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Mr Zaeharlah 4ontgomery,1ate Asslstant Attorney Goneral of tho

United States,has recently published a work,entltled "The School

osition that the publ1c-school system of the varlous states of the

enemy S
American union is the especlal of publie prosper1ty and private morn [”;3
ality. Taking this work for the basis of his argument Cardinal Man_.~”
ning,in the Forum for Marech,asks the question,"Is the Chriatianity

of America worth preserving?” and arriveg at the oonolusnon“that;”; ff7  

His argument in support of this concluslon,sd;far aa it olaims“ f;};&

to be based on facts rather than theory or ecclesiastical authority“

regts entirely upon statlstlca adduced by Mr Montgomery,whioh a8 he.
says,"show that in states where parental authorlty 1s respected in
edueatlon {that 1s,where the public¢c~sthool system doea not exiltt).
dcrlma suicide and insanity are notably less than 1n states.whoro |

*he publie-gschool system exists.” This is: the\key-stono of ther

whole argument. Taking this away thare romalns only a mass of dogmé

and speculatlon in regard to the relatlve rlght of ﬁhurch and qtate
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A‘t COMEDY OF

ERRORS.
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Mr Zachariah ﬂpn{gomery,late Assistant Attorney General of the

United States,has recently published a work,entitled "The School

Question from a Parental and Non-Sectarian Standpoint" weradiicning

and—oaieﬂgtnp-ono-pub&&ehod—aananal—yo&rs-ego(;n support of the prﬂﬁx.

osition that the pub11c-school system of the various states of the
enemy

American union is the especial of public prosperity and private mor=

ality. Taking this work for the basis of his argument Cardinal Man,,gf

ning,in the Fornm for March,asks the question,"Is the Christianity

of America worth preserving?" and arrives at the conclusion that
*the public-school system tends inevitably to its extinction.®

His argument in support of this econclusion,so far as it claims
to be based on facts rather than theorf or ecclesiastical authoritg,'
restg entirely upon statistics adduced by Mr Montgomery,whieh as he
says,"shoy that in gtates where paﬁental authority is respected in
edueatiogv(that is,where the publiec-sthool system does not existR)

‘erime,suicide and insanity are notably less than in states where

T ke el

ke publie-school system exists.” This is the keylsfone of the
' #¥hole argument. Taking this away there remains only a mass of dogma
and gpeculation in regard to the relative right of ‘hurch and State

to eontrol educational methods. The argument is fully stated in the

———— ke o o a8 s ek
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following extracts which the Cardinal makes from Mr Montgdmerny”'

works:

(;_'quﬂ-

are more moral,virtuous,conggd,happy and law-ab1d1ng,than an Ignoe'
rant people,let us suppose that we somewhere find living side by

side,two commnities,one of which is made up almost entirely of~ed— 

ucated people while the other is composed largely of 1111terate peo~7

79 SPI
Ple;and ttt-ﬁa&farther suppose that amongst those con31dered educa-,

ted,you find that in proportion to the population,they have'six =
eriminals where the more illiterate community has but one,—

what conelusion would you arrive at with reference to that kind'cf“

| aducation?”

He then compares the six New England states,Maine,Massachusetts

New Hampshire,Rhode Island,Conmecticut,and Vermont,with a groﬁp Br”

six Southern states,Virginia,Maryland,Deicware,North Carolina?SOuﬁh

Carolina and Georgia,on the basis of the Census of 186o,that,is,bgﬁf

e . : : .
fore the pestiferous”New Eriglandfree =gchoolésystem had been intro-

dueced into the Southern group of states. At that time the New Eng? h h1°
land group had 2,665,945 native born inhqbitgnts:?ardinal ﬁaﬁning}.:L ;l
says'native~born whites",but in this he isrin error:abo&t 25,o§diifu
of them weﬁe colored. Of the adult natives,only 3,453 were ﬁnébié ; :,

to read or write.'The southern group had 3,181,969,nativ§1ﬁhitagﬁafﬁjff'

"Keeping steadily in view# « +, that a people properly educated'.
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quoting Mr Montgomery. . -f'”*{i 
~"In the six New England states the proportlon of 1111terate naz‘

tive whites was only one to every 312 wh1l~ Vlrglnla w1th.her flve

out of her native whlte populatlon of a llttle more than two and a  fl ‘3

half mllllons had on the lst day of June 1860 2 459 crlminals in -T
prison’whzle 1rg1n1a Wlth her flve unlettered cOmpanlons,W1th a   f
native whlte populatlon of over three ﬁ11110ns had but 477 1n pr1$¥ f
on. That is,iiew England had one td every 1, 064 the'other‘grouﬁ one B

to every 6,670,1in prlson for crlme. i

It is upon thls data that the concluszon 13 based that the pdbz
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rett,and’ 1f 80, what do they prove?"
PTOfOGo* oFlBher ln the FORU“% for Aprll repljlng tO 't.he artlcle

of Tardinal "annlng,makes a v1gorous assault upon clerlcal educa-~*5

tion and attempts two forms of answer to the argument deduced from Leal

atatlstlcs g1ven 1n regard to the contrasted statal groups.-.f;~'
{1)That the argument is of fllmsy loglcal character--merely a R

post hoc,propter hoc.-In other words he say

that the presence of the publlc school system.zn the one group of

states and its absence in- the other is- the cause of the startllng

apparent difference. of one drlmlnal.ln prlson outrof every 1 064 of;;
..,_-bu,___ -

other. This may be true, but dentlyheufflclent

is assigned in explamatlon of e result 1t w1ll not do for the ob-'

jector to merely say,“1t does not follow there may have been other o

‘condltIOns-“ He is bound to p01nt out those condltlons. In thls ,dbg'f“’

it must be admatted that Prof Flsher lamentably falls. He declares"
that the dlfferenee 13 due to other condltlons and eltes three
whloh he says attdched to the New England group and dld not .’111'.*(.&1(:1’1':_"----""=

(I)Great manufacturlng een—d

ters;(2)large eltles (S)A vast number of recently-errlved 1mmagran f.jif

The first of rs in :dfu,f

. the southern group--must be adm'tted.The second—-the laeek of “largz gg

DT NI




citieg?, —-was ev1dently made wlthout due con31derat10n. Wllmlngton,_fe—

Del.,Aaltzmore,md.,Rlchmond Va.,W11m1ngton,N 0.,Charle§ton B C.,ef

Savannah, Ga.,and others in the southern group,were even better en-r

titled to be termnd "large cltzes" 1n comparlson w1th those of New -

' England in 1880,than at . the present tlme. ‘

Pror.F1sher relles on to account for the dlfierence 1t would hl al-;.f;f

most seem as if he had forgotten when the comparlson was made. In

1860 there were but 406 330 forelgn-born of all natlonalztles 1n

New England and to attrlbute to thls 1ncrement of the populatlon }.{ Cni

anaseﬁmum;ubquuﬁnnﬁqthe remarkable fact that there were s1x tlmes

as many criminals in prlson in one group as 1n the other is 31mply
zﬁbﬂu4a17 :

to inv1te 1ncredu11ty. The cause is ev1dently 1nsuff1c1engc In fact :' 
Prof.Fisher, whlle cla1ming that these results are due to other con"*_'

ditions than.enaos1n,te111gence,utterly falls to deflne what those “Lf-7

conditions are.
@
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As 1f awvare of the 1nsuff101ency of thls argument Prof.Fiaher. {~_T§

appeddls to Gen.Francls A Walker the Superlntendent of the Census j”"'

of 188e,t0 know what in h1s op1n10n was the cause of the dlscrepan:7




ness. He goes on to explaln how dlfferenccs mlght arlse “in

TtTe conv1ctzons for crzme in dlffereht states but does not say any-z-“«: ‘

TR
thlng to help us to understand why the proportzon Qn in confinement

natxon is no explanatlon at all. Thc mere 1nt1mat10n of 1nsufflclenr~:fe”j

O\M'

ey of a volume of the Census does not at all establlsh thc unrella.eifVH"

bility of a speclflc set of tables._The 51mple truth 1s that there-"
is no ground whatever for &h‘ susnlcion that the_tables used by dro:'

Montgomery and Pardinal

Oon the contrary,there is every reason to belleve that the facts

results are preclsely what any competent soclologlst falrly 1nformdd,

#

in regard to the. condltlons of the contrasted statal groups would

naturally have expected and though it was not complled by ,spe_tﬁ__.m.f

cial expertw,no reason S%ksuggesteqﬁhy the 1nqu1ry snould have care:af]_f

fully made in the northern group and wholly neglected 1n the south«rit

ern group. Yet when one secks to account for the dlfference by al-

leglng 1naccuracy of the statlstlcs thls 1s the task he undertakes«‘t‘-ﬁi

iw'.a» R S Y
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cial record. The 1nqu1ry 1n controversy was a verf 31mp1e one it

did not requlre an expert to make 1t ner was 1t one 11able to over-7”

: W , P _ . :
szght mlsapprehenszon or error._?ow many are there 1n your d1strlct

S -3 ) W B ' ) ' i o
and'penetentlar1es_oﬁgstaﬁeéprlsons;_Tnere;1s,qn¢ngalla1n;every -

county;s"omet imes 'thfee; dr' ?fom:' ...-.woiik—%heuge's in a‘ é’ta;te.-'ahc‘ifﬁever. -

of these 1nst1tut10ns?Was there any reason why he should fall to
report them in one group of states mere than in another? None what

ever. The South was flghtlng for power and needed all the popula—77'

tion she could. muster. The enumerator had a personal 1nterest 1n .
the number he reported and such an 1nst1tut10n was a bonanza to

him. No-anumevebﬁr could fall to know of ﬁhe ex1stence of a penalz

1nst1tut10n wzthln h1s dlstrlct and iould have ne concelvable mo-.:-ﬁ

T o
tive to omlt from—hls returns._We sqall f1nd these retgrns therefonbt. =

>
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and senteﬁced.

be a trifle over twsfyears. Iﬁ workhouses and ﬁerely restrlctlis'i”;nff'
1nst1tut10ns of that sort nlnety dsys would probably be a falr afsisffsff
erage term. So that 1t may be sald that the numbers'glfon,r;pfesent%
the: crlmlnals actually sentenced to ﬁhs psnlteﬁtlarles of the var1-§

ous states durlngffwo yeara\and the number actually'sent to Jalls_f

or workhouses as a punlshment fbr crlme,durlng the prev1ous three mrﬂ  g

months. Now, 1t cannot be sald that the excess of th1s latter class -
makes the d1rference 31nce the 2 459 in the - 31x Hew England states_;“iffj

is an average of only 4!0 each and deductlng the probable number 1n'1:7

State prlsons it leaves no room.for thc hypoth381s that the dlffer‘“5ls,_

trasted group of states!

one of which mlght be su suff1c1ent (l)An almost 1ncred1b17 excesslve o
criminal tendency among the people of the New England group.-Thls

to base their conclu31ons. Mr Montgomery 1ndeed does not hesltate

to state plalnly that “they have SIX crlmlnals where the more 1llrt2f7”“

erate comun1ty has but one." The Cardmal however avouis the 'bhe

expllc1t assertlon as 1f he knew 1ts fal"ty or feared that hls ‘”Altﬁj;f




in the New England group as 1n the southern one. Well may even the-f

zealous prelate have questloned whether 1t were p0381b1e that the

to wit,that the courts 1n the one group mlght not be w1111ng to con—«'

viet as 1n the other. ThlS hypothe31s 1s only suggested not proved

practltioner and judge the wrlter 1s 1ne11ned to the opin1on that

the balance would be on,the other 81de. Whlle there are no doubt

Ii

certa1n erimes which are looked upon wzth peculzar lenleney 1n eacku

of these groups*and fhlle 1t ise””hfeffi?ieii;f“’“fl‘L'“
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one of them makes the adequate punlshment of speczflc cr1mes almostﬁt
1mp0381b1e,yet 1t 1s probable that thls deflcleney is fully made upnfM |
in the inereased certalnty of punlsnment for other offenses._On thef _eﬁ

undeniable . = * -
whole, it is nnﬂ:xxxahin that the southern codes and courts were'

" more rlgorous in the deflnltlon and punlshment of crlme,and as a

rule, southern Jurles less 1ncllned to'"that v1sual atrophy whlch J.s"""‘"i
. - . - c,.q.' F) ', . o
mlscalled mercy" than.those of the North. In some opemee there was -

spectable citizen strlklng another“ It 13 by nO‘means certaln thate'A
punishment would be any gurer in a northern state than in a south— f“_”

ern one, though in most ‘cases 1t would be lzghter 1n the latter and '

the chances of other and mere serlous crlmes growlng out of it

servation of the penal laws and appllances of the two sectlons I

.do not hhsﬁkate to say that no. dlfference 1n punltlve tendency can f’

e e "b&.'__=.?UU,U:'I,:""'_T*
hibita,or that absence of mere polzce regulatlons whlch ha seems

to suppose characterlzed the southern group. As a fact the pollce

T

‘regulatlons of the southern states named were 1n 1860 a good deal

RN = P SO T




strlngent than those of New England the offenses more numerous andf

the laws qulte as apt to be enforced. Whether the rumseller Was as 7*

[

he 1nt1mates "regarded as a publlc benefactor" or not hls trafflc

was in all or all but one of those states the subJect of local re-;ﬂ ?d

: . . . .;
were a class of effeneee connected w1th the 1nst1tut10n of slavery,

. such as tradlng W1th a negro seduclng a slave to 1eave hlS master
and of fenses of that sort,whlch fully made up any lack there mlght

be in the llst of punlshable offenses.

There is, however one resPect 1n Whlch the two statal groups

were so obv1ously and glarlngly d1331m11ar as to destroy the force d

of any conclus1on based on these statlstlcs W1thout 1mpeachment of *;i--

the publie records or anJ 1mputat10n of thelegal trlbunals or moral
-& - . . B . : P .
forces of the q@pectlve sectlons._It 1s so s1mp1e so apparent and
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every 12 adults could not read or wrlte they«punlshed crlmlnals by"f

taklng thewr 11ves or torturlng or mutllatlng thelr bod1es._” o
There is no doubt that general 1nte111gence dlrectly tends t0-

inereagse the number of conVIetlons for crlme because uﬁder our San

tem the knowledge of crlme and the detectlon of the crlmlnal are?ﬁ

since a community of such general 1ntclllgenee.naturally con31dérs 5ﬁ
those proper subaects of publlc charlty who.aso 1n a less 1nte111¥-

gent community would be left to sub31st 1n a way by thelf own effmﬁc
It is not to be doubtéd that thefe are. eleéents and tendencles 1n -
-our public schoolssystem Whlch arécapable of 1ﬁprov~ment but no_ f f
argumcnt based on the proportlon of those "1n prlson fdf crlme” 1n  :

the two cont -asted groups 1n 1860 can have a feather S welght in -

P

tion of New England was greater than that of the other states. In 'fft:.;*

*

order to make such a comaprlson at all rellable a census should hatc-=- 

been made of those conv1cted of capttal erlmes those whose backs_ DR




'brundod and these who had recelved the greetlngs of thelr fellew~7"t"'

citizens from_the exalted po { 6 'of the publle stoeks. When such S

is a mighty generator of crlme and ignorance the bllnd guardlan ef EREE

o~

'_‘

public peace and pumy. S B






