Page of
Record.

[

2

IN THE

'SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS.

SOUTHERN GRAND DIVISION.

May TerM, A. D, 1894.

Lee Drom,
Plaintiff in Error, Brror to
e Criminal Court,
Cook County.

People of the State of Illinois,
Defendant in Error.

ABSTRACT OF RECORD.

a

Pracrra. 8
Transcript from justice of the peace. February 24,

1894, warrant issued; returned executed; February 28,
1894, parties appear; defendant waives jury trial in 'writ- :
ing; witnesses sworn and examined; February 28, 1894,
court. finds defendant guilty and imposes fine of $5
and costs; March .2, 1894, appeal to Criminal court of

Cook county.

34

Complaint of Florence Ke]}ey, faptory inspector says;,

that Fébruary’ 22, 1894, Lee Drom employed in the

manufacture of wearing apparel in a {

actory or workshop

for the manufacture of wearing apparel for sale, in Chi-
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cago, one Mamie Robinson, u female aged fourteen

years, more than eight hours s in sald day; that said Mamie

Robinson, on said date, worked in said factory for said.

Lece Drom more than ught hours; that such w01k con-
sisted exclusively of wmkmg in the stock room of sald
factory or workshop and splitting g garments for wages,

fixed at so much per day and determined by the total

number of days worked.

e

Warrant for arrest of defendant.

Appeal bond. — | | ]

April 20, 1894, appearance of parties in Criminal
court; defendant waives jury; defendant found guilty and
fined five dollars; motion for new trial; motion overruled ;
objection and exception by defendant.

Motion in arrest of judgment; motion overruled; objec-

tion and e‘wiceptinn by defendant.

judgment on finding.

- Defendant fined five dollcua and costs: ‘objection and‘

exceptlon to judgment; apy )Lal pray ed and allowed to the »
- Supreme court of Illindis, Southem grand dlvmon '

Bond and bill of exeeptmns in twcnty daya.

11-26 Bill of exceptions.
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Defendant waives in wntmu his right to trial by jury.

Mamie Robinson, a witness for the people, testified:

T was working at this same pla(‘_e the 8th of February;

can’t remember that I worked overtime that evening;

can’t remember that I told the lady that I worked all day

and the night before. . o o
btlpulatlon that Lee Drom employ ed said Mamie Rob-

~ inson, on the day in question as charged in the complaint,

in a factory located in Chicago, for more than eight hours
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ALzINA P. STEVENS, a witness for the people, testified:

I reside 671 West Momoe street; an, 181stant factory in-

spector for Illinois; began an inspection of this factory

Februar} 7th which I finished on the gth; it is a factery
of two floors, the fourth and hfth floors, of a brick block on

‘South Canal street, 17x; there is a laundry room belonging

to the establishment in front on the fourth floor and a
factory room extending back 145 feet, and the fifth floot
extends over both of the rooms of the lower floor; there
were 200 women, including minor girls and three males,
unployed there at the time of our inspection; the light on
the fifth story is good; in- the fourth story there are no
windows except in the rear across the narrow forty-five

feet width, it must be lighted by gas; have never been

there when the gas was not burning 1in that room on the
fourth ﬁoor it was necebsary in oxder for them to dox
their work; the cleanliness is very fair on the different .
floors; the air is very bad on account of the gas and the

~Jaundry; it s extremely hot:; saw Mamie Robinson wor k- -

mg there; spoke with her on the m O{nlng of the ogth;

was not there on the 22d.
Cross-£E xczmz‘mzt/on.

Don’t know who plcked out this pa'tlculaer girl as a
there were thirteen minors between-

witness in this case;
‘ hom was a boy and twelve -

fourteen and sixteen, one of w
on the day I mspected the atfidavits; we re-

ported all the mingr children that we found working overs
tlmc, as suffering by the \1o]at10n of the law on the partb .
of their employers, but why one was taken more than an-

other I don’t know.
Q. B} overtime do you now refer to wokag from

were girls,

i



éht to half- -past five, or workmg as this little gul has
stified to? ,

A. Both.

- Defendant submitted propositions of law as follows:

1st. As a matter of law, the court holds that the act
f the legislature of the State of Illinos, entztled “ An Act
) regulate the manufacture of clothing, wearing apparel
nd other articles in this state, and to provide for the ap-
ointment of state inspectors to enforce the same, and to

ake an appropriation therefor,” approved June 17, 1893,
1d each and every section thereof is illegal and void.
2d. That section § of said act is illégal ;;nd‘ void.

3d. That Section 6 of said act is illegal éﬁd void.
4th. That section 7 of said act is illegal and void.
Sth That section 8 of sald act 1s 1llegal and void.

6th That said act dﬂd each and ever} septlon thereof
{,emrazy to and in vzolation of the constltutxon of the
te of Illmozs

th. That section 5 of saxd act 1s mntxary to and in
ation of said constitution,
th That section 6 of said act is contrary to and 1in
atzon of sazd consututmn.
th, That section 7 of said act 1s cantzar} to and in
ation of said constitution.
ch ~ That .section 8 of said act.is commxy to and in
ation of said constitution.

-h That said act and each and every section there-

-d Stdtes cmd the amendmems thereto.

b That section § of said act is contrary t@ and in
ion of said constitution and amendments.
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 8th. That section 6 of said act is contrary to said con-

~stitution.

o g
~ 13th. That section 8 of sald act is contrary to dl‘]d in’
v1olatlon of said constxtutlon and amendments.

‘Court refused to find any of bald propasmons ob]ectlon
and exception b} defondant.

Motmn for new trial.

1st..  That said act, and eac,h. and every sectlon th\,xeof

“1s illegal and void.

2d. That section 5 of-said act is 1Hega1 and void.
2d. " "Uhat section 6 of said act is illegal and void.
' 4.th. That section 7,of said act is-illegal and void.

5th.  That section 8 of said act is illegal and void.

 6th. That said act and each and every section thereof
is contrary to and in violation of the constitution of Illi-

nois | .
7th"%'Th“at sectlon 5 of said act is Lontrary to said

DR

S

ch That scct’mn 7 of Sdld d(?t is contrarv to sald con-~

qtltuuon

| mth - That section 8 of said act is contrary to sald"

Constltution

11th. That said act and each and every section thereof
,' _ji's ‘comrary tosthe. constitution of the 'Uﬁited States and the

amendments thereto.

12th. That section 50f said act is contxary to the

Umted States constltutlon and amendments
- 13th. “That section 8 of said act is Contraly to, the

United Statee ‘constitution and dmendments ‘
(Motlon overruled; ob]ectlon and exceptlon by de-

fendant )y
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MOthﬂ in arrest of judgment on the grounds
1Ist, The ﬁndmg s contrary to the constitution of 1li-
nois. = | |
2d., The ﬁndmg is contrary to the Constnutlon of the
United States and the amendments thereto. |
(Motion dcmed objection and exception 1.
" Defendant found guilty and fined $5 and costs.
(@bgeatlon exception by def@ndam )

Appeal prayed by defendant,

Stxpulatlon in writing that appeal should be Eaken to or
writ of error sued out of the Supreme court of Illinois

for the Suuthem Grand Division, May termn, 1894.

Appeal allowed upon defendant giving bond.

'Signature and éea} of judge, A.pril' 20, 1894,

Stlpulamon that Orlgmcﬂ bill of cxceptlons be made part :
of xecord ' | ‘

Q@rtiﬁcate Gf cierk

> AssieNMENT oF Errors. -
First, The court below erred in refusingto find as

law the propositions of law asked by defendant

éea‘ond The court below emed in fmdmg defendant

gm}ty |
» Tk:rd The court below erred in overr uling the mo-

‘tion for a new ‘trial.

- Fourth. " The court below erred in denvmg the mo~;

| Uon in arrest of judgment.

Ffz;z ‘The court below erred in lendermg ]udgmentq

upon the ﬁndmg@
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,;Szm’/z The Judgmem is COHUC&FV to and in violation

of the provxsmns of the constitution of the State of Ilh—

nois.

beveﬂt/z The judgment is wmrary to, and in violation
of the provisions of the constltutlon of the United States

and the amendments thereto

By reason whereof the plaintiff in error prays thdt said

,}udgment may be reversed.

Joinder in error.
= , Moran, Kraus & MAYER,

Aitorney for Plaintsf in Ervor.
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