WA THEIR LIBERTY
THROUGH LAW DELAS

Huff, Tibbets and Dupree Cases
- -In--Superfor Court Hang .
on for Months.

TECHNICALITIES ARE HELP

Shoplifting Verdict of Gulity Is
a Sample of Way Time
May Be Gained.

Criticlsma of courts and American
oourt procedure have been very come.
mon during tho last fow years with the
eriticism growing more and mors out-
spoken In rocent montha. ‘The delaya in
brinking offeuders to justice, the resort
to techniealities In frustrating the proper
exercise of the law and its punlshmont
have boen polnted cul in newspapers, in
mogasines and from the locture platform
28 showing Lhe noed of radical reform.

In tho Huperlor court of this clay can
s found examplos which may bo taken
as showing In & measure at least how de-
Iays ocan bo secured and manipulated,
avory one within the law and possibly
ovety one unavoldable under cxisting
conditions,

In March, 1911, the Pollco court re-
port of tho shopilfting case agninst Annn
and Veronin tiuft was flled in Superior
court, It wam not until the tollowlng Oc-
tobep that Anun Huf was arraigued, en-
tered & plon of guilty nnd her trlal be-
gan.  The followlng duy tho jury ree
turned o verdiet of guilty. An Immedi-
ato motion wan made by Attorney F. Ni
Darnnrd requesting a stay of proceed-

g8 which was granted.

Huff Cuso Drags Aloug,

No moro was heard of the case until
Jan. 11, 1812, when the court granted a
further atay of thirty days In which to
Aottle -upon.-a--bill..of..oxcoptions. 1Q.. he

resentod to the Supremoe court.  Mrs.
fuft hnd been released on budl nfter the
vordlet was returned, feb, b stll} another
thirty-day stay was gecured and the noxt
entry In tho records of the court ia
datod May 18, whon theNlll of excoptiona
was flled. This b of excoptions was
;:rwnrdod to the Supremo court May

Thus the cage dragged from March,
B11, whoen the records first were fllod
in the court until May 26 before the be-
ginning of the appeal proveedings were
taken, The Supreme court atill has to
pasa upon the case, which probably wiill
means months more of wuiting. (n the
meanthme Mrs, Huff, who was found
guilty, lu at tiborty and hor daughter hoa
not beon tried,

-in October, 1911, p case Wis bogun in
Buperfor court agalnst  Harry Segal,
charging him with securing money under
false protenscs. ‘The trial occurred Nov.
17 and the jury found the respondent
gullty. Tn this cuse, too, thore way the
appeal with the continual delays and the
recird was trunsmitted to the Supreme
gourt May 25 of thia year. Regnl has
hin lberty and 1t may he a year before
thie cage finully is settlad. In thia as in
the Huft case some of the delay may
be attributed to Attorney Barnard's ill-
neew during rovent months,

Thbete Case 18 Anothor,

Kflle Tihbets wus areested last Do-
Sember for malntaining u  disorderly
house on North Diviston avenue, dun,
8 ahe was arrnigned nnd pleaded gullty,
the trlal belug begun Immedlately., A
Yordiet of gullly wuas returned Jan, 8,
Immediatoly her attornoys, Dunham &
Dunham, moved for a new tefal. The
motlon was tmsed Intgely upon the et
that there had heen orrar in the caxe be-
Cavss the court atlowed the jury to re.
tolve a Hat purporting to be a tele-
g:cno call st of names of girle kept

AMrs. Tibbets. The motlon was argued
and submitted April 20, and Judge

Btuart today announced that ho denied
the new trial,

Thete s little doudbt the case will he
arpeated and the end of the titigation
N that event will he a long way off.
Mre. Tibbots Is at tiberty,

-In September, 1911, the papars in the
tase of John Dupree, charged with a
Matutory offense against a lttle girl,
Were fhlad in Supertor court.  Month after
Month weat by and Mr. Dupree was not
Srralgned. Uy physlelal conditlon and
other excuses were put forward to secure
:\‘t“'gﬂ““". n\nﬂ' it \whn not untit April 9

8 year that the arralgnment w
Possible. Knment was

) May Win on Technlenlity,

The plea was not gullty and April %0
the trlal begun.  The trial lasted four
davs and April 3 the jury found the re-
Apondent gulity of taking tmproper ltber-
tes with a chill.  Attornevs Dunham
and McKenna for the defense filed a
motion May 13 asking for an arrest of
fudgment,  In other words, they askod

hat thelr client be dischurged In thit
the verdiet was not in line with the
testimany of the case. The contention

Waa that the testimony of the people had
Dot temied to show assault with intent

e commit a statutory crime and the
Jury had no right to bring in the verdipt
:S“lmbronor I|I‘hm-ues: that the respond-

was guilty of the more 0
_!Yf_ohr‘n or innocent. serious

S motion fa heln
Judge Stunrt, 5
pree win

consldered Db
Should he grant it HI{
be given his liberty on a

,.‘.“."?"’.‘_W' Should hie deny the motion

the case will be appealed to the Supreme
court undoubtedly. Mr, Dupree Is at
1berty.

Respondents at, TAberty,
The question ol sentencing prisoners
found gullty of criminal offense rests
with the presiding judge. He has the

right to pass immedinte sentence If ho

80 chooses and this is the usual poilcy
of Judgo McDonald {n Cireult court.
Then if an appenl Iv desired, the at-
torneys for the respondent usunlly make
evely offort to get the records before
the Supreme court and have the matter

‘settied ns gpeedily as possible.” With the

rospondent nt liberty the same need for
hasto does not appoar. Judge Stuart,
howover, has taken the position that
with an appeal of a motion for n new
trial pending it s but fair to withhold
sentence.



