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pons  of dJdown-right perjuzy in
order to sustain thle woman’s story,”
Butit wae not necessary to do anything
of that kiod,, Mr. Pareons might have
been honee' ly mistaken after all this
lapse of time. Naturally his feelings
were greatly wrought up, family pride
and honor stepped in, and he was thus
unintentionally led away ino his be-
ilef. Mr. Varlan mentippned the gir-
cumstance of the marshal telling Mrs.
Giesy when he took Priudle to her
bousé that the judge and prosecuting
uttorney desired her to be received
there, a8 she waa unllke au ordinary
prisoner. But the tune in that regard
had mince been changed. And why
tbe change? Why should the marsh:
have pald to Mr. Vandercook, “[f she
doee not go back to Qlesy's, send
her into the ce}?? (Counld eounsel
give hise motive for that? The story of
the drive to the pealtentiary was re-
called, and alvo the alleged interfer-
ence of tbe marshal with Anna Prin-
dle at the office in the penitentiary. It
was atated that they were interrupted.
Who interrupted them? Glesy’a son.
it wag sald; s boy of fourteen, who had
never been called by the defense,
though quite old enongh to give avi-
dence. The occaeion of the gathering
of relutives at the Glesy repidence wue
once more raked up, and at some length
the district attoruey aAnnlyzed the evi.
dence of the various witnesses, with
the object of showing that they were
mistaken. If this matter had never
come into question, Mra. R. A. Giesy
—who was so very positive in what
she paid—could not, tosave her life, gy
a matter of lodependent recollection,
havetold whether the door between the
Eitchen and eitting room was open or
shut.

Anna Primile would have named such

With her general character for | par
intelligence, was it at a)l probable that |jron bam

eral conduct of nffairsat the penitentiary
Mr. Varian remarked that so much
as to the management of that institu.
tion had cropped up Jduring this inquiry
that they were enabled to form .a
toletahly fair juigment as lo what the
marshal’s ideas were concerning these
thinge. Mageie Forkner was in
cuatody simply se a witness, and should
have been placed in the county jall
or sorae house of detention, for even if
she were n prostitute she had a right to
control her own person and her own
asgoclations. 8Bhe wne taken and
placed in the women’s ward with two
or three others, and kept there. The

marshal knew thut during thle time |

it wae rumored in the penlwntiury

that at least one of the convicts had a | but it falled.

key which admitted him (or them?lnto
the women’s ward. He kuew it be-
cause the warden bad informed him
that the guards hod been In the habit
of allowing these copviots to go down

and talk with the wolen
through the bare of thetr
windows. Among the privileged ones

was Loomis, the twelve-year term bur-
glar from OQgden, Kssie Banke® lover,
who took part in the picoies in the cor-
ridor in the day time. But when Mies
Prindle came upon the scene there was
n pew element introduced that they
djd not want. Could anybody imagine
guch a state of things possible in a re-
formalory institutlon? The cooditions
were such that not only the cobvicts
but poseibly the guariis were parmitted
to have accers to these women in order
to reform toem! It wasan dnstitution
more like A reformatory of beasts than
human beings. Romeo climbed to his
Juliet on the baleony, but it remained
for the eonvict Lioomis, in thts prison
excellence, to pasa through
and windows (o reach

his Essle. {Laughter.) What scenes

8 place and time for the assault if she by day, what contemplations by night!
were relating a concocted story? The| The convicta furnished with keys of

seceny time o which the marshal wae
alleged 10 heve assaulted her in hie
private office in the Wasateh building
was referred to, and couusel argued
that the fuct that Miss Prindle was
seen walking slone in the hallway oEar

thelr own making! Mr. Vandercook was
wurden there, but only in name. He
reporteéd everythiing to the marehal, as
he did the complaints of there women.
No attention was pald to him. He had
not the appeintment of A guard; when

the corridor went to show that she had | he made » report against one of the

eecaped from somebody. Mr. Glesy,
the marshal’s brother-in-law, hissub-
ordlnate, hir dependent, had been sent
out of the office on Ao errand while
Mies Pripdle was there; but he
had not been caalled to the wit-
rdeps-stand, The wmarshal’s visit to
Mies Prindle’s cell was pext taken
up. Bhe hnd been thrown {into that
cell, into that corrldor,with prostitutes.
There waq no ¢scaps from those assocl-
ations. he was nbeoljutely in the
power of the marshal, He could bave
put her in the swent-box or anywhere
vlse.. Nn power more despotic pver the
person of the citizen existed than the
marlshal possessed there, and she knew
it. Was It surprieing, then, that she
hesitated and deliberated long before
telling ber story? Bhe lknew she was
standing salope, surrounded there by
the marshal's penrioners, dependents,
- members of his family cirele, and she
had a hard loud te roll. Nothlog but
pressure Jongand repeated could have
induced her to bring ber pname out in
the way she had had it brought out,
Bhe knew loo well the position in
which sbe would place herself if she
told of the marshal. After giving
veut to his feelings in regar.d to the gen-

gunrds who happened to be a relative
of the marshal no regard was paid to It;
and when he gave an order, it waa
countermanded by “the man (Giesy,’*
Essle Bankes wuas sarcastically dJe-
seribed by the district attoruey as “the
queen of the daily eaturnalia who
covered this modet priron with glory.**
It was she who wan eaid to have heard
the eouversation between Guard Btark,
Prindlse and Forkner concerning Lhe
marshal, and ber aseertions hereon
Mr, Varlan branded se a ,piece of
unblushing perjury, This woman was
permitted to go upon the astand and
cover her soul all over with ltes, to
drag down the reputation and Jestroy
the character and credibility not only
of Anua Prindle and Maggie Forkner,
buf of Mr. Stark aiso. If her testimony
had been true Mr. Btark would bave
stovd branded in thie community, at
the outset of his bricht career, as a
perjured scoundred whom no houest
man coulil recogn ze x8 he walked by
him, There wae a recklesn, an utter
and fatal regard for men wnd society
«xhibited in this attagk that wuas be.
youil hin comprehension. Why, in
God’s name, should B man who was
uot connected with this aflair, who
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stood beyond repruach, be suiected as
one of those to be dragged down into
infamy and degradation with them in
the counter attack? He could
only wscconnt for it on the
principle that the dJrownlpg man
clutched ut every straw. It would go
on record for many years yet to come
that this marsbal, charged with in-
humanly oppressing his feruale pris-
ousrs, et up A defense which he knew
to be false, and connected with it the
fair name and character of A young
man who had ptood hitherto above re-
proach among hie fellows. When the
Jefense staried in to attack the charac-
ter of Anna Prindle they sought to do
g0 througb the guatds and prisoners;
Never was there such a
tota] collnpee se In that particuler as
to Anna Prindle when the defense
took the mantle of Eesie Banks and at-
tempted through cross-examination to
place it npon her shouldere. But it
didn’t fit; 30 they threw that aslde,

descende* loto the slums, asnd
brought Torward tbat fellow Wolf-
ington—a parrot, a bird of

prey, a scavenger in the community.
With the lttle information be bad he
came into a court of justice and under-
took to drag down an unprotected and
helpless woman by attacking her char-
acter. “Wol{**—thut ehould be hie.
name—hknew nothing, be wae simply
at the saloon kept by Masterson for one
week—admitting his statement to be
true. Cowasel kpew pot what this
Masterson myptery was. No man
could yet search a woman’s heart and
divine what war passing there. That
Miee Prindle was desperately attached
to Mausterson —a man unworthy of her
—he'doubted not; but that there were
criminal relatiors between them be
denjed. There was no proof in this
caie worth a moment’s consideration
that it was so. “This fellow?’?! (sald
Mr, Varian, referting to the witness

Wolfington), ‘‘this dirty dog who
comes from the Blums, whg hag
no husiness, who has been
tried once for murder, who_

according to hlse own counfession, has.
heen arreefed here and beld to.answepr
for an asspult with intent to kill, who-
comee from nowhere and s going no~
where, who has no antecedents, no
pride of ancestry, and, Qod graut, no
hope of posterity—he comes here and
drage down a woman whom he paw for
a week and knowps nothing about, and
in cromg-examinuation eays that ull he
knowe of her he heard from Schell and
Lowenstelp.’’? And tbhey wers no-
bodye. Counsel lor the defendant had
tbe sgudacity to ask in this court room,
“Where I Mastersop? Why is e not
her ?” Whereas they themselvee had
bim for houre in thelr office, upatairs,
in that bnilding. *“Waas it for me to
bring him hert?” asked Mr. Variaon.
with scorn. No testimony bad been
given to prove that Anna P’rindle was.
an unchaste woman, nobody Kuew any-
thing about it exceptus it came fromy
the mouth of the **Wolt!** Masterson
himeelf depied it so far as he wus
concerned. The question for the
commieeioner to decide now was, “‘ls
there probable cause to believe that
thts man “is guilty of the offense
charged?!? ““We are told?’ (continued
the ‘prosecuting nttorney) “that the
grand Jury hae aliend y determined this
subject. Haer 1? We r‘rupuue ty have
a grand jury selected by some other



