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If you are intefrested, and would care to
learn what a very defective book has been
put into the hands of your childrei, wrote
for a copy of this review.

Professor Brooks has not answered 1t, be-
cause he cannot. Nerther has any member
of the State Board undertaken to justify its
selection of the book, which 1s tolally unfit
for school purposes.

Thigs pamphlet of mine 1s high-class cam.
paign literature, and it makes this appeal to
you. namely-— . |

Does Professor Drittain deserve a life-
term In the office of State Superintendent,
when he cendemns your child to the study
of a history which does rank injustice to the
great men, and the great events of which our
State 1s so proud?

fead the pamphlet, and you will realize the
harm that such text-books necessarily do to
our young people,

; Bully for Prior G. Venrev and Bob Black-
nurn |

They defeated the House Committee, and
passed the Convent Inspection bill.

Henry Fullbright and some other lawyers
objected to the measure upon the ground that
the Writ of Habeas Corpus affords. ample
remedy 1 cases where boys and girls, men
and women are confined against their will.

The writ of Habeas Corpus, 1s entirely in-
suflicient. for many reasons which I am sure
will oceur to My, Fullbright and other at-
torneys upon further reflection:

(1) The writ of Habeas Corpus 1s a pro-
cess taken out by an individual, to securve
possession of another mdividual; or it 1s used
by an imprisoned individual, through an at-
torney.

The State is not @ party. It is a personal,
private matter, altogether, dependent wupon
personal initiative.

But the State wirtually guarantees liberly
to all citizens, and the State owes a duty to
citizens held in confinement.

For example, the State inspects her jails,
her penitentiaries, her sanitarium, her asy-
lums, &e.

In like manner, the State should inspect

~every other mstltutmn, wherein her citizens
are confined.

If the inmates are there, of their own free
will, no harm 1s done by the inspection.

If the inmates are wmot there, voluntarily,
then the State owes them liberty.

It 1s a strange kink of the mind which
authorizes the 'ﬁﬂ#ﬁ{fﬂ#éﬂﬂ of the public sehoals,
and refuses to antherize the inspection of Ro-
man Catholiec work-houses, and convents.

We pay three Inspectﬂrs to go around in-
gpecting our schools. We pay Inspectors to go
over the State, examining the camps, &c., of
our conviets. How then, ean members of ‘the
Legislature consistemtly thm:t to a Grand-
jury examination of the Pope's’ dungeons?

(2) The second reason why the Writ of
Habeas Corpus is madequate, is that the boys
and girls confined do not know their %gal
rights, and perhaps never heard of the
of Habeas Corpus.

Smart lawyers sometimes assume that all
people are smart lawyers.

How many girls know that the Police Mat-
ron of Atlanta has no legal right to take them
from the Police Court to the Pope's work-

house, in Cincinnati ¥

For several years, Atlanta girls have been
railroaded into that pal laundry, which
thrives on the unpaid labor of Protestant
womern,

Have any of the vietims applied for the
Writ of E[M Corpus?

Nlamlzﬂbt i this, friend Fullbright, and y

into t,

will dmvermwwwﬂlm
you.

The Legislature couldn’t do much better

than to add a clause to our Penal Code, mak-
ing it a felony, to take Georgia girls out ot
this State for confinement in THE PRIV A TE
INSTITUTIONS OF 4 CHURCH.

Pass us a law like that, Brother Fullbright,
and we will send you to Congress, to keep
company with gallant Bob Blackburn!

(3) Another reason why the writ of
Ilabeas Corpus doeg not remedy the evil is,
that it takes money to employ @00d Iawverw,
and the prisoners in the convents and Houses
of the Good Shepherd haven’ got any.

(4) The prisoners are efraid to resort te
legal proceedings, dreading brutal punish-
ment, 1f not assassination.

(5) Before you could draw up the Habeas
Corpus papers, get them signed, and have
them served, the prisoner would be spirited
away to another State.

(6) The names of convent prisoners are
always changed, and you wouldn't be able to
identify the gl

There was-a recent Habeas Corpus case in
Baltimore, where a Washington mether tried
to get her daughter from the clutehes of
Rome, but Cardinal Gibbong’ gang laughed
at the Court, by hiding the girl.

The mother never did ﬂet her daughter,

n

Governor IHarris’ labored defense of the
Stripling pardon bears a famly likeness to
John Slaton’s commutation of the seatence of
his client Leo Frank.

There is the same brave show of irrevelant
testimony, resembling the paper which the
juggler pulls out of the hat you were weanr-

ing.

There is the same ludicrous importance at-
tached to *“an alleged letter:” and, in this
case, poor Nat Harris hag nothing but an al-
lvrred copy of the alleged letter,

John W. Moore did better than that, with
hig celebrated letter of Judge Roan.

There 1s the same cnlﬂr-bhmlnesb,, as to the
evidence which satisfied the jury, the Supe-
rior eourt judge, and the Supreme court, of
defendant’s gult.

There is the same illogical conelusion that
the punishment was “enough,” after the
demonstration that the defendant wasn't
guilty at all.

In Col. Nat's lefter to the lhittle girl, he
weeps with one eye, over his sympathetic re-
demption of a promise; and he weeps with the
other, over the unjust comnviction of poor
Stripling. The Colonel is the only Governor
we have ever had who resembles Lake ltasea,
m that a narrow ridge separates the two
streams which flow from this fountain-head:
androne of the streams originates the limp il
Mississippi, while the other begins the rﬂuddy
Missouri, until at length they meet, and the
whole blamed River heuuan Liguid mud.

No human being ean tell, from reading all
that Col. Nat has saxd, whether hé pardoned
Stripling because he was sorvy for tba airl,
or because he was sorry for Str lplmﬂ' I doubt
whether Nat Harris hamself knows which
it 1s.

You ecan imagine the Governor sweating
blood every time he is travelling our dirt
roads, and eomes fo a fork. There is no tell-
ing what agonies he suffers, before he can tell
which prong to take.

-

In his appeal to “thinking men,” Col. Nat
SAYS:

2. The insult to the wife is shown by a copy
of a letter alleged to have been received by hLer
from the deeeased, making improper proposgals,
of which she infﬂrmed her husband. This letter
was susceptible of the most terrible econstruction.
The letter was handed to her while the husband
was in Columbusg attending (he tedside of his dy-
ing father, Following this the sister of Stripking
was insulted, according to statements eontained
in the rmri and improper advances made to her
by Cornett. This was done while her husband
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was engaged in guarding a small pex patient 2
was necessarily absent from home.

L}
1Il-|

“Thinking men” will find it difficult to -"_
strain a smile at this “appeal.” |

“A copy of a letter alleged to have been
ceived from the deceased.”

Husband at dying father’s bedside, 1?
sister’s husband nursing a case of small pox¥
Cornett determined to seduce the whald
family. P

Conceding all this after-thought fabricas
tion, does our law justify a cold-blooded as3
sassination. for revenge? -

The Governor’s own showing makes noths
img else than deliberately planned revenge;
upon an unsuspecting man whn had gone nd
farther than improper advaneces.

Did any sane married man ever attempt
seduce a married woman, by letter?

Never in the world. Gov. Harris is bounc
to know that such a claym 1s preposterous. |

I will go further and say, that in all my
experiences as a lawyer I never knew a mare
ried woman seduced. w}m did not make the
first advances. |

Other experienced law Fers and men of the
world will tell you the same thing; and they
will also tell you that no man ever made the
first advances in a letter.

“Newly discovered evidence!” O yes! W
had that, also, 1n Slaton’s 15,000 wnrd defen e ¢
but nobody could ever lucate this newly diss
covered evidence. In Stripling’s case it seems
to eonsist of a copy of an alleged letter. F

Attennation could no further go. C'nrn
is dead: Ais girl is not consulted: the judge
was anxious to adjt}um court, and Je appears
to be dead: Strip ling’s 1.1wyer was sick and
maybe he 1s dead and Stripling broke jail
bemuse he had no confidence 1 our Supremse
Court; and he went to shooting other mes
in the back, in Virginia, because he was just
naturally unable to help it.

If Stripling committed no crime, as Ha
ris demonstrates, he ought to sue the State f 0!
damages, er gt:t. the Legislature to make an
appropriation compensating him for his logé
time.

The Governer doesn’t dwell on Stripling’
friendly relations with Cornett, the evening
of the same day of the killing: nor does the
Governor draw a word-picture of Stripling—
waiting, watching, hiding at the empty hou
—until midmght, when his unsuspecting vic
tim comes home from the sick nei rhbor
where he had been sitting up, the first hﬂ!f of
the night.

bt.rtplmg was afratd to shoot Comett, 3
the man came along in the dark. The dastard
was afraid he would miss. or not kill. A

With the pﬂti[‘ﬂ(‘ﬂ of the IVI’II he waited
undil Cornett lit"the lamp, inside. : |

Then. he stood at the window, cmtsu:le, and
shot him full of holes,

b, ™ 1
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What silly nongense it is, to drivel and dre
about Cornett’s “hust.”
leged letter.”

Bob Davisons written excuse for his recom
mendation of the pavdon, is less thm:red
ble than the ntterly imbecile plea of Nat Fls
ris. Bob said that Stripling happened tu
passing along in the [n-g road, sauw Cornet®
and killed him, because of uncontrollable hes!
_of passion. 3

The Governor makes out a strong casé
against Providence, which brings upon th
unlucky Stripling the necessity of killing 8
many mwen, and killing them in the baclk.

How perverse it was, that the negro wh
wag killed at Stripline’s house in Dnnm
should have been UlL identieal coon from H
ris Counfy, who knew Strlphng as a
breaker, and a convieted assassim. d

How gueer it was (hat the white man -"'-*”';'
SEr Iphn}_' shot and Killed hhﬂuki also hﬂ?’ﬁ
it 1n the back.

(CONTINUED ON PAGE FOUR.)
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and “a ecopy of an “J;' |
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