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imperturbable, lylng, bypocritical
be,ng who followed a life of duplicity,
faleehood and deceit—the other woman
frank, open and above board—and they
would see who  would come
oul best. Unless thie sortl of
blackmailing scheme were speedily
cheoked, tomorrow it would inveive
some other decent and respectable
man, and nextday someone else would
be drawn in. Nothing could justify
any conclusion but that the defendant,
Marshal Parsons, cught not to be held
‘on this charge for one.instant. The
‘testimony against bim was to be dis.
credited and refuted; it was incredible
on its tuce and ought to be stamped as
utterly unworthy of beliel. That was
what the defense asked. [t wus not
necersary for him tv go over the de-
‘talls of Lhis case,because the arguments
of his colleagues who had preceded
bim had been so conelusive.

Mr. Rawlins* address occupied about
twouty minutes only. and atl lte close
‘the cuurt took a recess till twp o’clock.

U. S, DISTRIUT ATTORNEY YARIAN

this nfternoon entered upon his task,
making the closing address on behalf
of the prosecution.  Punctually at twe
o’clock he cawne inte the court rooin
armed with a large ecrap book full of
newspaper clittings, and s amall pile of
'sheets of typewriter matter, obviously
for purposes of reference and quetation
in the course of his remarks. He is
expected to speak for a couple of hours
at least, having refreshed his memory
prior tu starting from a pDumber of
p 'ges of lead pencil notes in his pocket
ok,

“[ am ready,” said Mr. Varian at
2:15, and he at once started in. Coun-
se] begrn by saying that the object of
this in vestigation, as in the case of all
judieial inguiries, had been, ;and was
to ascertain the truth; and it would
now remain for the commissioner to
determine whether there war reason«
-able or probablie cuuse to believe that
the oflense charged agaiust the marshal
had been committed, and,ifso, whether
the Jefendant committed it. He
denied,,as had been msserted by Judge
Henderson, thal there wnas ‘fa some:
thing behind this prosecution—a some-
thing in the motives of the prosecuting
ttllmcer—-whlch would Dot bear inspec-

on.

The defendant’scounsel this morning
wid something dbout him (Mr. Varian)
belng compelled to take part six years
ago in certain proceedinge, and a paral-
le! wae drawn with the object of show-
ing that the course pursued by the
Prosecuting attorney was not consistent
By between then and now. In 1885
A yreat conspiracy was entered into
in thijs eity, tnvolving every member
of the then police torce, and a
great fund was raised for the purpose
of eatablishing houses of prostitution
bere, To accomplish what? In order
that the promoters might stock them
with imported harlots, whe through
Intrigue and solicitation might entrap
the unsuspecting snd unwary Gentile
into places and situations where
they ocould be observed through
<reep - holes, cracks and crevices by
those who had banded together to
bring about what they termed an ex-
Postre, The scheme wns carried our,
houses were rented, women were in-
worted from Colorado and San Fran-
€isco, and it waseet in molion. When
a1l was ready some 200 or more com-

plaints were filed in the Police court
augatost the unwary onea.

This investigation, said he, wap to
aecertaln the truth and find if the
offense alleged had been commltted,
and if there was probable cause to be-
lieve the defendant committed it. All
through this case an effort had been
made to drag into it that which did
uot belong here, and o drag ioto it
pergons who were not parties to the in-
vestigatiou. Much !atitude had been
taken in this direction by counsel on
the other side. Judge Henderson, for
instance, suggested that there was
aome motive behind this prosecution
which would not bear inspection; and
while Judge Henderson spoke of the
charity that should be extended to*‘thia
official,*” he forgot to

important considerations inlo ac-
count. He asked e (continued
Mr. Varian) what [ woulu do

were I in  this defendant’s posi-
tion. I cansay what [ would 7o0f do it
such charges were brought against me.
1 would not endeavor to blacken tbe
waters of investigation with the black
¢loud of the cuttle fish in order that I
might escape indarkness. I would not
try to screen myself behind the petti-
coats of my wife or my relatives,
Furthermore, I would put my own
word against the word of my accusers,
[ would not seek to mould publie opin-
jon or to ascertain in advance before
what magistrate the ecase would be
heard. Then,again, a parallel has been
drawn between s case 10 which I took
part some six years ago and this, as
had been foreshadowed by a subsidized
press. Now, the cases sre not at all
similar. [n the former a great con-
spiracy was entered into here,in which
were engaged the mavor of the city
and other officlals. The plan was to

stock houses with imported bharlots and

entice Gentiles there in order to bring
about an exposure. The plan was
carrled out, and even the governor and
other high officials were sought ay
prey to be drawn into thistrap. At Jast
some¢ two hundred complaints were
tiled. These houses wers closed and
these conspirators were brought in to

testify as to the very things of which-

they complained. Those complaints
were dismissed because all law,human
and divine, forbid thut the law should

be prostituted. The women were
brought back and we convicted
at least one arch conspirator,

who served a term in the county jail.
The prosecuting attorney here read
from his scrap book of newspaper clip-
pings ap to what was said in court on
the oceasion referred to, and, cootinu-
ing, said it was not for him tosay what
the object of the defense was in en-
deavoring to cover the case with mat-
ters forelgn to the Investigation. All
through this case the delense had
cbarged him with prosecuting a case
when they kpew' it was useless. [t
would pot be professional then if the
prosecution repelled this Insinuation.
[t would seem to hins nccording flo
statement of counsel, that no charge
made by nny prisoner was wortby of
credence. The stalute under which
this proceeding was brought was de-
aigned for the proteotion of the help-
lesa, The oppression of citizens at

large to citizens'at lJarge could be met |

take other|
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fortunes—the poor creatures who
were dependent upon their guards
for even their % poor privi-
lege of communleatinge with the
outside world. Would Mr. Critchlow
have him say when this story came to
him that the woman was not to be
believed? That when she entered the
doors of the penitentiary the sacred
garh of woman was stricken from her,
and she became only a convict to be
kicked about? He did not know that
when this woman was put in the pent-
tentiary she wag pul into a den of har-

| 1ots. The condition of affalrsthere waa

pol revealed uutil afterwards. [t was
true that a grand jury of the marsbai’s
own selection did not find an indiet-
ment, but that was no reason why an
Investigation sbould pot be had. If
counsel were of the opinion tbat there
was any conspiracy in the matter, that
the distriet attorney and governor were
concerned in foistiug perjured evidence
on the court, why dian’t they probe it
to the bottom? He (Mr. Varlun}) had
hetd a pubile ottice longer than Judge
Henderson, and never yet had such a
thing been intimated fu regard to him.
I1f the ipsinuation were true, what bear-
ing could it have on the facts? Maggle
Forkner was simply detained in the
penitentiary as a witness, and the
marshal has oo more right to throw
her into a cell than he has to throw
roe there. And the associates of
Annle Prindle while at the peniten-
tiary were those among whom she
was thrust. Maggie Korkner oould
have noobject in making this charge
against the marsbal, but it was sug-
gestod that A nnie Prindle wanted a
pardon. The question of pardon was
onthe other alde. It was Kasie Banks,
not Anna Prindle, who bad made ap-
plication for a pardon. It was also
auggested that Awna Prindie—whoa~
lips were sealed when cailed for sen-
tence, preferring to plead guilty “to
making the aame defense that waa
made in the Olsen crse—wanted no-
toriety. If this *“eool, calculating
woman?’! desired threugh this notor-
ietyg to get a pardon, she must have
known, of course, that these thinga
which' bhad been brought out would
securc it for her. [t was ridiculous.
Now, if this wouan was 80 cool and
calculating, a type of all that was bad
in the world, she would bave fixed the
occasion of these assaults when othera
might not have seen what took place,
But ine ach instance there were others
about who might bave seen it ali. ILf
she was 80 cool and calculating, why
did she take sueh chances? (ounsel
then entered upon a microsdopical re-
view of the evidence throughout.
He first took up the testimony of
Prindle and Forkner, and adverted to
the first meeting of the marsbal "and
Miss Prindle’In the private office of
the former on Septemiber 22und. Mr.
Varian Inid especia] stresa on the testi-
mony of Mr. M. K. Parsons, whose re-
cullection ag to that one purticular day
he asked the comniissioner not to place
too much reliance upon. [t wasstrange
that he sbould be sble to recolleot all
that hie did aud all that transpired on
that one afterncon and yet by unable
to call tomind things that took place
«n other occasions, If Mr. Parsons had
been there, would not Mise Prindle

in another way, hut the statute was de- (have feen him?  Ceunsel for
signed for those who suftered under [the defendant had said  “You
the crushing weight of their mis |must conviet Mr. M. K. .[Iar-



