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Where Ought Law Cases to Be Tried? And How? And By Whom?

RI'I.U)I*IRS of The Jeffersonian know, that
I have mever had anything to say about
law-cases that were pending in the courts.

A person accused of crime ought to be tried
by the men who are set apart by the law for
that purpose. Ile ought to be (ried at the
place pointed out by the law, He ought
to be tried i the manner set forth in the
Code.

We Georgians did not act as though we had
any business trying Nan Pafterson, Harry
Thaw, Albert T. Patrick, or Police-Lieuten-
ant Becker.

We left New York to handle her own cages.

We assumed that New Yorkers knew all
about them, and knew how to try them.

We assumed that the sworn jurors, and the
sworn judges of New York were honest, com-
petent, and conscientious.

We would have taken it as an insult to our
own Intelligence, and a gross affront to the
people and the courts of New York, had we
gone to prostituting our newspapers for or
against Patrick, Becker, and Thaw.

We would have langhed to scorn the propo-
sition that we Georgians go to holding mass-
meetings to influence the lawful, responsible
aathorities of New York.

The Jeffersontan didn't have anything to
say about the IFrank case, until after the At-
lanta Journal had published its outrageous
editorial, endeavoring to intimidate Judge
Len Il and the Supreme Cowrt, in the dis-
charge of their diuly.

The extra-ordinary motion fer new trial
was then pending, it was a contempt of court
for the Atlanta Journal to publish that edito-
rial,

In Re
Leo Frank

No such thing had ever before been done in
Ceorgia!

* Why was an exception made in favor of
¥rank?

IT a newspaper can be allowed to bombard
vhe court with thousands of copies of a violent
editonial, why not station mob-orators around
Lhe court-ho use, 1o denounce the jmiym, n
cilvance of therr decisions?

Where would that kind of thing lead us?

If the newspapers are to resort to mob
methods, why not turn loose the mobs, them-
celves, and let them fight 1t out?

In olden times, there w as Trial by Bat(le.
The strongest man won the case.

Shall we have #haf again? Shall the big
mob convict the criminal by routing the small
mob? Shall a mob of newspapers undo what
the sworn officers of the law have done?

Some prominent New York preachers are
flooding the country with a circular letter in
which they say that the State of (eorgia has
denled Frank a fair trial, and that “such de-
mial constitutes the gravest possible infringe-
ment on the rights of an American citizen.”

This circular 1s signed by Dr. Parkhurst,
Dr. Hillis, Dr. Remensynder and several oth-
€1'S.

Upon what do they base their accusation?

They base it on the Connolly-Burns articles
in Collier’s..

Those New York preachers have never read
the record in the Frank case, and they know
nothing of the evidence which proves his guilt.

Shall a lot of 1.:1!011(1111}1'5 and lawyers, hiving
in a distant State, usurp the functions of our
Courts?

Or, shall the modern Trial by Battle take
the shape of a contest between the Money and
the Law, between the Big Purse and the little
one, between the Rich and the poor?

Already, there is a most hurtful, demoraliz-
mg idea abroad—that the Law cannot grap-
ple with the monsters of the vast deeps of
crime, but can only pin-lool the minnows.

Is that true, in Georgia?

We shall see!l

Last Friday, the State of New Jersey, put
tc death a 17-year-ocld boy, who had com-
1nitted murder.

The killer was an Italian: the man killed
was an Italian: and the erime was one of
revenge, a normal human passion. The boy
shot the deceased, not intending to hit Azmn
at all, but te kill another man whom the boy’s
uncle wanted “removed.”

New Jersey tried this 17-year-old boy, con-
vieted him, and executed him, without eaus-
ing a ripple of excitement anywhere.

He was poor: his people are poor; and he is
dead.

Why didn’t the New York World, the Bal-
timore Sun, the New York Times, and Cel-
lier’s make an effort to have that little boy’s
sentence commuted ¥

Why didn’t Doctors Parkhurst and Hillis
make.an effort to get Aim off, with a sentence
fcr lifet

Just a waif of Ttaly, a land of hot passions,
of much squalor, and of much lawlessness:
just one little boy who had had no raising,

(CONTINUED 017 PAGE EIGIIT.)

ORE than once, The Jeffersonian has

called attention to Zruth, the® Catholic

magazine published in New York, Senator
Ransdell of Louisiana being a member of 1ts
honorar; directory,

When a periodical gives itself such a name,
it ought to strive earnestly to live up to 1it.
Lruth does not do so.

It not only publishes positive falsehoods,
but it deals constantly in the half-truths that
deceive those who are not acquainted with
the avhole truth,

Speaking ‘of (he celebrated Elizabeth Pat-
terson who married Jerome Bonaparte, 7'tk
lauds Pope Pius VII. for refusing to grant
the divarce which Napoleon sought for his
young mad-cap brother.

Senator Ransdell’s magazine should have
given its readers a more correct statement of
the case,

Napoleon and the Pope were at outs, over
that eternal question of Temporal Power.

Consequently, the Pope gratified his spite by
refusmg the divoree.

As every student of story knows, divorces
can he obtained from Popes, whenever the
Pope can get his price.

Ouly a few months ago, the rich Drexel
family of Philadelphia got a marriage “an-
nulled,” that being the word which Catholics

use in place of the Protestant word *divorce.”

".'.r—l..

Do the Ré_ﬁhan Caﬂﬁoh:: __EdﬂOI’S—TI'y 1{_5

After all, the high-priests of Rome gave
Jerome Hnll:ll}ilﬂt‘ his diverce; and _lll‘-‘ mar-
ried a Wurtemburg Catholic, while his Balti-
more wife, also a Catholic, was living.

The Roman high-priests also divorced Na-
poleon from his Catholic wife, Josephine; and
his second wife, the Austrian arch-duchess,
was also a Catholie,

Therefore, Napoleon had two Catholie wives
living at the same time; and the Pope, that
same Prus VII., saw fit to wink at the bigamy
—for from the PPapa’s point of view, 1t was
bigamy.

In spite of papal favoritism to those who

are rich and in power, Senator Ransdell’s"®

11];1.;;*:1;{}!11* l]ig:'-; up that one bad “break”™ made
by Luther and Melancthon, away back in the
popish Middle Ages, when they sanetioned
the bigamy of the Landaeave of Hesse.

Lather and Melancthon were wrong in that
instance ; but there is this much to be said by
way of explaining their conduct : the Roman
Catholic ehurch had tanght Luther its own
doctrine in regard to indulging the powerful,

What 1s called the J;:flx'f}-'fhur-"ff' .r;:'.fh"‘rff.rf}f" 1S
the Catholic form of bigamy, and it prevails
in Roman Catholic Europe even to this day.
It also prevails in Russis,

Under that form of marriage, Catholie
princes have two Cabholic wives, at the same
timne,

Tell Their Readers the ;l‘mlh?
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Lather made a mistake in one ¢xceptional
case, under exceptional circumstances, and at
a time when the Reformation was in desperate
need of princely support. S

But Luther did not systematize his wrong,
and his one bad example was never copied by
the Reformers, |

Now let me tell you a fact which Senator
Ransdell and his magazine will net dare to
deny :

U'he Catholic prces of the royal howses
in Lurope are all@Permilted to fecep acknowl-
edged concubines, and to have two Catholic
wives, if they soddésire,

Usually, the Catholie coneubine of the Cath-
olic prince is as well known at court as his
wife is, She is “the mistress,” and she cener-
ally has more influence than the law{ul wife.

She always has her priest, and this priest
rules the prince through her-—and she is often
his concubine, also.

As to the morganatic wife, she is simply {he
legalized concubine. She does not share her
husband’s princely state er title; and her so-
sial position is abont the same as that which
the favored concubine used to have under Jew=
ish kings, Oriental despots and Turkish sult-

_Ans.

7' his system of biganmy, & @ strictly Roman
CathoiVe invention and institution. g
The I'rotestants have never endorsed ity -
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PAGE EIGHT

WHERE OUGHT LAW CASES TO
BE TRIED?

AND HOW? AND BY WHOM?

In Re
LEO FRANEK.
(CONTINUED FROM PAGE ONE.)

no advantages, no education, no chance, no
friends, no money, no political pull—and so
he 15 dead.

Never a word did the papers or the
preachers say for him, and he was right there,
Tf"':"f !"J;f”"j' Lo f)}ﬁ'f. ?H‘*.’r

Never a word did the Chicago lawyers, and
the IXnights of -Columbus say for Aém, and he
was up there, rmighé . their own medst.

Lattle 17-year-old Ruggigiri had no money :
I rank eomimands unlimited money, and that
malkes all the difference in the world.

And yet 1t seems a hard thing for the State
to kill a boy whom the State itself has ne-
giected, and given no chance to be good and
nseful, That boy, aceording {o the evidence,
did what his uncle told him to do. Surely
here was a consideration that might have
moved the 1'!‘1;1![:;;5*9EHH of the World, the
d1mes, the Sun, and Colliers,

Here was an element of loyvalty to clan
that might have appealed to Doctors Park-
hurst and Hillis, to the (‘Itil'n;,,’:n 1:1‘;'-.-']_-'1‘1'5, LO
the officious Connolly, and to the Chicago
Knights of Columbus.

But the little Ttalian boy had no rich kins-
people to stir up racial pride, and so he is
dead.

His erime was committed after Frank's:
his trial was not more in accordance with es-
t:iblished methods than Frank's: the boy had
rot been sent to college and given the best
of chances in life, as Frank had been: but the
boy has gone the hard road of the transgres-
gor, while Franic, with his double erime on his
head, 15 reaching out to employ more lawyers,
more press-agents, more influences to save his
guilty neck, and to leave an indellible stain
u]mﬂ the records of (Georgia,

One lady whose letier appeared in the New
York World, stated, that the only evidence
spainst IFrank was “the eircumstantial evi-
dence of one witness, and he a scoundrel.,”

It never oceurred to this sympathetie lady,
that a ciase of “cirenmstantiazl evidenco” can-
not very well rest upon the testimony of “one
witness, and he a scoundrel,”

For the benefit of this Northern lady, and
of the professional sentimentalists, who are
meddling with our Georgia affairs, let us sup-
pose a familiar case:

Iet us suppose that this lady—whom we
will eall Miss Sally Simple—is the owner of
a jewel-box, and that a negro of thievish char-
acter had several times tried to steal 1t. Lot
us suppose that Miss Sally Simple had trusted
this box to the negro for half-an-hour, and
that at the end of that time, the boa was gone,
and that the negro could not explain what he
had done with it. Suppose that next day the
box was found, broken, near the place where
the negro worked., and where no one else
warked s and the rained bhox was «ll that she
found—the jewels were qone!

In such a case, npon whom would Miss Sally
Simple lay her simple hands?

The negro knew she had the jewels, the ne-
gro had tred to filch them, the negro manages
to get the box into his possession, when no one
¢lze & near; the empty box is found where the
negro ndmits he went, at the time of the theft;
the jewels are gone; and the rifled box is ly-
ing there, with its voiceless evidence of the
crime.

Who would Miss Sally Simple aceuse, and
conviet, and punish ?

. Reagoning forward, on the natural force

and meaning of the proved facts, you would
say, that negro got the jewels,

Reasoning bachkward, by the¢ process of ex-
clusion, you would say the negro got the jew-
els, because mo one else had the desure, the
knowledge, " the opportunety, AND- THE
POSSESSION.

It ig notorious vhat the recent possession of
stolen goods, unexplained, condemns the per-
son in possession; but how much more power-
ful is this presumption, when the person in
j”?—.‘-.'-_"--.".‘f-‘rf.'rr!fr; 18 shown to have coveted those very
goods, and to have tried, before, to get them?

If twenty white witnesses swear that the
accused was in the habit of stealing goods of
that deseription; and that he had shown a
decided craving for the particular goods n
question, would 1t shock the sensibilities of
Miss Sally Simple, if a Georgia jury returned
a verdict to the effect that the man got what
he wanted?

He was after it; that kind of thing was his
passion: the goods went into his possession:
they are found on his premises: he cannot tell
hiow they got there.

Wouldn’t Miss Sally, herself, vote the man
“Gadlty ?” ‘

Wouldn’t Dr. Parkharst do the same thing?
Wouldn’t Dr. Hillis do hkewise?

Would the Chicago Knights of Columbus
attempt to dictate to us, In a case of that
sort ¢

In the Chicago Evening Post, of Dee. 21,
1914, appears a call for a mass-meeting to be
held in behalf of Frank. The call i1s signed
by Abraham Meyer, Nathan Kaplan, Bernards
Mahoney, Max Schulman, Sylvanus Levy, and
Stephen Love, who stgns himself “Knights of
Columbus,”

When did the State of Georgia lose jurisdic-
lwon over her own affairs, and over men who
come here to live?

Where do these Illinois lawyers get their
authority to impudently pass judgment upon
Georgia cases and tmals?

What have the Knights of Columbus to do
with 1t?

Many and many a time, we Southern peo-
ple have felt bitterly the fact that Northern
sympathizers, who weep over the lynching of
negro rapists, never shed a tear over the white
oirls who suffered a fate that was infimtely
worse than lynching.

In this Frank case, we see the same revolt-
ing feature: all of this mawkish Sentimentality
that is being worked up by the Pulitzers, the
Abells, the Benjamins, the Abraham Meveres,
the Nathan Kaplans and the Sylvanus Levys
spends itself on Frank, alone,

There isn’t a single thought for the little
maiden: who was this gorilla’s vietim.

There isn’t a single care for the other little
girle, after whom so many other Franks are
I_H*m\rling.

There isn't a single word for the blighted
home in this ease, nor for the shadow of Fear
which such men as Leo Frank cast over ofher
homes whioh shelter young girls.

These girls have to go out to work. Dire
necessity drives them into employments where
danger and temptation beset them.

They toil at the pitiful wage of five dollars
o week: they can hardly keep body and soul
together on it: and if the natural desire of
youth for pleasure, and admiration, and pretty
dressing, and flattering attentions gets hold
of them, they fall right into the snares of just
siich fowlers as Leo Frank.

The negro who commits the one unpardona-
ble crime is bad enough, God knows! but the
depraved married white men who hire girls to
work, at five dollars a week, and who consider
themselves licensed to tempit the givls into the
path that leads to hell —THE'Y are the lepers
that contaminate sociely, break up happ
Lhomes, turn the onece dear faces to the wall,
fill the dens of prostitution; and spread vice,
discase, want, and desperate outcasts, up and
down the wintry streets,

And I am sorry to say that when a Jew,

k|
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who lias money and no morals, takes after
women he is the worst of libertines, and his
victims are not of his own race: kis prey-is the
Gentile girl.

Circumstanees convicting any defendant are
established, usually, by a number of witnesses,
testifying to independent facts, Some of the
facts are known to one witness, and some to
another, but all of the faets interlock to form
the chain,

This was so in the Tom Woodfolk case, 1n
the Durant case. in the McCue case, in the
Beattie case, and in the Hans Schmidt case.

None of the champions of Frank wall argue
the evidence: none of them will study 1t.

They howl about “mob atmosphere,” “mob
spirit,” and about *“Passion, Prejudice and
Perjury ;” but they take good care not to enter
into the conwvicting delails of the cuase.

Such a nation-wide crusade is being wagéd
against the State of Georgia, and so many
honest people have been misled, that it is of
the highest importince for our people to be

A,

set l'i:‘-:[]l- before the cauniey.
This my apology—if any is needed—for
again reviewing the convineing and conviet-
ing details of this horrible crime,, ;.
public school here at home.
It i madness: IT IS A SIN AGAINSD
OUR OWN CHILDREN. =
Aceording to the report of Bro. B. 1. Der-
nard, Treasurer, the contributions te Foreion
.-L\Il.‘ﬁf.‘"';“"”lﬂ f“r ].9,1';'. -ﬁ';f.!'}'”' ik uiﬁ-f"?'r"l'f,"jf". -
And cotton selling at ¢ cents!
The foreign free schools mainfained in
luxury, and our home schools starved ot !
The foreign students having free edneation
s;lun'eg] at them, and the home bovs and wirly
pleading vainly to get it! : g
Secular education running ten thousand
miles to catch a Turk or a Chink. and erads
g the grasp of the children who eanerl Yy TUnR
after it, HERE AT HOME! AT
Ah, Brethren, your system is wrong,

_—

Kicking Them Into Kingdom
- Come.

Lo

’]"II_P] greatest 'pupm* on earth, The Atlaafa
Georgihan, publishes the following item of
news from the European war: '

On straw, only bits of straw at that, along the
sides of these miserable, filthy hovels huddled hu-
man forms in blood-stained. muddy uniforms.
Around the doorways, in the stable. everywhere
they lay, heedless, inanimate. motionless.

A priest in high boots and black coat was stand-
Ing near one lot. He removed his hat and placed
over his coat a gold-mbroidered stole. He Eicked

with his beot the man nearest. He kicked agal
and again. g

: The huddled bit of humanity ulled itself to
1ts8 Knees, The prilest spoke to him and as he
spoke kicking the next one to arouse him to life,

Priest Blesses Siricken. |

Hardly had he blessed the first th -
‘nto a bundle again, than he sank

The third man was sepseless to the Kiek :
: E s BEO
iong that I thought his soul had already gone into
a vast eternity. Yet he lived. He tried to rise to
a’s knees. He could not. He sank back p.wars

less. The priest blesged him and passed on to
kick into consciousness others. -

The “blessing™ of this priest-in-boots was
rquivalent to a pass to ‘aradise.  Witheut
juch a “blessing.” the papist goes to purca-
ory from which he cannot be released, excepg
oy the payment of much money to the priests,

pe—— —i— -

“Socialists and Socialism” by Thos E.
Watson, has a vast amount of information of
nlerest and value to those who think they
thow _what Socialism stands for. Price 50e
Lhe Jeffersonian I'ub. Co., Thomson, Ga.

Life and Speeches of Thos. E. Watson will
meourage every ambitious young man wha

1as to struggle for success. Price 50c. The

leflersonian Publishing Company, Thomsong
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A New Hoss In De
Harness

Bro. Crumpton No. 2

' T the recent session of the
Tuskegee Agsociation, held
with Concord church, in lLee
County, Ala., I made a speech

on “The Commeission of
Christ.”” Brother H. T, Crumpton,

«kinsman of Dr. W. B. Crumpton, and

pastor at Notasulga, Ala., rose 1o
*“a point of order.” The chair re-
quested the point. It was stated
that my speech “‘tended, or would
tend to disintegration.”” The chair
declined to rule on it. I challenged
him before the audience. He de-
clined. j

After the adjournment, Brother
Crumpton No. 2 zaid: “Yon should
not inject such things inte our
worlk."” I inquired, “‘what things.”
He replied, ‘I saw the way you were
going, and anticdipated you,”” That
was a thundering proposition for an
“aeducated’” Baptist preacher. Points
of order are,raised, when the point
develops. He sold himself though,
by saving, “yeu are with Watson,"
thus acknowledging that Watson 18
in the air, in Alabama, and that the
breeze stiffens as the informatien he
proposes goes to our peaple.

That was the dagzer of his obsti-
nate aversion to truth, propesing to
deaden me with the aspersions he,
Brother Crumpten No. 1, and their
religious kinfelk heap on Watson,
with the antipathy they have for him
beacuse they cannet answer him,
My God, what a cowardly way te deal
with a man “in the land of the free
and the brave.” .

In the Nov. Hth issue of the Jef-
fersonian, Tom Watson was charita-
ble enough to say “‘the local preach-
ers who beg fer the money, are honrs
est. but deluded.” We all have our
definitions @f honesty, for oursalves
and others. Mine, for myself is
when I am put on notice of a tact
leading to the truth of a thing, |
pursue it till the truth is reached.
It seems to me that would be good
honesty for all of us Baptist preach-
ers who have the least intimation
of the inefficiency of our mission
methods, not only from Tom Wadson,
but our own missienaries on the
foreign field, such ss Brether T. I,
McCrea especially, who argues the
guestion with such pungent and in-
cigsive cogency that no ‘‘honest”
preacher could persist in impesing
on our Baptisti peeple with collec-
tiong in the nmame eof missions re.
gulting in “a positive hindrance” to
the gospel of Christ, and “a positive
disgrace' to Christianity, after know-
ing what he says.

The real truth is, I am sorry to
gay, too many of us preachers are
more afraid of “Our Boards’ than
we are of God, or of the devil, lest
they put us out of a “joli'" if we do
not obey their behest in money gel-
ting to be expended by them ac-
cording to their dietum, if our most
thoughtful, reputable, faithful, and
efficient missionaries do tell ns,
against their dogmatic protest, the
whole thing is a failure, consldered
in the Hght properly due. When |
mentioned Brother McCrea's “Open
Letter to Seuthern Daptist’ to Broth-
er Crumpton No, 2, he showed he
had contempt for it, knowing nor

caring anything for it, bhecause

Brother Crumpton No, 1, | presume,
had whispered in his ear that I was
Ywith Watson.”

“Our Boards” in secret complieit
conjunction with our Baptist presa,
tacitly, or otherwise understood, LY
mutnal consent, intervened and cen-
gorced it peremptorily frem them, by
a dogmatic assumption charactdris-
tic onlv of Incredulous usurpers of
Ya things belonging to the i indom

Christ, not for His glory, but to

tain methods of mission work
‘now would go down in Lhe
sn of Southern Baptist, M
¢ the faets,
fter iz the property ol

4. Baptists, belonging to them
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ns a matter of absolute right, for
the purpose it was written, because
it was addressed to them, through
Our Boards, as agents of the de-
nomination, to be communicated o
them accordingly, not to Our Boards
for themselves alone, as their acts
unjustly indicate, in the exclusive
way they exercise control over it.

Some of us, a few at least, are
not so docile in disposgition as to
submit to such without protest, be-
cause the open glare of irrefutabls
facts and figures will not permit
without suicidal violepnce to all the
known rules of correct reasoning Ior
determining questions on principles
properly harmonious with the de-
mands of Holy Writ, “Our Boards”
to the contrary, notwithstanding.

I am not ““with Watson” as a man
alone, but for the principles he ad-
vocates as a loyal American citizen,
not only on the mission question, but
others that foster supremely, free-
dom of speech and of press, the only
known bulwarks of American liber-
tv which appears to be endangered
by the cengorship exercised by “Our
Boards.” Tom Watson is a Bap-
tist. The name means freedom. 1
am proud of him and the name,. God
grant that he may live long and dip
his pen deep -enough in his ink to
quell every enemy of freedom, and
instead of being antagonistic to him,
we. Baptists shonld uphold him. May
we do it. God help us.

W. R. WHATLEY.

Alexander City, Ala,
-

ROMAN CATHOLIC ENCROACH-

MENTS AND ROTTENNESS,

Dear Sir: Under separate cover I
am sending you a copy of The Morn-
ing Star, in which your paper is given
a roast with the Menace, the Peril
and other papers opposed to the Ro-
man Catholiec church. The editor re-
quests all his subseribers to write
members of Congress to have your
awful papers suppressed. In same
paper you will find letters from Cath-
olic Knights to W. J. Bryan, Post-
master General and the U. 5. Senate,
Also notice the interesting account
of the miraculous medal. The New
Orleans Item which is also sent you
containg a garbled account of the
case of Mrs. Roth against Father
Scotti, in which you will notice an
effort to throw discredit on the wo-
man. Where the priest met the wWo-
man i8 not stated either by her or
the priest's defenders, but if it was in
a respectable place or a brothel does

not alter the fact that the priest got
from her $6,200 “for investment.”
It is reported that Scotti promised
to marry her and leave the church,
bit when she learned she wag only
one of a dogzen victims of the wily
priest she demanded the return of
her money. Scotti wrote threatening
to put her in the penitentiary if she
dared to expose him, When Mrs.
Roth entered suit, Father Scott fled
and sinde last spring has not dared
to return to the city. New Orleans
people in London early last sunmmer
saw him there at a hotel with a wo-
man. You will notice that the item
admits that Father Scotti will not
dare ‘to return to face the charge,
The woman has papers to prove her
clalm., The clergy and Knights of
Columbus are doing thelr utmost to
discourage the woman, to discredit
her and preveni the matter coming
before the court
Yours truly,

L&, G. 8. ,

.

“llll[{ﬂ l‘Hlll‘I{"thI]g they l!lli:ll* nnﬂ
puge guns they mount on these fcit-
jnge ramparts, nnti] a file of Dreads
poughts line the coast——tfor what?
To be ready for perils that may
never come. Bug 1 pive them & piti-
ful littio parse: and, in return, ﬂlE}"
issoe (0 me the lawfal right to un.
mask my bhatleries on co-efy square;
and My guns piay upon humanity,
aLery llrlj* and overy night, of every
yeapr"

From ‘rpe Song of (he  Bap.
Room," in Watson's Prose Miscelly.
nies, wecond edition. Price §1.09,
THE JRFFS, Thomson, Ga.

—-_-___-_'_____—-——.
Wateh the label O YOUr papep,
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THE :MNUARY ISSUE OF g
Watson’s Magazine

IS AN UNUSUALLY GOOD NUMBER.

ARTICLES BY THE EDITOR: | |

The House of Hapsburg (Conclusion).

(Gives historical data in fascinating form, proving g
how the union of Church and State has always §
resulted in such war as is now convulsing Europe.) g

The Supreme Court of Massachuseifs Fasses -
Upon Another Maria Monk Case, |

(In which a Roman Catholic Bishop was sued by a § \
woman of a Roman Catholic parish.) .

The Leo Frank Case. | : :

(Mr. Watson, as a criminal lawyer, gives a resume j
of this celebrated case. He sums up the entire -
case, from the commission of thé crime, in which | !
a poor, little factory girl, Mary Phagan, was E
brutally murdered, to the final decision of the §
Supreme Court of the United States.)

Editorial Notes. | ]
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