the New York, Philadel¬
phia, and Scranton-Wilkesbarre, branch
associations, third, fourth and fifth vice
presidents, respectively. In addition to
the officers designated, who are ex-
officio members of the executive com¬

mittee, the following were chosen as
members of that committee: Charles
E. Roach, William H. De Lacy, Dr.
John F. Moran, Dr. R. T. Holden, and
Claude Zappone, all of Washington, and

Neal Power, of California; Charles Mc-
Oahan, of South Carolina; Ledyard
Lincoln, of Ohio, and Dr. Bossidy, of
Boston, Mass. This committee, like the
administrative officers, are to serve for
the next two years. A resolution of¬
fered by Mr. Easby-Smith was unani¬
mously adopted, providing for a re¬
sumption of the mid-winter banquets of
the Association. Those present were:

Charles J. Murphy, Rev. Jerome
Daugherty, S. J.; Vernon M. Dorsey,
Daniel C. Callaghan, Joseph I. Keefer,
E. D. F. Brady, Harry E. Mann, Dr. S.
B. Muncaster, William C. Gwynn,
Tames D. Morgan, George M. Kober,
Walter J. Lambert, W. F. Quicksall,
Louis P. Shoemaker, Thomas A. Steph¬
ens, Anson S. Taylor, William Henry
Dennis, William Plenry DeLacy, John
E. Moran, R. J. Watkins, Thomas
Bryan Huyck, J. S. Easby-Smith, Hen¬
ry R. Gower, ’98, Charles C. L. Horsey,
’01, Joseph L. McAleer, ’00, John R.
Miller, Stuart McNamara, Charles W.
Arth, Albert E. Berry, J. D. Hird, Eu¬
gene F. Arnold, ’79, John A. Whelan,
’95, PI. Aug. Gaynor, S. J., James A.
O’Shea, ’99, S. Logan Owens, ’03, John
A. O’Donoghue, A. M., M. D., Jean F.
P. des Garennes, W. N. Roach, Jr.,
Charles E. Roach, Daniel W. O’Dono-
gliue, E. Herbert Block, Eugene F. Ar¬
nold, Hale Stoner Lusk, F. A. Camal-
ier, George R. Collins, Maurice J. Gel-
pi, John W. Fairfax, Jr., Francis T.
Kanaley, Thomas' F. Cullen, Joseph T.
Lynch, Don Carlos Ellis, Robert J. Pen-
dergast, Albert M. O’Neil, John Lewis
Johnson, Joseph C. Stack, George E.
Bandel, John Francis Heffernan, Joseph
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A. Kuhn, Harry A. Hegarty, James B.
Horrigan, Hugh J. Eegan, and Francis
P. Sullivan.

Mr. Brady having declined the nomi¬
nation of the Executive Committee for
office of Secretary, which he has occu¬
pied for many years, the following reso¬
lution of Mr. W. H. DeLacy was adopt¬
ed by a rising vote of those present:

“RpsolvEd, That the society of alum¬
ni has heard with regret the announce¬
ment of Mr. Eugene D. F. Brady that
he desires to be relieved of the duties of
Secretary of the society, a position he
has so acceptably filled for the past
twenty years;

“Resolved, That the society extends
its hearty thanks to Mr. Brady for his
long and valuable services in this posi¬
tion ;

“Resolved, That as a slight testi¬
monial of its gratitude the society here¬
by tenders him a life membership.”

A resolution of thanks to the retiring
Treasurer, Dr. F. O. St. Clair and like¬
wise tendering him a life membership
was also adopted by a rising vote, upon
motion of Mr. W. lienry Dennis.

President, Hon. Edward H. White,
La.; first Vice President, Dr. S. S.
Adams, D. C.; second Vice President, J.
Nota McGill, D. C.; third Vice Presi¬
dent, President of Philadelphia branch
society; fourth Vice President, Presi¬
dent of New York branch society; fifth
Vice President, President Scranton-
Wilkesbarre branch society; Treasurer,
Richard J. Watkins, D. C.; Secretary,
Jas. S. Easby-Smith, D. C.; Executive
Committee, in addition to ex officio

members, Dr. John F. Moran, D. C.;

Wm. H. DeLacy, D. C.; Chas. E. Roach,
D. C.; Dr. Raymond T. Holden, D. C.;
C. R. Zappone, D. C.; J. Ledyard Lin¬
coln, Ohio; Chas F. McGahan, S. C.;
Dr. J. C. Bossidy. Mass.; J. Neal Power,
Cal.

L. William Menger, who is general
manager of the Southern Messenger,
San Antonio, Texas, remembers Alma
Mater by allotting the first news-para¬
graph of his paper to the 88th Com¬
mencement of Georgetown.

It is with deepest regret that we an¬
nounce the death of Mrs. Ann Elizabeth
Gracie, mother of Col. John M. Gracie,
of Little Rock, Arkansas, and grand¬
mother to John Pierce Gracie, ’oi, cap¬
tain of the football team, and Asa Gra¬
cie, ’oi. Mrs. Gracie was nearly 82
years of age, having been bom October
25, 1823. Among the more sorrowful
at Georgetown is Father Carroll, who
has many reasons to remember Mrs.
Gracie's hospitality. R. I. P.

While the Commencement exercises
were in progress on June 15th, a tele¬
gram from Neola, la., announced the
death of James Morgan’s father. To say
that the sympathy of the Journal goes to
him in this time of trial is the expression
of a deep sympathy from everybody at
Georgetown and many in Washington.

The class of 1906, of which Jimmy
was President, went to communion in a

body on Saturday morning, the Mass
being celebrated by Father Macksey, S.
J., the Professor of Philosophy to 1906.

Georgetown owes a debt of gratitude
to Jimmy for the way in which he stuck
by the team during his father’s illness,
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When the crew that carried the Blue
and Gray reached Poughkeepsie the New
York papers, with their accustomed per¬

spicacity, spoke slightingly of its
chances, and declared it no factor in the
race. We who had seen its perfect form
on the Potomac knew it would account

for itself, and hoped for third place or

perhaps better. The eve of the race
witnessed a change of opinion, and the
New Yorkers were content with confi¬
dence that Columbia would beat George¬
town, which by the way, she did not.
In a drizzling cold rain Mr. Bangs,
chairman of the stewards’ committee in

charge of the race, and Mr. Ellis, in
charge of Pennsylvania’s crew called at
the boathouse to look over the crew, and
after their departure Mr. Dempsey took
the boys out for a grueling hard prac¬
tice in spite of the storm. The men
showed plenty of snap and strength,
though owing to poor conditions of wind

and water they could not exhibit the best
of form. Yet they turned in that night
sure that on the morrow they would ac¬
count for themselves. How they did
so Frank Hayes tells in his account,
written for the Journal on the spot.

Poughkeepsie, June 28, ’05.
Except for the slack tide, the Pough¬

keepsie Highland course could not have
been in a better condition. It was ideal.

Thirty-five thousand spectators were
said to be present on the bank, yachts
and observation train. Wisconsin was

first to put in an appearance at the start.
They were a heavy crew, averaging 175
pounds. Next came Columbia, then
Georgetown. Syracuse, Cornell, and
Pennsylvania soon followed.

The start was fairly even, although
Wisconsin got off a little ahead.

From the very start Cornell forged
steadily ahead and at the half mile mark
was three lengths ahead. Syracuse was
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second by less than a quarter of a length.
Pennsylvania, Wisconsin and George¬
town were even and Columbia fell back
to last place, at least a length behind.
At this point Georgetown was rowing
a thirty-four stroke. At the mile Cor¬
nell was four lengths in the lead, Syra¬
cuse second, with Georgetown, Pennsyl¬
vania and Wisconsin scarcely a yard be¬
hind. Here began the race of the day
for second place. Georgetown’s per¬
formance brought cheers from the spec¬
tators again and again as the Blue and
Gray slowly but surely overhauled the
sturdy pupils of Ten Eyck. . Here Co¬
lumbia began to gain on Wisconsin. She
picked up a length and closed in on the
favorite for last place.

Here Syracuse tried one of her fam¬
ous spurts, but could not shake off the
Georgetown eight, which held its own
side by side with them past the two-mile
mark. At the two and a half mile mark
Cornell led by eight lengths and Syra¬
cuse had drawn half a length away from
Georgetown. Pennsylvania and Colum¬
bia were a length behind with Wiscon¬
sin fast falling farther and farther to
the rear.

At the bridge Georgetown began to
gain and the most magnificent fight for
second place ever witnessed at Pough¬
keepsie continued between Syracuse and
Georgetown. So steady was • George¬
town’s swing and effective its catch that
it could hardly be doubted that the Blue
and Gray had won second place. Co¬
lumbia was two lengths behind, leading
Pennsylvania by a quarter of a length.
At the three and a half mile mark just

as Georgetown was about to pass Syra¬
cuse, she was noticed to drop back. Su-
peiior weight was telling and although
the Georgetown eight finished like
heroes they could not make up the space
which held Syracuse in second place.

Cornell passed the finish line twelve
lengths ahead of Syrause, with George¬
town one length behind. Columbia was
fourth, barely beating Ellis Ward’s much
heralded Pennsylvanians. And last of
all came Wisconsin, hopelessly beaten,
but game losers, fighting it out to the
bitter end.

Taking into consideration that
Georgetown was the most formidable
contestant of Syracuse, six of whose
men were in the boat last year when
they beat the far famed crew from
Ithaca, every Georgetown man should
feel proud of Georgetown’s victory, for
victory it was with but two veterans in
the boat.

Mr. Dempsey was greatly pleased with
the result and feels that the crew

brought credit not only to him but to
every loyal Georgetown man who saw
or heard of the race.

Among those who were on hand to
congratulate Mr. Dempsey and his game
little crew were Frank Kerns, for re?
stroke, Jim Duffy, Fred Carlin, John
Parrott and a host of other old boys.

Father Ryan followed the race in the
Georgetown launch and several times
led a cheer for his old pupils. Fr,
Cryan of Fordham was waiting at the
dock to welcome the boys as they pulled
back from the finish.

Frank Hayes, ’06,
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To this we subjoin the morning ac¬
count in the Washington Post.

Poughkeepsie, N. Y., June 28.—
Georgetown University’s eight landed in
third place in the star event of today’s
regatta after one of the most brilliant
fights for second place ever seen here,
the Southern men being beaten out by
only a scant two seconds.

The eight left their boathouse this af¬
ternoon about 3.30 and rowed up to the
mark, accompanied by Coach Dempsey
in the launch. A short wait was made
until the time of the start of the big race,
and then Georgetown slowly paddled up
to the stake boats. They were a trifle
too early.and Dempsey made them pad¬
dle around a while until Pennsylvania
and Cornell reached the mark. A false
start was made, due to over anxiety on
the part of Georgetown, but the eights
got under way immediately.

At the command Georgetown swung
into action, every man showing fine oars-

manship. Wisconsin did not seem to
worry the Blue and Gray by its great ef¬
fort at the beginning, and it was only
after the first mile was passed that it
was seen Washington would be a factor
in the race.

Georgetown was rowing steadily at
thirty-two, and was going easy. Cornell
had passed the boats of the other crews
as if they were anchored, but the real
struggle was for second place, and never
did crews go more gamely. At the two-
mile mark Georgetown was third, with
Syracuse two boat lengths to the good,
and so the contest was waged until the
bridge was reached, where the men from

the venerable Jesuit institution began to
move up, and they cut the Syracuse
crew’s lead down to about half a length.
Here the Blue and Gray shell suddenly
stopped, and it was seen that Neill at
No. 7, the heaviest man in the boat, was
in distress. He had been pulling the
whole of his strength all the way and at
this point gave out. Coxswain Shriver
pleaded with him, but the big fellow
seemed all out. Then Shriver began to
throw water on the big fellow’s face and
he revived. Stuart went out about this

time, but only for the space of a few
seconds, and recovered before the ob¬
servation train, which was now cheering
for the men from the South, realized
what had happened. Stuart was in bad
shape, but with bulldog gameness kept
up the fight, which had lasted for three
miles and a quarter. At this point
Backes, whose condition had been wor¬

rying Georgetown, was seen to be wob¬
bling, but with heroic gameness he stuck
to his task and raised all the beef that
he could master. When Neill began to
grow groggy he lost his oar and the
eight fell back, but after he came around
the whole port side threw its energy into
the breach and began to pull up on Sy¬
racuse again.

Three-quarters of a mile from the fin¬
ish the little coxswain’s voice could be
heard calling upon the men and implor¬
ing them for their love of Georgetown
to get after the men from New York.

Columbia was taking advantage of the
distress of the men in third place and
was putting all the beef it could into the
swing. It looked pretty bad for George-
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town, but the men responded gamely
and shoved their shell up on the Syra¬
cuse boat. Columbia was coming up

wonderfully and killing the distance.
Georgetown was not to be outdone and
laid to it.

Comment on. the gameness of the
lightest crew in the race was all that
could be heard on the observation train,
and Cornell was cheering for the men
from the South. By this time the fin¬
ishing line had been crossed bv Syra¬
cuse, and a boat length after George¬
town went over, after meeting one of the
greatest receptions that was ever ten¬
dered to a crew from the South here.
Columbia came over a length after.

Tonight the whole town is wearing
the Blue and Gray, and it is almost as
prominent as the red and white of Cor¬
nell. The race that was rowed here to¬

day is conceded to have been one of the
gamest ever put up by Georgetown.

The eight, after resting, took the boat
over to the house, and Backes was found
to be quite sick, his stomach being af¬
fected, but a good rubbing restored him.

From today’s showing it is said by
critics here that Georgetown should be
a keen contender next year. After din¬
ner at the hotel the balloting was held
for the captain of the next year’s eight,
and the choice fell upon Sidney Mudd,
Jr. This is his second year in the boat,
and as he is in the class graduating in
1906, it is felt that the men made a good
selection. He is the son of Congress¬
man Mudd, of Maryland, and rowed Nd.
4 this year, although at one time it was
feared he would be out of the boat on

account of sickness. The election was

unanimous and the crew broke training
at once. They will leave over the West
Shore Railroad tomorrow, taking the
shell with them. It was unrigged and
made ready for shipment tonight after
the race.

A great crowd of Georgetown’s alum¬
ni were here today, among whom were
Frank Kerns, who rowed in the George¬
town boat three years, and Jim Duffy.

Courtney, the sage of Cornell, had
nothing but words of praise for George¬
town, and said that he thought at one
time tire men would land in second place.
He says that the form of the men was a
source of much pleasure.

“Pat” Dempsey is the happiest man
here tonight, and his face was wreathed
in smiles as he congratulated the eight.
He says that his men rowed a perfect
race and should have been second, bar¬
ring the accident to Xeill when the big
fellow lost his oar.

“It is one of the gamest crews that I
ever handled,” said Dempsey, “and their
form today was as near perfect as it
could be. They responded to my in¬
structions and showed how well they
understood them. We had a hard time

getting material and have had hard luck,
but the work of today’s eight makes me

forget all of that. The crews should
have kept out a little more into the
stream, where they could get the bene¬
fit of the tide that flows so strongly, and
had they done this it would have helped
us. As for Neill and Backes and Stuart,
why, they rowred the race of their lives.
Georgetown may well be proud of the
showing, and it will give an impetus to
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aquatics in the institution. Like 1902,
this year was a crucial one, and had we
not made the superb showing that we did
the crew might have been abolished, but
now I think the alumni will rally and
help.”

When asked about his returning to
Georgetown, he replied: “My heart is
there, and I will stay there until I
demonstrate that the Blue and Gray is
as good as any. It is one of the light¬
est crews that I ever had.”

Dempsey will go with the crew to¬
morrow to Washington.

Wisconsin, on account of her poor
showing, may not be represented here
next year, but the rumor that Annapolis
will take part in the regatta next year
has not been verified, except that when
Columbia was down on the Severn the
Middies intimated that they would like
to come.

We subjoin the order and time of the
race and the make-up of the Georgetown
crew:

Cornell first, 20 minutes 39 2-5 sec¬
onds; Syracuse, 21 minutes 47 2-5 sec¬
onds; Georgetown third, 21 minutes 49
seconds; Columbia fourth, 21 minutes
53 3'5 seconds; Pennsylvania fifth, 21
minutes 59 4-5 seconds; Wisconsin
sixth, 22 minutes 61-5 seconds.
Pos. Name and class. Age Ht. Wt.
Bow..W. R. Rice, ’08..20 5 11 164

2 ..E. H. Backes, ’05.22 5 11 150
3 ..W. Graham, ’05..22 5 11 155
4 . .J. M. Stuart, ’07. .19 511 157

5 . .S. E. Mudd, ’06. .20 6 157
6 . .L. V. Canario, ’05.21 5 10 190
7 . .T. E. Neill, ’08. . .24 6 2 190

Stroke..H. Barber, ’07.22 6 158

Averages 21 5 11 161 1-2
Cox’n.J. N. Shriver, ’06.19 5 6 130

TO OUR WATER NYMPH.
‘ Oil poor Georgetown they’re beaten,” wailed

a pretty maiden whose eyes were as divinely
blue gray as the colors of the college she wore—
From the A. Y. Sun account of the race.

O gray-blue eyes divinely fair,
And wet with precious tears to think
Of Georgetown falt’ring on the brink

Of glory due to those who dare.

We know not whose those eyes may be,
But dear to us for ever more

Are gray-blue eyes that to the fore
Lead on our boys to victory.

Take comfort, sweet, and dry thy tears,
Or let the rainbow shine between.
We have not won, but we have seen

A crew to glory in for years.

We have not won; but we have made
A record in a glorious race
And our light lads will gaily face

Defeat like this, when all is said.

Take comfort, sweet, for he who tries
With adverse odds to win his crown, ,

And knows dear hearts are still his own,
Cries “Blessings on your gray-blue eyes.”

’06
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As an echo of our Virginia entangle¬
ment the Journal has been requested to
make public the following letter:

Washington, D. C., June 30, 1905.
Advisory Board, Georgetown Universi¬

ty, Washington, D. C.
Gentlemen: I hereby respectfully

tender my resignation from the Advis¬
ory Board of Georgetown University
Athletic Association.

In view of the many accusations re¬

cently hurled toward Georgetown, and
particularly against the Advisor}' Board,
I feel it incumbent to give some reason
for my present action.

The utter helplessness of the Board to
interfere in athletics, as shown by the
unexplained disregard for the decisions
of the Board throughout the past year;

together with the fact that the Board
has been represented, and justly so, as
the highest athletic power at George¬
town, should prompt each and every
gentleman connected with the Board to
resign.

For other reasons, any one of which
would force me to resign, in justice to
the Law Department, which I have the
honor of representing, together with the
fact that athletics at Georgetown are prac¬
tically regulated by an outsider, whose
connection therewith is a source of dis¬
pleasure to the alumni, this resignation
is respectfully tendered.

Respectfully yours,
Raymond J. Abbaticchio.

Law School Representative Advisory
Board.

[ *IL J


