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ABSTRACT

Statement of the Problem

4It is the purpose of this paper te show through the use
of documentary evidence that prnstitutiah did exist in La
Crosse between 1876 and 1913, Further, those methods of: ar-
rest and CDﬂViCtiUanSEd to legally stop or attempt to stap
individuals involved in the vice were often quite sloppy by

‘modern sténdards of "legai justice,?

Methods and Procedures

The paper basically cantains information from two ssurces:

1. 8ix circuit qourt cases held in La Crasse betuezsn
1876 and 1905, the files of which afe stored in the
vault of the ia Crosse County Courthouse.

2. The'findings in La Crosse of the Wisconsin Lagis-

lative Committee to Investigate the white Siave
Traffic and Kindred Subjects, the filesz of which
are stored at the Wiscensin State Historical Saci-
ety in Madiscn, UWisconsin.

Each of the First four chapters summarizes a court case
in which.a woman was found guilty of either being a prostitute
or operating a house of prostitution. Chapters five and six -
summarize two coﬁrt céses wherein two women were found innof

cent of operating houses of prostitution, Chapter ssven is



@ summary of the correspondence, investigators' reports, and
hearings of the aforeméntioned Wisconsin Legislative Committee

of 1913,

Findings of the Study

Prostitution was a fact of life in La Crosse, not only
when there was a red light district, but alses after the dis-
trict was ciosed. Yet there is no evidence that the brand
of prastitufinn found in‘fhe city involved white slavery‘ar
the type of sadistic_ﬁhysical mistreatment that so often
plagues modern prostitutes who become the fille de joie of
underworld syndicate criminmals. On the other hand, the evi-
dence does show that prostitutes and women accused of being
prastituies did suffer at the hands of an unsophisticated
legal system which allowed arrest and conviction based an -

the. slimmest of circumstantial eviderce.



INTRODUGCTION

In his article Entitlad:"érastitutiun,“ Kingsley Davis
stated, "To get reliable data‘onrthe prevalence of prostitu-
tion, or changes in preVElence, is impossible.ﬁl‘ SeQeral
pages further on Davis explains the reason fnr this;-”Peaple
do not wish to be reminded of prostitution. They da not wish
to see streetwalkers on the strzets, to sse districts where
prostitutes are khcunvtu(be,-fu live in a buiiding or block
.uhere mén'in lafge thbers are seen to be visiting women, As
lang.as they do not see it, they can forget zbout it,"z From
the peint of view of a writer of = histmrical paper deéling
with prostitution, even as short a paper as the present one,
the truth of Davis' reasuning is reflected iﬁ the dearth gf
material available for researchuespecially gs it relates to
a town the size and background of Lz Crosse. f%u~§xamfhg,
though Sanférd and Hirshheimer in their histeory of Lé Crosse
during the last half of the nineteenth century devote three
pages to "Controversial Pleasurss,” nowhere do they discuss
prostitution, which might very'well_be callad the ultimate
controversial pleasure. The index of their besok has no list-
ing for ﬁrime, prostitution, prostitutes, or vice, and although

.vulHingsley Davis, "Prostitution,” Contemporary Social
Probiams, ed. by Rebert K., Merton and Robert A, ilisbet,
(New York: Harcourt, Srace & World, 1961), p. 280.

., |
“Ibid., p. 285.



there is a reference tec "stripper" for a footnote on page 216,
the note refers to the pealing of "bark from logs" rather than
clothes from women.l |

'indEed, then, published Histaries of La Crosse are them-
selves fairly noncoentroversial bécause of their noninclusion of
prostitution which was véry much a part of the city's life, It
~ is the purpose of this paper to help fill that gap: by presenting
a summary narfativé of prostitution in L= Crosse betuwesn the
years 1876 and 1513,
| During the mayorél campaign of 1913, candidate and ultimate
winner Ori J. Sorensen said that he kneuw and had a list of Torty
to fifty houses of prostitution that were opersting in La Crnsse.z
His statement as to the prevalence of prostitution is dmcumanfed
fact, but such bold insights into prostitution in La Crosse are
rare, Bs a result, investigators and writers of nistory in this
subject find it mecessary to rely on vague newspaper accounts,
court records, and governmental investigations.

In the vault of the La Crﬁsse County building there are
over 15080 criminal case files for the period between 1852 to
1906, Of these cases, twenty deal with prostitution and of
these twenty cases, only six files are anyuhere nsai docu-
mentarily.camplete enough for a historian to detefmine the

lnlhert H. Sanford and H, J. Hirshheimer, A History of
La Crosse, llisconsin 184]1-1900 (La Crosse, Wis.: La Crosse
County Historical Society, 1951), p. 216.

2 _ ) N
“"Sprensen Wili Not Give Names of the 'Dumps',” Lz Crosse
Tribune,; March 31, iI313, p. 1.



particulars of the case from first criminal complaint to final
disposition of aeguittal or sentencing., The first of these

gix cases took place in 1876, the date which provides the point
of départura for this study. At the other end of the contihuum,
in the year 1913 the Wisconsin Legislature created the Wisconsin
tegislative Committees to Investigate the White Slave Traffic and
kindred Subjects,l The findings of this committes in La Crosse
are guite enlightening and help to fill the gap that exists in
most histories of the city with respect to the existence of
brnstituticn, | /

Most of the thirty-eight year period cbvered by this paper
falls within the Yictorizn era and even thsz years inalqded here
which come afier 1901, the year in which Queen Victoris died,
until 1913 were so influenced by thé earlier period, that the
entire period of time from 1876 te 1913 was in fact Victorian,.
However, this is at once misleading because of the general con-
notation that the term Victorian caonveys. 1t was not an era of
unchanging drabness and somberness, To the contrary, even Queen
Victoria herself, in addition to handling affairs of state, en-
juyed'riding horsses, attending parties, dancing, and engaging
in the affairs of vouthful saciety.z The belief today that the

Vigtorian era was drab and scmber has undoubtedly arisen because

lFaul H, Hass, "5in in Wisconsin: The Teasdale Vice Committes
of 1913," Wisconsin Magezine of History, XLIX (Winter, 1965-66),
po 1&'[]. . .

23, N, Hook, et al., Literature of England (Boston: Ginn
and Company, 1957}, p. 471. '




gf the seriousness of many of the great changes that were taking
place at that time, |

The people of the Victorian period were attempting to make
changés that were based en what was, in their eyes, morally -
right and proper. This was reflected in every facet of human
endeavor thruughdut the entire western world of the period..
British novelist Mary Ann Evans, for example, through her writ-
ing tried to show that men should do right actions because in
sg doing they develope their own individual,personalities and.
at the éame time aiﬁ éheir néighbors. Charles Dickens used his
writing ability te attempt to create social changes for the less
fartunaté.l In the United States'Haratic Alger showsd that with
hard wurk.and‘a‘maral heart one could attain reward. In philos~
ophy the German Friedrich Nietzsche struggled with the forces of
good and evil as it related to power., Throughout the western
world labor unions were becoming the antithesis to the thesis
of vunfair management., From London's Toynbee Hall, Jane Addams
gained ins#iratiun which led her to found Hull House in Chicago
as a center for needy children.? The English, whose own capital
of bLendon had no less that 8,600 and perhaps as many as 803,000
grostitutes during the 1558'3,3 created legislation during the

11bid., pp. 478-80.

2Richard C. Wade, Howsrd B, Wilder, and Louise L. Wade,
A History of the United States (Beston: Houghton Mifflin
Company, 13966), p. 483,

3Jerame,B. Schneewind, Backgrounds of English Victorian
Literature (New York: Random House, 13730), p. 115.




18680's to prevent the forcing of women into prostitution. The
government af the United States during the first decade of the
twentieth ﬁentury became interested, along with Dther‘western
nations, in halting forced prostitution and in 1910 crea;ed
the Mann Act as a weapon to try to prevent the interstate trans-
port of women for immoral purpnses.l |

The people of La Crosse, too, were gttempting o decide
what ginds of laws should be enacted in arder to preserve,
pfntect, and defend the mbral framework of the city. GQuite
often they made the decisions only after some heated arguments.
For example, there were arguments as to whether liquor license
fees should be raised, whether gambling should be abolished and
cnce it was abolished how the law was to bes enforced. The dis-
cussions concerning Sunday closing ordinances reached‘a high'
water mark in October, 1886, when theltam and Order League
stated that except for necessary and charitable cccupations,
anyone caught working on Sunday should be arrested. fs a re-
sult, not only were tavern owners and employees arrested, but
also barbers, storekeepers, hotel and railroad employees as
well as uthers.z

There was public indignation sgainst the alleged exist-
ence of ﬁrostitution in La Crosse, although this was not a

0 G v T G G R g e - — - -

Hass, Wiscensin Magazine, pp. 138-39,

ZSanford and Hirshheimer, History of La Crosse,
ppn 227"’3[] .




topic for polite conversation around town,. Occasionally there
was & short note in a local newspaper that revealed not only
the existence of prostitution in the city, but alss an under-

lying'aversion to it. For example, in the La Crosse Evening

Demogcrat of January 20, 1870 is the note, "Bloody fight in a

whore house, no arrests,” and in the La Crosse Chronicle an

December 3, 1878 appeared the Fclluming, "Mary Welch and Hanna
Snodgrass, two females whose occupations and actions were no
prettier than their nemes whooped it up until the police Qélked
_awady with them, They/are removed from tempting or being tempted
for ten days." VYet, even though the feelings against prosti-
tution in ta Crosse existed, the feelings along could not and
did naﬁ prevent its existence. It is to this existencs that

this paper is directed..



CHAPTER 1
THE STATE OF WISCONSIN VS, CARRIE SCOTT

The case of The State of Wisconsin vé. Carrie Scott began
on Septémber 22; 1897 when, on the complaint of Sergeant H.
Rubinsaﬂ, Justice of the Peace Leonard Kleeber issued a war-
rant for Mrs. Scatt's arrest, The complaint and warrant stated.
that Carrie Scott had naneptambef 21, 1897 broken Section Five
of Ordinance Fuurteen—af the city charter of La Grosse, "By
being a lewd woman who walks upon the straeté or public thor-
pughfare and visits wine rooms in the night time for the pur=-
pose af plying.her vocaticn in the City of L= Erasse,"l in
1897 the punishment for this criﬁe; according to section five,
was & fine of between five and‘fmenty-five deollars, or a jail
sentence of not more than sixty days, or both a fins and a jail
sentence.2

Mrs. Scott, who had actually been arrested late in the
evening of September 21, pleaded innocent te the charge and
was freed on fifiy dollars bail bend. The trial was postponed
for the defendant on September 29 and October 2, but was held

lState of Wisconsin vs. Carrie Scott, Judgment Rgll 1240,
Circuit Court for the - Sixth liisconsin Judicial District (Case
Filed Dec. 15, 1857), Criminal Complaint and Warrant, both
- Sept. 22, 1897,

zﬂrdinance No, 14, Charter and Srdinances of the City of
La Urosse, With the Rules of the Common Louncil, sec. 5,
174-75 (1888}, '




on October &4 at eleven o'clock in the morning in the office
of Justice Kleeber. Because Mrs. Scott demanded a jury trisl,
Chief of Police H, H, Byrne subpeenaed C, A. Krebaum, C.. S. |
Van Auken, W, D. Camercn, Andy Boyd, John Ulrich, and B.. C..
Smith to act as jururs.l

As presented through tastimahy during her trial before
Justice Kleeber, the case for the prosecution was as follows. -
Chief of Police Byrne, prior toc September 22, had recaiQed
cﬁmplaints frem his men on the-police night force that thare-
was an unstated number of streestwalkers plying their trade
in La Crosse, and the policemen thought that something should
be done to stop these unmen. Exactly what dirsctive Chief
Byrne gave tohis men concernirg the strestwalkers is unclear
from the testimony of the case, but it is clsar that thesy in-
terpreted his directive to mean that they should arrest any
women whom they thought were of lewd character.g

On the night of September 21, several policemen cbserved
Mrs,., Scott prior to her arrest. John Geifer saw her walking
on Third Street north of Main in the company of Mrs, Maggie
Johnson and a Mrs., Jones,. Officer E. H, Derr, who ultimately
arrested her, saw her at asbout 11:00 P.M. in an alley beatuween

Second and Third Streets on State and Sergeant Charles Catlin

L e o e S s A A . S e e s e

 iudgment Rell 1240, Copy of the Docket, Dec. 15, 1897.

2 Judgnent Roll 1240, Testimony, Oct. 4, 1897, pp. 5, 11, 24.



saw her in Olson®s Salcon, the location of her arrest. Sergeant
Catlin testifiec that when he saw her with a strangs man in
'Ulsan's, he went after Officers Derr and Martin Haley. Derr
maﬁe'the arrest about 11;00 P.M., took her tg the police sta-
tion and put her in a jail cell.l

During the Erial in Justice Court, the defense attorney,
8. R. Skaar,z when cross-examining the arresting officer, Derr,
brought out the Fact that Mrs. Scott was doing nothing *bad"
at the time of hsr arrest:

Q-~lhat was this—wnman doing? A=--At this time she

was looking to ane side,

Q--lihat was she doing anything bad? A--No, sir,

(--Say anything to.you? A--Ng,sir,

QT-Did.ynu say any?ﬁing to the man sha was u%th?

A--No, sir, I dicn't say anything -tc him,

Yet Mrs. Seoit was arrested and convicted both in Justice
Court and Circuit Court for walking the public streets in order
to smliﬁit customers for prostitution. Much of the basis of
the prasécutimn’s case against Mrs, Scott, and to a lesser or
equal extent in &il the cases covered in this present paper,
‘was that her repulstion was that of being & "“lewd' woman, Each
of the seven witmesses for thé prasecution referred to her rep-
utation and actions as being bad or lewd. Sérgeant Catlin ex-

plained what he meant by this when he stated that hes thought

linid., pp. &, 7, 13.
zJudgmant Rell 1240, Copy of the Docket.

% Judgment Rell 1240, Testimony, p. S.
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she was lewd and indecent because he did not "think she has
acted ladylike," because he saw her haQing "very heot wordsﬁ
.mith some men one night in front of Miller's Saleon and be-
cause he saw her on the sireet "nearly every night."l The
following exchange befween Mr.‘Skaar and Officer Derr ex-
ﬁlains the basis for the latter's opinion of Mrs. Scott: "Q--
what suspiéiaus character what you would call lewd bave yau
seen\of this woman during the time ynu have known her? A~--Late
sut at night and talking'mith men and going into wine rncms."z
The fact that Mrs, Scott had been seen out walking late at night
wag alsco e ma jor point of reasohing basic ta the gpiniaons bf
Ufficers Haley's and Geifer's, Mrs, Davidson's and Captain Perk's
about Mrs. chtt.? Chief Byrne did not know her persenally, but
He stated that he knew aF‘her reputatinn-and'that sﬁe kept cuh;
pany with cne Bell Cran and, said Chief Byrne, ", . . I don't
believe a decent woman would keep company . . . with the likes
of Bell Cran."a But perhaps the mnsf thorough explanation and
most pointed attack against Carrie Scottfs reputation was made
during the testimony of Officer Geifer when he was guestioned
by Mr. Skaar:

{}~-Do vou know beczsuse a womar is on the sirest

that she is a lewd woman? A--No, I don't, not
unless her actions zre such,

libid., pp. 1, 5.

Ibid., p. 10.

Ibid., pp. 12, 13-14, 16, 26.
[

Ibid., p. 23,
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(--Because she goes into winercome? A--Ng sir,

U--Dp you think she is a lewd woman? A--Ves sir,

Q~-What makes you believe that she is a lewd woman?
A=~I didn't say every weman, I have seen her
actions right along.

Q-~What can you say as to Carrie Scott's acticns
that made you believe that she is a lewd woman’®
A-=1 have seen her talking to men on the streets
and walk with her and she would walk up and he
would walk up and get some men and they would go
in the saloons.

U--Because certain men A and B goes away from her
and get some men and talk to this defendant and
walk and talk to her right along is that the rea-
son for you to believe that she is & lewd woman?
A-«Yes sir. =

This testimony raises impertant guestions as to the type
of evidence that was allomaﬁle in a court cese invelving pros-
titution, Specifically, what part‘did the reputation of the
accused play in terms of admissible evidence in obtaining a2
conviction since, as has already been indicated, Mrs. Scott
was convicted before two courts largely on the basis of her
feputatinn?

Ordinance Fourteen of the La Crosse City Urdinances, as
passed Octeber &8, 1880, "An Ordinance to provide for the gov-
ernment and good order of ths city of La Crosse, for thes sup-
pression of vice and immuralify, and the prevention of c::r'ime,"'2

contained only four secticns, five through eight, that dealt

with prostitution. Ordinance Fourteen made it unlawful to be a

S S W L S0 A W St S R G et T W

Ybig., p. 15.

zﬂrdinance No. 14, Ordinances of La Crosse, Introduction,
pp. 172-73.
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prostitute andfar streetmalkar (section five), to be an inmate
or frequenter of a house of prostitution (secticn six), and to
operate an assignation house (section sevan).l Nowhere in the
city.urdinances was thera any reference to the kind of evidence
needed to convict a person for thése crimes.

Likewise the early iams,a? the state of Wisconsin merely
made it illegal %o run a houses of ill fame and said nothing
about admissible evidence.2 As time progressed, however, the
state laws did become more precisevcn "fo?nses against chas=-
tity, morality and deﬁency,"3 but only in terms of houses of
prostitution and the methods of obtaining inmates for such

houses, Sectiom 4581 of the Wisconsin Statutes of 1898 had

eight paragraphs that'dealt with this topic, but rione of those
paragraphs made it iliegal at the state level to be a prosti-
tute and abviously, therefore, none of the paragraphs stated
what type of evidance.ués necessary to convict a woman of pros-
’citution.Q Heﬁeuer, one of the paragrapﬁs, 45819, did deal with
the sﬁbject of evidence that was admissible when a person was
accused of keeping a house of prostitution. This material will

be dealt with in the next two chapters which involve persons

libig,, secs. 5-8, pp. 174-75.

28? Offenses Against Chastity, Morality, and Decency,
Revised Statutes of the State of Wisconsin, chap. CEXX,

sBC, 9,. 976 (1B58),

BSBductinn, Wisconsin Statutes of 1638, Annotated, II,
sec, Lb8la, 2770 (18587,

“Ibid., pp. 2770-73.

e ma—
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whe were arrested for Dﬁeréting houses of prustitutiun.l

Since neither the La Crosse nor the Wisconsin sﬁatutes
vétated specifically the type of evidence that ués required to
sbtain a coﬁviction far the crime of beiné a prostitute, it
must be assumed that the Wisconsin courts of the nineteenth
century used what are called "general rules® for governing
~evidence presented in prastitutiun cases.z As—they apply to
evidence regarding prostitution, the general rules may be sum=-
marized as follows.

The burden of prbuf rested on the prosecution in cases
invclving én accuseﬁ prcstitupa, Jjust as the burden of proof
rested on the prosecutian in Gther.tyﬁes of criminal cases.,

Te sustain a conviction that the woman was in fact a prosti-
tute, the prasécutian neeaded! to supply evidence. For example,
it migﬁt have been shown that she kept company with persons of
ill repute, that she resided in a house where prostitution was
pfactised, and that lewd people visited héf.. Ih addition to
these three examples of rather pointed evidence, the prosecu-
tion might alse have legitimately admitied evidence dealing
with the defendant’s conduct, including evidence to show that

she lpitered in places whers prostitutes were known to have

.
“Ibid., p. 2772,

: ,iragﬂgfi Je tﬂ@ﬁﬁ’ég ., Corpus Juris Secundum: A bomplete
Restate f th i imgrican Law As Developed By All
Reported Cases (Brooklynm, N, Y.,: The American Law Book Lo.,
n,d,) LXXIII, 229.
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frequented and/or evidence to show that her reputation was

that of a prostitute., "&enerally, where the facts and cir-
gumstances are such that the jury may reasonably infer guilt
from them, the evidence is sufficient."l Yet it must be born

in mind that a woman who was on trial on a prostitution charge
was not being accused of having the reputation of being & pros-
titute, but rather of being a prostitute in fact. Evidence as

to her reputation was admissible in a court of law, but such
evidence maé not sufficienfly conclusive in itself to warrant

a mandatory charge to the jury by the presiding judge that she

be declared guilty of being a prostitute in fact seolely on that
basis, Whether or not the defendant's reputatinn was sufticiently
damaging tovmarrant a decisign of "guiliy"® was tﬁe prerogative of
the jury in each particularapase and should not have been auto-
matically as_sumed.2 ;

What is of some interest concerning the various pieces of
eﬁidence given against Mrs. Scott, is thaf most of the witnesses
testifying either negated completely or at least dulled the
thrust of their damning evidence by some gther statements.
Sergeant Latlin who testified that Mrs. Scott had had "hot
words® with some men, alsg stated under oath that he never

O S G . G s G . S W G W T

libid., pp. 228-30.

ZIbiq., O. 229: Jamee Simmons, ed,, Reparts of Cases Argued
and Determined in the Supreme Court of the State of Wiscansin,
With Tables of the Cases and Principie Matters, Vol XXIX: Lon-
taining Cases Decided at the Jurne Term, 1871, and tha Jdanuary

Term, 1872 (Chicags: Callaghan & Lompany, 1873), p. 435,
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heard her say a word to any man on the streets of La Crosse
which was exactly whéré she was supposed to have had the "haot
words," Officer Derr who said that she was lewd because he
had seen‘her talking to wen and going into winercoms, alsoc tes-
tified under oath that the gne time prior to her arrest that he
had seen her entér a wineroom was at O, T, Milsun‘s Saloon and
that then he did not see her do anything wrong. Officer Geifer
who based much of his opiniun'nf Mrs. Scott on what other people
had said to him about her, could not, when cross—examined by
defense counsel,‘name—gﬂx of those pesple. "Q~-Who talked to
you about (Mrs., Scott)? A--Different people. ({--Name one?
A--ijell different people told me."l
For the defense side of the trial, attorney Skaar called
four witnesses who reconstructed the events of September 21,
1897 from the point of view of the defense, These events may
be summarized as follows. Early in the afterncon Frank 5. Scott
aﬁd Miss Carrie Vegar drove from the city of La Lrosse to Vernon
- County andbware married by Justice of the Peace David Bradly,
The couple then drove back to La Crosse and to their four room
apartment at 307 Cass Street. After supper Mr. Scott fold his
wife that he had some business to tske care of, that she should

go wait for him in Olson's Salgon, and that he would meet her

ngdgment Roll 1240, Testimony, pp. 4, 9, 14,
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there about nine or ten o'clock that night. At about ten
o'clock Officer Catlin entered Olsen's with tws other police=
ﬁen, arrested Mrs, Scott, and ﬁamk her to jail. According to
Mrs. Scntt, about 11:30 Chief 3yrnes had her brought to his
office where he said to her, "God dam (sic) you street hore
(sic), I will drive you out of the street you and Scott both,nt
- In the meantime the business that haa Fnrcéd Frank Scott
te leave hié bridebuaiting in ﬂls&n's Saloon, also took him
out of La Crosse and to wébasha, Minnesata, He was asleép
the mnrﬁing of the twénty—secand when a young man, who had
traveled from La Crosse an the three o'clock train, knocked
on the door and told him that his wife had been arrssted the
night befure.z
’ One of the witnesses for the defense was William Kerr Van
a traveling éalesman who had lived in La Crosse for ferty-three
years, He had known Carrie Scott for about two yezars, having
been introduced to her by Frank Scott. Hé stated that he had
no knowledge of her character being lewd, that he had been in
and out of Olson's Saloon three or four times during the even-
ing of September 2I, and that he had witnessed the arrest of
Mrs. Scott while shez was waiting for her husband, He testi-

fied that all the doors of the salnon were cpen, the place was,

in his words a, ". . , regular public thuruughfare,“3 The

Y1bid., pp. 27-28, 29-33, 31.
Z1bid., p. 34,

31bid., p. 28.
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implication of this seems to have been that Carrie Scott was
not sitting off in a corner of a8 roaom trying to lure potentiasl
customers, When the arrest was made, Kerr Van told the police
that Mrs, Scott mighﬁ sue the city for $4000 damages (supposedly
for false arrest and/or defamation of character), One of the
pulicehén t@ldvﬁerr Varn that he haa better not attémpt to in=-
terfere in the case,l In her own defense, Desides relating
much of the story of the events of September 21, Carrie Scott
testified fhat she had not been an inmate of a house of pros-
titution and had nevef walked the streets.in order to solicit
for prnstitutinn.z Rather, she had been employed in five dif-
ferent jobs during the five years she had lived in La Crossa.
Under cross-examinatioh by the prosecuting attorney, Mrs,
Scott reluctantly added to her testimony that she and Frank had
lived in the same building before their marriage and that he
had been paying her rent for about six months prior to their
mérriage, Further, when asked whether shé had ever been ar- .
rested before, she answered, "I don't care to answer that
questian.ﬁ3
The Jjury found Carrie Scott guilty and Justice Kleeber

fined her $2C.00 and court costs of $2&4,72. She then appealed

lrpid., p. 29.

A v—

®Ibid., p. 32.

Ibid., pp. 32-33..
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the case to the Circuit Court.l The only reccrds that remain
of the case in the Circuit Court are two jury lists, two sub-
roenas, two receipts, five witness!' affidavits, and the verdict
of the jury; Mrs. Davidson, Bfficer Catlin, and Frank Scott
were again subpoenaed by the court in eddition to four indi-
viduals who did not testify in Justice Court: Geecrge Russel,
M. H., Grasby, Bert Scott, and W. E. TaFt.z What the various
witnesses stated before the circuit court jury is not on the
repbrd, but whatever was said had the same result as before,

because the jury found Mrs. Scott guilty.

G G o s = - - -

1Judgment Roll 1240, Copy of the Docket,
2

Judgment Roll 1240,



CHAPRTER 2
THE STATE OF WKISCONSIN VS. KATE CHAMPION

Bf the 1587 criminal casekjudgment rolls in the vault
of the Lé Crosse County Courthouse, there are two which in-
- volve women accused and convicted of ogpesrating houses of
'prssitutinn; Based on the testimony given in each ﬁrial,
it appears that the court convicted the women on the basis
of sounder and lsss circumstantial evidence than was Carrie
- Scott. kYet even in these two cases, the reputations of the
defendants played a significant part in their convictions.

As indicated earlier, Wisconsin state lsws prohibiting
the cperating.cf houses of orostitution have consistently
been more explicit than those laws which simply prohibit
‘prositution, This explicitness was in large measure due to
the decision by the Wisconsin Supreme Couri in State vs.
Brunell, an 1872 case which specifically dealt with the type
af evidence nesded to convict 8 parson of operating a house
nf‘prostitutinn.l The Statutes of 1858 made it unlawful to
operate such an Establishmentz and the state’s hichest court

_ lSimmons, Cases Decided June, 1871 and Jenuary, 1872,
'gp. 1*35-39. ' '

2Statutes of Wisconsin, chap. CEXX, sec. 9, 974 (1858).
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fourteen years later stated what the rule of evidence was, and
is, in applying the law. UWriting the opinion of the court,
Justice William P. Lvon stated:

We think the correct rule of evidence in this
case and in like casss is, that the prosecution
must in the first instance introduce testimony show-
ing or tending to show that the defendant is the keep-
er of the house alleged to be a common bawdy house;
and then testimany of the general reputation of the
house; of the persens frequenting the same, and of
the defendant, is admissible, as tending to show the
real character of the house. The prosecution is not
required to show particular acts of lewdness or pros-
titution in the house. If the evidence demonstrates
that it is resorted to by people of both sexes who are
reputed to be of lewd and lascivious character, and
that it is generally reputed to be a bawdy house, the
Jury are authorized, if they see fit, to find there-
from that it is a bawdy house. And the more especially
are they authorized so to find if it further appears
that the general reputation of those who frequent it
e « o The jury and not theg court, are to find from the
evidence how the fact is. ‘

Therefore the reputation of a person accussd of operating an
assignation house was admissible evidence, just as inva case
where a person was accused of being a prostitute. However,

such evidence was not in itself conclusive to prove guilt and
had to be accompanied with other lass circumstantial pieces of
evidence, For example, the pfosecétion might have shown that
the defendant kept the house in guestion, or that certain acis
of prostitution did take place in the house (although this type

of evidence was not absolutely needed te prove guilt), and/or

lsimmnns, Cases Decidzsd June, 1871 and Janusrv, 1872,
pp. 437-38, , -
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that both men and women of il1 repute did freguent the house,
Guilt rested not in keeping a house which had the reputation
of being bawdy, but in keeping a house which was bawdy ig.
fact.t

Undoubtedly as a direct result of the Brunell case,

Wisconsin's state legislators soon included in the Wiscon-

sin Statutes the following paragraph as a part of Section

4581

In all prosecutions under these statutes or
any other laws for the suppression of houses of i1l
fame, assionaztion or places of similar character, or
for keeping any such place or for being an inmate or
frequenter thereof it shall be competent for the
prosecution to establish the character of any such
house or place by showing that the same has a commaon
or general reputation as a house of ill fame, brothel,
bawdy house or house of assignation, or that such
while in the possession of the inmate occupying it at
or about the time alleged in the information, indict-
ment or other pleading was promiscucusly visited at
unseasonable hours by diverse and sundry persons not
then residents therein; and such showing shall be
prima facie evidence that such housa op place is a
house of ill fame, brothel, bswdy house or house of
assignatiion as alleged in the information, indictment
or other pleading,

The criminzal complaint and warrant ggainst Catherine (Kate)
Champicn, alias Kate Ward, accused her of keeping:
- « - 8 certain house of ill fame, there and then

resorted to for the purpose of public prostitutien
and lewdness contrary to the form of the Statute in

Yihid., pp. 435, 436,

%Uisconsin Statutes of 1898, II, sec. 4581g, 2772 (1898).
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such case made and provided and against the Eeace
and dignity of the State of Wisconsin . .
She was suppaosed to have done this between April 1, 1876 and

April 25, 1676.°

In L2 Crosse the punishment for committing
this offense was a fine of nat less than fifty dbllars nor more
fhan one hﬁndred‘dmllars uhile_at the state level the punish-
ment was either a term in the state prison of from six months
to a year, or a fine of between one and three huﬁdred dallars.3
On April 28, 1876 the case was heard before Justice of
the Peace Cyrus bLord.. It was not a case that resﬁlted only
from the events of April 25, the night of Miss Champion’s ar;
rest, or even of the events of the entiré month of April., Eight
of the ten witnesses who gave testimony for the prosecution said
that her reputation was that of a whore and/or that she was op-
erating a house of prestitution. This reputatiun had been build-
ing to her ultimate disfavor for at least a year prior to her
arrest. As policeman Henry Klein testified, "Ever since I have
known her, her rsputstion has been that of keaplng a whore house
or house pf ill fame.. .. .Qh Within the year prior to her arrest

‘she had lived in at least four places in La Crosse and in gach

lState of Wisconsin vs, Kate Champion, alias Kate Ward, Judg-
ment Rell 375, Circuilt Court for the Sixth Wisconsin Judiecial Dis-
trict (Case Filed May 8, 1876) Criminal Complaint and Warrant,
both April 26, 1876,

2Ibid,

3Brdinance Ng, -14, Ordinances of La Crosse, sec. 7, 175 (1888);
Statutes of Wisconsin, chap. CLXX, sec. 9, 574 {1858).

“Judnment RoTI 375, Testimony, April 28, 1876, p. 3.
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neighborhood the neighbors as well as the police regarded her
as a whare.l ‘Une of her previous residences was on an alley
behind the ;argenter shop of Caspar Miller., During a three
week period when Mr., Miller was\building an addition onto his
shop, he "Saw men going out and in. When they go in the cur-
tain pull down (sic) and click of key in bolt of door. Saw
that several times, Others try to go in, had to wait till they
came out again then they came back and go in.“z

| Miss Champinn was unable to improve her reputation when
she moved to the residence where she was finally arrested, the
residence that John Webber testified he had been rentirng ta her
for a little less than a month‘prinr to her arrest.B' In fact
there may have been an addition to her reputation of merely
being & woman who worked alone, Four witnesses gave testimony
that alluded te the fact that perhaps at least one more woman,
besides Kate, resided in the house., Frank Roesler aﬁd Tobias
May, two of Kate's n=ighbors, indicated that once, when there
were men in the house, they observed another woman, whom they
did not know, leave the ﬁuuse in order to go get beer at =
brewery, Edward 8'Brian, who was arrested with Kate on the
night of April 25, testifisd that‘that night there was another

libid., p. 5.

Ibid., pp. 9-10.

3Ibid., p. 11.
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girl named Lottie in the hcuse.l When Chief of Police Frank
Hatch testified, he made the following statement: "I know

the girl Shaffer's reputation. She is a whore, has lived in
différent places (sic) has lived on the island.“2 There is

ng indieation in his testimony why Chief Hatch made tﬁis state-
menf about a Qirl named Shaffervunless, of course, she was in-
volved some way with the court cass. That involvement is no-
where testified to, but it is indicated on a documsnt signed
by Miss Champion where she asked the Circuit Court to subpeenz,
among others, one Lottie Shaf‘f‘er.3 It can therefore be fairly
assumed that 0'Brian and Hatch were speaking about the same
person, but whether she was the same girl that Roesler and May
saw goinmg for beer doss not appear in the record. Nor is it
indicatesd whethsr Miss Shaffer was a prostitute working fer
Kate Champion,

Whether or not Kate had expanded her business by hiring
Lottie Shaffer as a prostitute, however, was not direétly of
concernn io the euenis of April 25. O0On that night Officers
Fred Knudson and Henry Klein were walking their beat which in-
cluded ®ate's house., HWKlein testified that he'sam two men leave
the house a little after 9:00 #.M. Hnudson did not see that,
Ibid., pp. 6, 7,’12.

Ibid., p. 11.

}Judgment Roll 375, request Tor subpeonas, May 12, 1876..
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but he did see another man go into the house sometime later.
The two policemen then.stnod on a small platform gutside of
Kate's bedroom window. There was a curtain on the window, but
it did not obstruct their view of the bed. What they observed
‘resulted in the arrest of Kate and Edward O'Brian. Officer
Knudson describéd the scenes

e « » 1 went to the house and looked in saw her and

a man on the bed tcgether on the bed his leg aover her.

. » «» The fellow got up & locked the back door & front

door. Turned down the light a little. Then she laid

down on the bed pulled up her long clothes. The fellow

opened his breeches took ocut his fixings laid down on

her. Then had a time on her. After a while they got

up & they stood facing each other fixed up her cleothes, 1

After a while he went out she came to the door with him.

The defense did not present s case befare Justice Lord, but
there were two witnesses for the prasecution who made statements
that were of a defensive nature. Irene Larson said that she
thought that Miss Champion took in washing because she had once
seen a man caome out of the house with some pieces of linen. Quite
obviogusly, if Kate did take in washing as an occupation, the defense
could have used that information as a reason why there were as many
men present arcund the house as prosecution witnesses indicated there
were. VYet Miss Larson also stated that she never sau any sign of
washing taking place at the huuse,z Finally, both Irene Larson
and Edward 0'Brian said that they hed no first hand svidence

lJudgement Rell 375, Testimeny, p. 4.

Ibid., p. 8.
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that prostitution took place at the house, 0'Brian testified
that he had known Kate for ten or twelve years since she lived
in k& Erescgnt and all he was doing the night of the twenty-
Tifth was making a friendly social cell for a couple of hnurs,l

The evidence presented to Justice Lord was enough for him
to believe that the offense had probably taken place and that
Kate Champion was probably guilty of committing it, He there-
fore ordered that the case should bé presented for trial aﬁ the
néxt sessién of the Circuit court and that in the meantime Haté‘
should be allaued'herﬂfreednm on $300 bail. She did not have
‘the necessary money, however, and she therefore wa%ted in the
county jail until the Circuit Court met.z |

| Transcript and testimony of the case before th; Circui

Court are not available, but enough handuritten documents from
the court's judgment roll of the case exist to piece together
a few particulars of what happened in the court room. Kate mus{
not have been doing well fimancially in her chosen uccﬁpatian _
because she not only could not afford her bail bond maney, but
she was forced to ask the court to subpoena her witnesses he-
cause, ", ., . she is poor and unable to procure the attendance

of saild witnesses on the trisl of her said cause.“3 The perscns

 ibid., pp. 8, 12.
2Judgment Roli 375, Return of Justics, April 28, 1876.

3Judgment Rell 375, request for subpeonas, May 12, 1876,
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that shé wanted subpoenaed were Lottie Shaffer, Joseph Fay,
Mike Sherman, John S5elik, Fred Rehfuss, L. Hirscheimer, Sam-
uel Larson, Emil Hoffman, Patrick Burns, and Timothy white.l

In the end, however, Hate faired no better in the Circuit.cnurt
than she had in the Justice Court because a jury of tuelve men
found Her guilty;z The sentence of Judge R. Burns reads:

The jury in this case having found the de-
fendant Kate Champion alias Kate Ward guilty as
charged in the information to wit: "for keeping
a house of ill fame," and the defendant having
been asked in open court, what she had te say, .
why sentence and Judgement of the law, should not
be pronounced against her and no resson appearing
to the contrary,--It is now here considered and
adjudged by the said court, that the said Kate Champ-
ion, alias Kate Ward, be punished by confinement at
hard labor in the State prison at Waupun in this
State fer and during the Term of Six Manths from
the 23d day of May A.D. 1876 at &4 O'clock P.M. and
that the said Kate Chamion alias Kate Ward be sol-
ltarily imprisoned in said prison durlng ten days
of said Term.3

On May 25, 1876, exactly one month after her arrest, Latherine
(Kate) Champion, alias Kate Ward, began her term of imprison-

ment at Waupun State Prisan.h

Zaudgmant Roll 375, verdict aof the Jjury 1n Circuit Court,
May 7, 1876. -

BJudgment Rpll 375, sentence of Judge R, Burns, May 23, 1876.

hJudgment Roll 375, receipt of Deputy Warden Joel Rich on
arrival of Catherine Champiogn at Waupun State Prisaon, May 25, 1876.



CHAPTER 3
THE STATE OF WISCONSIN VS.. ANNA GLSON

®The City of La [I'rtuasse'.vs_.~ Bnrna Olson" might very well
“have ﬁeen subtitiled "The Neightbers of Anna Olson vs. Anna
“ UBlson,™ She lived at 1823 Scouth Eighteenth Street with her two
daughters for a Iittle sver two years prior to her arrest. ODur-
ing that period she eafnéd the reputztion among her neighbars Df‘
keepingva‘uhafe hmuse;l The cemplaintvagainst her mas’made on
July 8, 1904, by Andrew Wurtzel who Iived just south of her.?
In addition to Wurtzel, the other six witnesses who gave testi=-
many against her in court before Justicé C. W, Hunt were neighbors
whoge residential proximity teo her ranged from mu:tzel's tuenty -
five feet to Joseph Schierl's two and one-half blncks.3
Officially she was accused, like Kate Champion, of break-
ing'Section Seven of Ordinance Fourteen of the city charter.
Wurtzel's compliaint stated that the violation had taken place
on July 8, IBU%,Q but 211 seven prosecuticn witnesses indicated
gquite clearly that they felt that Mrs, Olsen's house had been’

lState of UWisconsin vs. Anna Olson, Judgment Roll 1472,
Circuit Court for the Sixth Wisconsin Judicial District (Case
Filed Jan, 21, 1905), Criminal Complaint, July 8, 1904;
Testimony, (July 19, 1904), pp. 1-2.

ZJudgmaht Raoll 1472, Criminal Complaint, Testimony, p. 1.

33udgment Roll 1472, Testimony, pp. 1, 13.

hJudgment Roll 1472, Criminal Complaint.
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a resart of pfnstitution for the full two years that she and
her daughters had lived there, Raymond Shuman, a neighbor who
lived about 200 feet from Anna, testified that the house had
had the repﬁtatinn of being a whoring establishment for at
least the entire twelve years that he had lived in the neigh-
borhood.l

Nowhere in the file of the case is it directly sfated
why Wurtzel was the neighbor who made the complaint when so
mény other neighbors obviously knew, or at least believed
they knew, what was going an in the Dlson house. G5ix of the
seven men who testified referresd tﬁ the great ampunt of noise
and vulgar language that men and wnmen who frequented the house
used, For exémple, under examination, John Gannon, who lived
between one hundred and 150 feet from the Olson house, said,
"It is gquite noisy there, singing, swearing and loud talk,
vulgar language is used,™ and under cross examination added,
"These people make considerable noise nights.ﬁz George Seckgr
who lived a half block away testified, "I can hear them geaﬁome
all hours of the night ...," and "I have heard swearing and
vuloar languagg there.."3 .Since the noise was heard by nzigh-
bors who lived guite a distance away, it is obviouse that Wurt-

zel, who lived next door, must have been guite anhoyed by the

lJudgment Roll 1472, Testimony, p. 9.
2Inid., pp. 5, 6.

Ibid., pp. 10-11.
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genefal commotion, which makes it understandzble mhy he would
have been the one person most likely to make the complaint.
Wurtzel did state that he had had "a little trouble with
har,“l but whether this trouble wss the proverbial straw that
broke the camel's back and made him resclve to make a formal
complaint against her or whether the occurrence of the "little
trouble" had occurred somefime before he made the complaint is
not indicated in his testimony. The incident happened one morne-
ing at four o'clock and involved three men that mﬁrtzel did not
know. There apparently was a heated shouting match going on at

the Blson's and if Wurtzel had been aslesen he did not remain so.

[§}]

There was a dispute over whether one of the men was going to ob-
tain what nhe had come %o the house tc'obtain.- fccording to Wurt-
zel the man said ihat he had paid for the woman and that he wanted
her and then added that ", . ., he would blom‘the whole Rabudle of
a8 whore house up."z

Wurtzel was not the only witness who heard or observed an
incident of this nature in which sameanavreferred to a payment
having been made, Raymond Shuman lived at Seventeenth and John-
son Streei, about 200 feet from Mrs. Olson's., He testified that
one night two men came out of the Olson house, one of whem was,

M e . hdllering as loud as he could."3 Apparently the two were

lipia., p. .

®Ibid., p. 3.

thid., p. 8.
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going to fight, hecauseva woman came out of the house anmd told
one of the men to leave the other alnﬁe, whereupon one of the
‘heﬁ, according to Shuman, said‘that, "He had paid the sean of a
bitch and ﬁe was going in again."l what he had paid for is not
mentioned, it could have been either for the services of a pros-
titute or fnr some beer or perhaps for both.

That the man might havé "paid for" beer instead of a pros-
titute is pﬁssiblé. According te the testimony of five ef the
seven prosecution mitnesées. Various persons including Mrs.
Olson's daughter were often ohserved "rushing the can," a phraée
that was defined by Geerge Becker as meaning going, ". . { §fter
“beer in a pail."z »

Justice Hunt apparently did not believe it was beer that ’
the man had pufchased, houever. vﬂftsr the prosecution completed
presenting its case and.because the defense offered no caéa,'he
found Mrs, Olscon guilty of the charge made agéinst her, fined her
fifty deollars and charged her twenty-five dollars and thirty |
cents for court costs.3 Mre. Olson then appealed the judgment
to the Circuit Eourt.h As with the previous two court cases,
the documents that remain‘nf this case before the Circuit Court
are very few indeed, but this much is certaiﬁ;;a Jury 0% twelve

men found Mrs. Olson guilty of being the keeper of a house of

Ybid., p. B.

%Ihid., p. 11.

Judgment Roll 1472, Dacket, July 20, 1904, pp. 3-i.
L

Ibid., p. 1.
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prastitutinn.l The court fined her fifty dollars, plus court
costs of seventy-nine dellars and thirty-four cents.z Anna
.did not have the necessary money, Therefore the court ordered
the sheriffvtu seize her property and sell it in order to pay
the fine and costs. The sheriff was unable to Findlany of her
prupefty, however, and she was confined in the cdunty Jjail at
hard labor for thirty days during which time she worked off

her debt.3

1Judgment Roll 1472, verdict of the jury in Circuit
Court, Jdan, 21, 1505,

ZJudgment Rell 1472, Commitment of Anna Olson, Jan. 21,
1905,

Ibid.
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CHAPTER &

.THE STATE OF WISCONSIN VS.. SELMA GRAFFER

" The last cnﬁrt case in which the defendant was convicied
més somewhat special because the defendant, Selma Graffer, was
" a seventeen year old juvenile. The complaint, made by Chief of
Police H.. H. Byrne, and the warrant, both dated June 23, 1905,
accused Miés Graffer’nf frequenting, ", . . the company of leuwd,
wanton and lascivious persons in speech and behavior and rzsorts
of bad characters aﬁd was and is a streetwalker and prostitute

ol | |

Selma was the youngest of six children, Mary Gilbertson,
Dhé of Selma's three sisters, must have been one of the oldest
children in the family because she had been married and was the
mother of a daughter, named Lillie, who was the same age as
Selma., Mary's husband had died, leaving her the job of’raising
Lillie. Anpther of Selma’s sisters was in the hospital at the
time of the trial.and_was expected to die,2 and Selma: herself
was sick in bed with a consumptive gland and therefore did not

appear at her trial in the Circuit Eourt.3 In addition to these

1

“State of Wisconsin vs., Selma Graffer, Judgment Roll 1444,
Circuit Court for the Sixth Wisconsin Judicial Pistrict (Case filed
Sept. 26, 1905}, Criminal Complaint and Warrant, both June 23, 1505.

2Judgment Roll 1444, Docket, p. 1; Testimony, pp. 8-10.
3Ibid., po. 9, 10; notorized letter from Mrs., Karen Graffer to
the Circuit Court stating that Selma was sick in bed, Sept. 20, 1905.
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bfamily troubles, the Gréffers were too poor to pay either the
$300 bail for Selma or to hire a lawyer for her.l Baoth of
fhese items were obtained haue?er; Mary Gilbertson paid the
bail and a defense lawyer, James Thompson, was appointed and
paid for by the cuunty.l

Becaﬁse Selma was a juvenile, Chief Byrne and County
JUdge‘Jﬂhn Brindley were not attempting mérely to punish the
defendant aé they would have in a similar case inveolving an
édult woman, The copy 0? the docket that Judge Erindiey sent
to the Circuit Court after Seima appealed Judge Brindley's
decisicn to the higher court, gave the usual information about
the case just as any docket would, but there were rather subtle,
intangible, bgtmeen-tha-lines feelings expressed that indicated
that this was a juvenile case rather than an adult cese and
should be handled more compassignately than an adult case.3

As conducted in county court before Judge Brindley, Selma's
case was a hearing rather than a trial, Defense attorney James
Thempsen at the outset wanted a jury trial, but the judge over-

ruled the demand” deciding that based on the svidence that he

lﬁudgment Roll 1444, Daocket, p. 1; natorized letter from
Mrs., Karen Graffer to the Circuit Court stating that Selma was
poor and therefore unable to hires & lawyer, Sept. 20, 1505.

, ZJudgment Roll 1444, Docket, p. 1; order of Circuit Judge
J. J. Fruit to pay attorney James Thompsen, Selma's lawyer, from
the treasury of La Crosse County, Sept, 26, 1905.

% Judgment Roll 1444, Docket, pp. 1-2.

uJudgment Roll l44L, Testimony, p. 1.



35

was about to be presentad with, he would make the Final decision
on what should happen te Selma. Either she would have to remain
in the custody of her parents as her father and mother asked,l
or she would be sent to the Good Shepherd Industrial School for
Girls as the warrant against her asked.2
The hearing was held in Jdudge Eyrne'é of fice on Jdune 26,
1905.3 The prosecution presented six witnesses, two of whom
were sixteen year old boys who gave rather damaging testimany
aéainst Seima, Frank Bennett, one of éhe boys, was originallyl"
from Milwaukee, but had moved with his parents to La Crosse
about two years before. He met Selma for the second time some-
time during the winter of 1904-05 and on that occasion had in-
tercourse with her -at 117 North Third Street, Hz also testi-
fied that he had been having intercourse "with girls," as he
put it, for at least a year and a half prior to his meeting
Selma the secand'time.- ne of these girls;was Lillis Qilbert-
son, Selma's niece,h In addition, Bennett gave a piece of
testimony that was subtle yet undmubtedly_ﬁighly damagiﬁg to

5

Selma's case, He said, "They sometimes logk for me,” The

court reporter who transeribed the testimony at the hearing did
Ibid,, pp. 10-11,

Judgment Roll 1444, Warrant, June 23, 1905,

Judgment Roll 1444, Docket, p. 1.

Judgment Roll 1444, Testimony, pp. 2-3.

>Ibid., p. 2.
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50 in 1§nghand and wrote down only the answers to the guesticns
asked,. There is no record of the guestion that elicited Ben-
nett's response. Considering the charge against Selma, Bennetti's
statement must have hurt her case. On the other hand, he no-
where indicated that bhe had ever paid Selma for having sex,
Since she was charged with being a prostitufe, that may have
been in her favor,

The other sixteen year old boy to testify against Selma
was Milfﬁrd‘Mosher, a friend.nf Frank Bennett, Though Masher
had not had intercourse with Selma, he did verify Bennett's
statement by testifying that be knew that Frank had had inter-

course with Selma because the act had taken place, ", . . in
one of the back rooms ., . ." of the Mosher home.,1

The pther FaQr prosecution witnesses gave bits and pieces
of evidence the nature of which would normally be guite inmnocent.
But in a court case involving prostitution they make the defend-
ahd appear guilty. Officer Post said that Selma had been, ". . .
hanging around shingle sheds . . ." with boys, but that she had
tpld him that she was going to stop doing so.z John Wendling
testified that he had, ", . . sesn Selma Graffer gut late at
. hight with tillie Gilbertson, and with fellows . . .,% and had

alsoc seen her with boys at the depot and on Front Street.3

llbid- " pDc 3—“’"

®Tbid., p. b.

Ibid., p. 5.



37

J.. B.. Webber, another policeman, stéted that he had asked
Selma and Uillie how leng they had been in "business," and
fhat although they said theay could not rehember, they did
seem to know what "doing businszss" meant.l The last witness,
Charley Gilbertson, a brother of Lillie Gilbertson's dead
father, diﬁ.nat say anything that was relevant to the case as
“recorded in the existing dmcumeﬁts.z The testimony of these
fcur witnesées was very nebulous to say the least, butjéioné
with Frank Bennett's and Milfcrd Mosher's stories, it was
énnugh to ﬁnnvinbe Judge Brindley that Selma should be sent
to Good Shepherd until she was tmentyADne.years old.3

The defense presented only three witnesses, Selma's sister,
Mary Gilbertson, and her father and mother, Irv and Carrie Grat-
fer., As stated above, all these thres did ués attempt to gain
the sympathy of the judge. They told of Sslma's sister in the
hospital who was expected to die and of a brother (son) who had
been sick for awhile. Both parents said that they were able to
take care of Selma and even though she was sickly, her father
said that he needed her at hume.h

Selma appealed her case to the Circuit Court where a jury

trial was held.sl Other than a few miscellaneous documents like

Ibid., pp. 7-8.

3Judgment Roll 144k, Docket, p. 2.
hJudgment RolYl 1lbbdk, fastimuny, pp. S5—~11.

®Judgment Roll 1444, Docket, p. 2.
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the jury list, clerk's fee bill, an appeal from Mrs. Graffer
for a court appointed lzwyer, a subpoena, and the jury's
verdict, no records of what happened in the Circuit Court
remain, However, Selma's appeal failed when on September 21,
1905 the Circuit Court jury gave the following verdicts
We the Jury, duly empanelled and sworn to

try the above entitled action de find the befend-

ant guilty as charged in the complaint and that

she be committed to the Good Shepherd's Indus-—

trial School at Milwaukee as adjudged in the
Court below.l

1Judgment Roll 1444, verdict of the jury in Circuit
Court, Sept, 21, 1905.



CHAPTER 5

THE STATE .OF WISCONSIN VS. FRANKIE LA SALLE

The preceding four court cases all involve individuals
who were ultimately found guilty of the crimes that they were
accused of commitiing. The final two cases deal with women
who were ultimately exoneréted.

Judgment Roll 880, which contains all the remaining doc-
ument$.cpncerning'tha state of Wisconsin's case against Miss
Frankie La S5alle, is at besﬁ incomplete, which means that this
summETY of the case is of necessity incemplete. Magst of the
documents in the roll were written in longhand and there is no
testimony from her trisl. Yet this case is significanf be-
cause, although Frankie La Salle was declared not guilty in
this particular case, her invalvement in prostitution in La
Crosse was a well-known fact.l

The court took twenty months to resslve the case, but it
began guickly enpugh with the arrest of Miss La 5alle an the
complaint of Fred Edwards to Justice of the Peace &. H. McMillan.
Edwards maintained that Frankie had kept @ hnﬁse af prostitution

on the fifteenth of Septembesr and for several days befere and

lEditurials, Morning Chroricle (La Crosse), June 7, 8, &
12, 1881, =all p. 3; Editorials, Daily News (La Crosse), June
9 & 13, 1881, both p. 2.

35



40

~after the fifteenth in the year 1888.1 n September 25, 1888,
lbthe day after Edwards bcmplained,'Justice McMillan issued a
Qafrant calling for Sheriff William Duncén to arrest her.2
What then happened in court appears somewhat unusual, McMillan
required Frankie to deposit $350 as bail to assure that she
would return to his court on September 27 in order to pay $350
béil,?or her appearance in Gircﬁit Court at its next session
the fullomihg Navember.3 There is no record of anything having
happened in Justice Cnurf an the twenty-seventh. The next dated
documents in the Judément Roll are two statements by Justice
McMillan, one dated October 15 ané the other dated October 16,
in which he said that Frankie did not have the $350 bail money
and therefore he was cummitting her to the county Jjail until
the Circuit Court caonvened.

Frankie did not tzke her incarceration with joy. On Octo-
ber 23 she sent a letter to Court Commissigner, John J, Cele,

asking him to issue a writ of habeas corpus because she was

being held illegally., It was her contention that McMillan had

State of Wisconsin vs, Frankie La Salle, Judgment Roll
880, Circuit Court for the Sixth Wisconsin Judicial District
(Case Filed May 29, 1550), Criminal Complaint, Sept. 2L, 1888,

ZJudgment Roll 880, Uarrant, Sept. 25, 1888,

3Judq'nent Rall 880, signed bail bond statement from
Frankie La Salle, Sept. 25, 1888,

“Judgment Roll 880, Return to Justice, Uct. 16, 1888;
Letter from Justice MGM*llan to any Constable 1n La Crusse
County, Bct. 16, 1888,
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imprisoned her on October 15 without examining her concerning
the charge against ker, and further that he had imprisoned her

on the fifteenth when he had tuwenty days before, on September

25, released and discharged her from custady.1 Thé merits of
these arguments must have been good, because on November 9,
‘CommiéSinner Cole ordered that Frankie be freed.2

After this the records become more sketchy, There must
have been a trial in Lircuit Court on November 23 because the
sheriff was ordered by Circuit Court Judge Newman to have her
in court on that day; and there were subpmenaéd twelve witnesses
for the state who also were to be in court on the tuenty-third.3
However, the records of what happened in court that day are not
in the Judgment Roll of the case. It is evident, though, that
nnthing was resolved at that time because the Judgment Roll con-
tains several subsequently dated documents from May 14, 1889, to
January 23, 1890, that involve requests for continuances of the
trial, On May 14, 1889, Dr. E,. S.lwoud of S5t. Paul, Minnesota,
sent 2 notarized letter to the Circuit Court in La Crosse stating
that Frankie's lawyer from St, Paul, a man named milliém W, Erwin,
could not attend her trial because he was sick in bed with an

lJudgment Roll 880, letter from La Salle to John J. Cole,
Uctober 23, 1886.

ZJudgment Roll 880, handwritten statement of John J. bole,
November 9, 1888,

3Judgment Roll 880, order from Circuit Judge Newman to
Sheriff Duncan, Nov. 23, 1838, Two subpeonas, both Nov. 22, 1888.



L2

inflammation ef the right ear caused by catarrhal fever.l On
May 18, 1885 Frankie appealed for a continuance because a
woman named £lla Palmer, who could have helped prove her in--
nocence, had left the state and was therefore not availabla.2
The next appeals for a cdntinuance were not made until
January 22 and 23,~1890,'uhen Frankie said that once again she
was without the talents of a lawyer. Erwin sent her a tele-
gram stafing that he could not be in court in La Crosse to de-
fend her because he was involved in trials in St. Paul at the
time, She then tried to get J. M. Morrow of Sparts to be her
attorney, but he was confined to his bed, 1In addition to not
having an attorney, Frankie stated that a man named B, L.
Strouse, who was an important witness for her, was unable to
‘appear in court becasuss he was sick in bed.3 Finally, as if
all the above were not snough, three doctors, G. B, Thompson,
Charies H. Marguardt, and P, 5. Mc Arthur, wrote that Frankie
herself was too sick in bed with influenza and the grip to

. L
apgear in court.

1Judgment Roll 880, letter from Dr.. Wood to Circuit Court,
May 14, 1889,

ZJudgment Roll 880, letter from fa Salle to Circuit Court,
May 18, 1889.. -

3Jud‘gment Roll 880, typed statement signed by La 5alle in
Circuit Court, Jan, 23, 185G, ‘ '

AJudgment Roll 880, handuritten statement by Dr. G. G. Thomp-
son, Jan. 22, 1890; Handwritten stztement by Dr. C. H. Marguart,
Jan, 23, 1890; Handwritten statemsnt by Dr. P, S, McArthur, Jan. 23,
1534,.



Frankie next hired Bleekman, Tourellatte, and Bloomingdale
to be her attorneys. They immediately attempted to have the
‘chérges against her dropped on the basis of two argumentsc:

(1) that she had neither been examined by Justicé McMillan
nor had she ever waived examination concerning the charges
against her, and (2) that she had beern incarcerated ille-

- gally by Jdustice McMillan on October 15, 1888.1

when Dis-
trict Attorﬁey George H, Gordon's denial of these allegations
was upheld by the court,‘thereby dénying the defense's_ré-
guest for dismissal, the case finally went to trial.2
As stated earlier, no record of testimony taken ét the
trial exists today although there is & record of the instruc-
tinns'that ths defense wanted read to the jury, It was ma;el?
a statement théf the burden of proof rested on the prosecution
and that if there was & reasonable doubt that Frankie was guilty,
then the jury was duty bound to declare her innocent, which

they did.3

lJudgment Roll 880, typed plea of La S5alle in Circuit Court,
May 27, 18%90.

ZJudgment Roll 880, handuritten statement by D. A, Gordon,
May 27, 1850, :

3Judgment Roll 880, requested instructions to jury in Circuit
Court, n.d.; Verdict of the jury in Circuit Court, n.d.



CHABTER 6
THE STATE OF WISCONSIN VS.. DELLA DALTON

On November 25, 1905, when the La Crosse police first
entered Della Dalton's house at 409 N, 3rd Street, it was ncf
Miss Dalton wheo they mere.seeking to arrést, but rather two.
men named Frank Kane and Jameé mhite.l Kane, with White as
a'companion, had committed a robbery on the Burlington Rail-
road passenger train on its run between Minneapolis'and La
GCrosse sometime during the night of November the éhth and the
morning of the 25th. The two men continued on the train to
Prairie du Chien where they got off, weited for about twenty
minutes, and then return=d north by train to La Crosse. Upon
arriving in La Crosse at 3:30 A.M, they went to the American
House Hotel, which was located on Pearl Street, where they met
a night clerk named A, J, Kreuter. UWwhen Kreuter got off work
at about 9:00 A.M, he took the two to several bars and then %o
Della Dalton's whers at about 11:00 A.M. officers McGrath and
Dungan of the La Crosse Pplice Department entered the house and

lsfata of Wisconsin vs. Della Dalton, Judgwent Roll 1442,
Circuit Court for the Sixth Wiscorsin Judicial District (Lase
Filed Dec. 23, 1905), Testimony (Trial 2), Dec. 13-14, 1905,
pe 30 '
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arrested Kane and White., HKane was found guilty in County Court
of robbery, sentenced, and served a term at Waupun State Prison,
White, however, was not prosecuted for anybpart he might have
hard in the robbery because he testified against Hane.l

While making fhe arrests of Kane and white,.McBrath and
Dugan saw in Della Dalton's house enough evidence to lead the
police to believe that, along with the gensral reputation of
the house as they understmdd it, they could also win a convic-
tion of Della for operating a house of prostitution. The police
did not have an easy time succeséfully presenting their case,
however., The trial_had to be held three times because the jury
for the first trial, held in Police Justice Court, became dead-
locked, the guilty verdict of the jury for the second trial,
which was alse held in Police Justice Uourt, was appesaled by
Della to the Circuit Court, and the jury in the Circuit Court
found Della innccent.2 The Judgment Roll which contains the
recard of the three trials of Della Dalton contains testimony
taken only during the first twoc trials. The aonly remeining tes-
timony heard during the trisl in Circuit Court is a deposition
taken at Waupun State Prison from Frank Kane who was by then

serving his ierm for robbery,

lJudgment Roll 1442, dsposition of Frank Kane, Feb. €,
1906, question and answer number 12; Tastimeny (Trial 1),
Dec. 12-13, 19G3, pp. 2-3,

zJudgment Roll 1442, Return to Justice, Dec, 22, 1305;
Verdict of the jury in Cirsuit Court,
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Sinceithe testimung and evidence presented by both the
prosecution and the defense was gssentially the same at both
yfrials held in Police Justice Cnurt, the present examination
will treat fhe bodies of evidance ss a complete whole, The
 _nn1y exception te this will be where there were differences
between pieces dfvevidence’presented at the tweo trials,

' The star witness fur the prosecution was James White,
whaose testlmuny at Frank Kane's robbery trial helped send Keane
to Waupun. UWhite testified that he and Kane were drinking at
the American House when kreuter, a stranger to them huth,‘asked
them where theay were going, They told him that they méra out
tc have a good time and wanted to ge to a sporting house, where-
upon Kreuter toock them, via an alley, to the back door of Della's
house where a Qirl named Kitty Kelly let theﬁ in.l The important
thrust of White's testimony was squarely challenged and contra-
dicted by Kreuter who stated, "I did not tell these bays_this was
a sporting house . ., ,," "I asked him if he wanted to go to a
sporting house or a private house., They said to a private house.®
In addition, Kreuter stated that Kane and White approached him and
nat the other way around as White had testified.z

Beside stating that Kreuter had intentionally taken him and
Kane to é sporting house,-mhite testified that once the three men

1Judgmant Roll 1442, Testlmony (Trial 1), n. 2; Testimony
(Trial 2}, pp. b, 6. .

2Judgment Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 1), pp. 11-13,
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arrived at Della's, he went upstairs with her and for a pay-
ment of $2.00 had sexual intercourse with her, Thén kane took
Kitty Kelly upstairs and was with her for about fifteen minutes
when Della saw the police coming, whereupon Della told Kitty to
come downstairs. When Officers Dugan and McGrath gave their
testimony at the trials they said that they had had to wait for
from two to five minutes after they first rapped on Della's
kitchen door before she answered it.l This length of time would
have given Kitty sufficient opportunity to get dresséd and domﬁ;
stairs before Della lét the policemen in if White was telling
the truth, Della, however, testified that she let the police in
" . . 88 sﬁon as I could get tc the kitchen dacrr"z
According to Officers Dugan and McGrath, who were also im-
portant witnesses for the prosecution, when Della let them into
the house they found Kreuter, White, and Kitty in the pérlcr.
They asked Della how many men were in the housze and when she told
them that there were three, they asked her where the third one
was., She replied that he was upstairs, whereupon Dugan went up-
stairs and found Kane in @ bedroom buttoning up his pants and
pulling up his suspenders., The bed was mussed as though snmeéne'
had been‘in it.3‘ The various. explanaticns given by the different

1judgment Re1l 1442, Testimony (Trial 1), pp. 1, 6-7;
Testimony (Trial 2), p. 5.

%Ihid., p. 21.

3Ibid., pp. 5-8; Testimony (Trial 2), pp. 1-3, 11-12,



witnesses as to the reason why Kane was in the upstairs room

‘in the condition Dugan found him, differ betwesn the witnesses
and between the various trials. In the first trial Dugan said
that'Della’tnld him that Kane was upstairs, ", . . taking a
break,"l McGrath said nothing about this at the first trial,

In the second trial Dugan and McGrath corroborated each sthers
testimony by agreeing that Della had told them that Hane had

gone, ", . . upstairs to take a bath."z

Della, Kitty, and
Kreuter all testified that Kane had gone upstairs to use the
toilet, and Kane statéd, in the deposition obtained from him
at Waupun, that he had gone upstairs to take a nap.3

Angther piece of evidence that the prosecution levied
against Della in order to prove thaﬁ she ran a house of pros-
titution, centered around the selling of beer to Kane and White
in her house, In the depbsitinn taken from Kane, the QUestion
was asked of him, "Isn't it the custom at whore houses to buy
beer and pay fabulous prices for it7?® Kane's answer was, "Yesr"a
'with that ccncept in mind, the prosecution estzhlished through

the testimonies of White, Kreuter, and Kane that all three had

been drinking hefore they went to Della's house and that when

lJudgment Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 1), p. 7.
2Judgment Rell 1442, Testimony (Trial 2), pp. 1, i2.

BJuﬂmmpnt Roll 1&&2 Testimony (Trial 1), pp. 22, 26;
Testlmuny (Trial 2}, pp. 19 2k, 28; Deposition of Frank Hane,
guestions and answers numbers 8 & 12,

. uIbid., guestions and answer number 12,
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they did go to her place Kreuter ordered a case of beer and then
collected two dollars each from Kane and White te pay for it.
,ﬁreuter testified that he alsmgcchtributed two dollars for the
beer which meant that he collected a total of six dollars for
a case of beer that, according toc him, cost $l.30.l The pros-
ecution's points of evidence in this matter were twofold: (1)
- beer was scld and consumed in the house, and (2) a high margin
of prafit was made in the sale of the beer. There is no evi-
dence from the testimony that either Della or Kitty had any-
.thing to do with fhe—purchase of the beer although they both
took part in drirking it.z

A third point in the prosecution's case involved the ele-
ment of the reputation ef Della and of hér hovse, but it is
guite obvigus from all the testimony that this was not at all
a st:ong point in the case against her., There were only three
persons wheo stated that they believed the reputation of the house
was that of a whore house, Captain Parks of the La Crosse Police
. Department said, ®The place has a reputation of being a sporting
house. It looks to meg like she is a sporting wnman."3 In the
gsecond trial, Officer Dugan said much the same thing asvthe Cap-
tain had said, although in the first trial he testified, "I

S L e UGS T A, T Y DD I Y D B B s s td

;Ibid., guestion end answer number 12; Testimony (Trial l);

pp. 1, 2, 13, 14; Testimony (Trizl 2), pp. &4, 26, 27, 28, 29,

szudgment Roll 1442, depﬁsitian of Frank.Hane; guestions and
answers numbers 12 & 16; Testimony (Trial 1), pp. 3, 28, 22, 25;
Testimony (irial 2}, pp. &, 6, 17, 22, 23, 26.

A'BJudgment Roll IL4L2, Testimony (Trial 1), p. &.
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never heard anyone putside of the police falk about the hnuse.l
The third person to clearly state that the reputation of the
house was bad was a man named Ruihelt.? In addition, Captain
‘Parks, Ruihelt, and another individual named William Baldwin,
said that they had seen a good number of men coming out of the
house, but never any women.

These arguments were counterattacked by the defense which,
through cross examination of prosecution witnesses and testimony
obtained from its own witrnesses, fairly well descimated the pros-
ecution's attack on the reputaticn of Della and her house. One
example of this is of rather classic proportions. In the first

trial, two of the prosecution's witnesses were Capiain Parks and
¥

o

a woman named Mrs, Thomas Ryan, Parks first testified that he
heard of Delia's alleged prostitution business in part from Mrs.
Ryan and that Mrs, Ryan asked him to remove Della from the house.
However, when Mrs.. Ryan was called to the witness stand she com-
'plgtely contradicted Parks by saying that he told her not to ac-
cept any rent from Della, According to Mrs. Ryan, she told Parks

that she knsw nothing about Della and, "Never saw her dc anything

out of the way.® Mrs. Rysn added that Della had done some sewing

Y1bid., p. a.

5 .
“Judgment Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 2), p. 8.

*Ibid., pp. 8-9, 9-10, 11.-

hJudgment Roll 1442, Testimany (Trial 1}, pp. 4-5.
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for her and héd done a good job.l Caught in its own contradiction
in the first trial, the prosecution did not use Mrs. Ryan as a
witness in the second trial, Instead, the defense used her as one
of its witnesses,

The defense also called three men, John Romey, Joseph Weis—
man, and F. lWilcre, who said that they had never SEen any men go
to Della's house as Parks, Ruihelt, and Baldwin testified.’ In
all, the defense guestioned nine peocple who said they did not
know anything about the reputation of Della or her houss, five
people who said that éither the reputation was not that of a
house of 11l fame or more directly that the houss was not a
whore house, and one person, Earl Sloat, whe rented the house
to Della, said directly that her reputation was good.3

Further in herkown defense, Della claimed that she was a
dressmaker and millinerh and eight other people made statements
verifying her claim. George Albrecht and Wilere, for example,
said ﬁhét there was a2 dressmaking sign at the hnuse.s Mrs,

: Qilliam Bates testified, "Miss Dalton is a dressmaker . . .,"

"She did & great deal of sewing . . .," "5he made clothes for

] .
“1bid., p. 9; Testimony (Trial 2), p. 15.
ZJUdgmsnt Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 2), pp. 13, 14, 15,

. 33udgment Roil 1442, Testimony (Trial 1), p. 17; Testimeny
(Trial 2), p. 12.

hJudgment Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 1}, p. 1S; Testimony
(Trial 2), p. 22, ,

- ZJudgment Rall 1442, Testimony (Trial 1), p. 11; Testimony
(Trial 2}, p. 15.
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Miss UWlagner. I saw defendant fit clothes on Miss bagner and
saw Magnef pay defendaht."l A member of the Salvation Army
from minuna named Mré. 5. Colkesser, and Mrs. Ryan, said that
Della did dressmaking for them.z The only rebuttal to this
evidence that the prosecution could muster were statements by
White and Héne who said that while they were in the house, they
saw nothing around fhe huusevthat had to do with millinery or

dressmaking.3

Della‘'s description and Kitty's description of what hap-
penad the morning of November 25th and specifically why Hang
was upstairs when the police arrived, were more complete in
the second trial than in the first, yet enough of their testi-
monies from the first trial were recorded so that their testi-
ﬁanies at both>trials were clearly not contradictory. Accordihg
to them, when Kitty let Kreuter and White into the house that
morning, Della was still upstairs in bed. Della got up and went
dowunstairs Jjust before the police rapped on the door. All four
- individuals, Kitty, Kane, White, and WKreuter, were in the parler
when Della went te answer the door. While she was gone, Kane
asked Kitty where the toilet was. She told him it was on the
back of the lot, but that he could no upstairs to Della's room,
When Della ceme back into the parlor with the two policemen and

Ljudgment Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 1), p._1l6.

Ibid., pp. 9, 24,

) 3Judgment Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 2}, p. 5; Deposition
of Frank Kane, gquestion and answer number 12,
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found Kane gone, she asked Kitty where he was; kitty told
her, she told the police and Dugan proceeded upstairs where
he arrested Kane, That was the end of the story for Dslla
and Kitty until two days later when Della was arrested for
keeping & house of prustitution.; Having heard all the evi-
dence ‘thus described, the jury in the Circuit Court, on
February 8, 1906, declarsd Della Dalton, "Not guilty" of the

charge brought against her.2

D S e 0 st . S TR G S Y s W

lJudgment Roll 1442, Testimony (Trial 1), pp. 19-24,
25-26; Testimony (Trial 23}, pp. 17-20, 22-25.

zJudgmant Roll 1442, verdict of the Jjury in Circuit
Court, Feb., 8, 1S06,



CHAPTER 7

THE INVESTIGATIONS OF THE TEASDALE COMMITTEE.

IN LA CROSSE

Latevin the nineteenth century, the government nf the
United States developed an interest in the suppression of
prestitutien. In Keeping with this interest at the natignal
level, in 1913 the legislature of Wisconsin created a joint |
committes to situdy vice in the state. The official titles of
the committes was the Wisconsin Legislative Committee to In-
vestigate the White Slave Traffic and Kindred Subjects, ang
its chairman was stats Senator Howsrd Teasdale of Sparta. The
rést of tha committee was composed of two senators, Yictor
Linley gnd Robert Monk, and three assemblymen, Carl Minklay,
James Sglén, and‘Secrge We Bingham. The eight boxes of rec-
ords of the committee, which are now kept in the Wisconsin
State Historipal Society's library in Madison, show that al-
though the committee had six members, it was Senator Teasdals
who did most bf the work and who had the greatest interest in
the invastigatimn,l |

After some preliminary research as to the best method to

Hass, Wisconsin Magazine, pp. 138-40; "Our Introduction,”

The Light, April, 1893, pp. 5-7.
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use in its investigatioﬁ, the committee decided on implementing
a'fhree-step plan of attack., It first sent detailed guestion-
haires to prominent persons thfnughout thé state both in gov-
ernment énd out in an attempt to find out how widespread pros-
titution was, to determine what the extent of venereal disease
was, to assertain how many illegitimate babies were being born,
and. to investigate the ralatimné of alchobhol to illicit sex,
As its secnhd step, the committee hired private detectives
whose job it was to inveétigate clandestinely various indi-
;vidual cities throughout the state and send renorts to the
committee., Finally the committee held open and claosed hear-
~ings in thirteen cities arnund the state at which individuals
involvedvin vice uefe,cunfrantad with the evidence that had
been accumulatéd against them by the detsctiyes, and persgns
-outside the vice business were guestioned about their thoughts,
knowledge, and opinions concerning prostitution and related
matters.l
La Crosse was the first city at which the committee hear-
ings were helc,; and the over one hundred pages of testimony
taken at the hearings, in addition to the reporis of thé detec~
tives, providesinformative reading,z The committee hired at
least five detectives to investigate the city, but only two
provided the_duantity and gquality of evidence that Senator

Hass, Wisconsin Magazine, pp., 1&1-42.

2La ErosseITribune, Jan. 8, 19i4, p. 6,
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Teasdale, the committee's chief proponent, wanted accumulated.
Mrs. Adella White and Ban Morgan worked separately and at dif-
- ferent times, Mrs, White during the latter half of October and
HBen Morgan during the latter half BF-November, 1913. Togzther
they made ne less than eighty-six investigations of individual
prostitutes, houses of prostitution, housss of assignation, bars,
hotels, stores, roadhouses, and policemen of dubious character.l
The work of the committee in La Crosse, both through the
iﬁvestigatinns of the detectives and the hearings, ciearly paint
out that during the first fifteen vears of the twentieth century
La Crosse was a city caught up in the throes of cfficial moral
change. Until the spring of 1908 there was a red light district
in the one hundred bleock of Pearl 5treet.2 At that time, Mayer
W.. A,. Anderscn ordered his chief of police to close the district's
houses of prostitution along with the gambling establishments and
houses of assignation. It was no easy decision for the mayor, how-
ever, In 1508 he was serving the second of two non-consecutive
terms, During his first term, from 1899 to 1901, the district had

existed, but he made no effort to shut it down because he was told

1wiscansin, Legislature, Senate, Wiscorsin Legislative Com=
mittee to Investigate the White Slave Traffic and Kindred Subjects,
Hearings, Correspondence, and Investigation Manuscripts of the
Wisconsin Legislative Committee to Investigate the White Slave
Traffic and kindred Subjects, Archives Division of the Wisconsin
State Historical Society, Investigations 1837-1915, Series 2/3/1/
3-8, Location 3/10/H17, Box 21, Mrs. Adella White's Reports, Ben
Morgan's Reports, Sater and Carr's Reports, and Box 16, letter
from Senator Teasdale to Mr. R. Ebel, Nov, 10, 1913,

2Legislative Committee, Hearings, Bex 2I, White's Heport,
pp. 6-7; Box 19, Testimony, pp. 8-1G.
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by the police that having a district was an aid to police work
in that the prostitutes and gamhlers of the district kept them
informed when persons of guesticnable repute came to touwn.

Mr, Andersnn testified to the committee that when he took of-
fice for the second time, he had second thoughts ahout keeping
the.district open, and after some soul-séarching he ordered it
‘closed for several reasons, His first reasnn‘hinged on the fact
that every thres months or so each house was fined fifty dollars
fur the right to stay open. This fine amounted to a license fee
and Mr. Anderson said that as mayor he, “.." ~ felt ashamed to
think that thebcity was shéring in the prnfits of these girls in
the houses of prostitution." Secondly he felt that the girls
who wnrkéd in the district ueré treated as slaves becaﬂse'they
ware ngt allowed to walk the streets together and they were re-
guired to abide by a curfew of about six b’clock, whereas the
other prostitutes who undoubtedly worked in the city, but nat

in the distriﬁt, had no restrictions, Thirdly, althougﬁ the
bdistrict theoretically prevented the spread of prostitution, in
actuality it did not, Finally, tﬁe district had become a lair
for criminals of other classes and obviously therefure,.it did
not prevent other forms of crime, which was the chief reason why

the police believed it should stay Upen,l

lLegislative Cammittee, Hearings, Box 19, Testimaony, pﬁ. 3-14,
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Though the closing of the district was applauded in some
quartérs, there were those peonle who criticized.the action
for business and political reasans.l when Anderson was re-
placed as mayor in 1909 by Ori Sorensgn, Mr. Sorensen allowed
the district to resopen because he was of the opinion that a
red light district was a nebeésary evil to assure that the city
as a whole mauld be safe from the evils of prostitution by hav-
ing the prustitutaé segregated into the district.z Mr. Soren-
éen's stay in office was only two years. He was replaced in
V1911 byiJohn'Dengler; who closed the district on the basis of
Anderson's directive.3 While Dengler was mayor, Sdrensen changed
his mind concerning the necessity of having a red light district.
As & result, the debate during the mayoral elecfiun of 1913 cen=-
tered heavily on the issue o% prostitution in La Erbsse. While
éerving his two years in office Dengler did what he could to
improve the moral condition of the city inbluding closing the
district, closing down an assignation house that had existed for
twenty years, and establishing recreation programs for younogsters.
Sarensen, howsver, won the election largely due to the fact that
on the day before the eiectiun, he publicly stated that he had

hired a private detective from outside the city whose investigation

Yibid., p. 9.

zIbld., o. 105 "Redlight is Not 'Necessary Evil'," La Crosse
Trlbune, Jan, 9, 1914, B. L. -

3Legislative Committee, Heérinhs, Box 19, Testimony, pp. l4-16.
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turned up forty-seven houses of prostitution in the city,l When
Sorsnsen took office in 1913, he did not reopen the district as
he had done during his first term in office and at the committee
hearings several prominent men, including County Judge Jshn
Brindley, former mayors Anderson, Dengler, and Torrance, and
Willisam Doerflinger of the Park Store, stated that the city
was cleaner than it had been and that the closing of the dis-
trict did not cause a deterioration in the morals of the city.2

| Homevér true that may have been, the reports of Detectives
White and Morgan clearly indicate that La Crosse was not a morally
pure city. It must be born in mind, of course, that the detec-
tives were purposely leoking for the seamy side of city life, and
though they very definitely found it, they elsu-included in their
reports hearsay information and opinions.. Fer example, in report-
ing on the motion picture "In the Bishop's Carriage® which was
shown at the Bijou Theater on October 15, 1913, Detective White
stated, "The effect on the minds of most of those present was far
from good. Audience consisted largely af.factary girls, shop girls
and others who themselves are inclined to be wayward.."3 Yet it was

the reports of the detsctives that presented the picture of illiecit

W 2 . S Y. B . T T -

lIbld,, pp. l4<16; "Redlight is Not ‘Necessary Evil'," La
Creosse iribune, Jan. 9, 1914, p. 1; Editorial, La Crosse Trlbunc
March 31, 1913, p. 3i “Sorensen mlll Not Give Nanes of the 'Dumps',"
La Crnsve Tribune, March 31, LBIZ, p. 1; *Sorensen Seeks for Infnr—
mation," ta Crosse Tribune, April 18, 1913, p. 1.

Z“Redlimht is Npt 'Necessary Evil'," La Crasse Tribune, Jan. 9,
1914, o, 1; Leoislative Committee, Hearlngs, Box 19, Testimony,
pp. 8-1€, 13—22, 29-33,

3, . e
fegislative Eamml tes, Fear;nms, Box 21, UWhite's Report, p. 1.
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sex activities in the city rather than the testimonyvtaken at
the hearings., Those good citizens who were asked to testify
before the committee either did mot know what the situation
was or if tﬁey did know they did not want to give the members
af the committee thg impression that lLa Crosse was corrupt.
As for those citizens of "questionable“ character who were
called upon, they included ocnly one prustituté, Miss Frankie
ta 5alle, and others like chauffer Carl Miller and police of-
ficer William Wermuth, who denied everything that the committee
charged them with based on the reports of White and Margan.®

Ben Morgan reported that Miller, while driving him out to
a roadhouse, said, n 'You can pick up a girl any time in the
Fark S5tore who will go to room with you,t " 'Call Miss Minnie
Rischgelt and say‘yau are a friend of Ray Rice and she will be
on the jnb.! wZ Senator Teasdale asked Miller about the con-
versation and Miller retorted, "No, never had such a talk in my
life,! n3 ‘Earlier in the dialugﬁe between Teasdale and Miller,
the latter said that the only reason he went to French Island
was to go fishing, and yet while investigating 2 saloon and dance
hall run by James Sokolik on the island, Morgan saw Miller in the

i
gstablishment.

‘ltegislative Comnittee, Hearings, Hox 19, Testimony, pp. 1-123.

ZLegislativa Committee, Hearings, Box 21, Mgrgan's Handwritten
Reports, p. 173.. .

BLegisiativa Committee, Hearin>s, Box 19, Testimony, p. 89.

thid., p. 89; Box 21, Morgan's Fimal Report, p. 5.
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The contradictions betmeeﬁ White's and Morgan's investi-
gatinﬁs, on the one hahd, and the testimony of Officer Wermuth,
on the other, were also quite obvious. Morgan reported.thatv
while investigating the house of Mrs. Anna Howe, she taldvhim
that Wermuth was a " 'damn Pimp! ?5and that he had been seen
taking a girl to a place himself, In his final report on La
'~ Crosse, Morgan wrote, "Detective Wermuth said to be friendly
with prostitutes éﬁd is said to have immoral relations with
fhem.ﬂl' Mrs,. White's reﬁort Qas mbre complete concerning the
police éfficér;

There are 21 members of the department, all in-
cluded except the Chief, Many of them are bad;
hand in glove with vice and on the most intimate
terms with sporting girls, Prominent among them
is Officer Wermuth, a brother of a saloonkseper
of the same name; on North Third S%.. It is common
talk among the girls and generally talked about
town that after cleosing hours of the saloon this
of ficer having a key to the rear entrance of the
WET GOODS Saloon, takes girls in there, spending
considerable time with them, VYiola Friday, or
Atchinson, & well-known prostitute, boasts of his
friendship with bher, and others say Sophie Zak, a
young Polish girl, whose home is in Winona, Minn,
but is now in Minneapolis, was also his paramour,

In contrast to the detectives, however, Wermuth presented him-
self to the committee as guite pure:

SENATOR TEASDALE: .. You are a paliceman
in the city? A, VYes sir.

Q. ©Oo you know anything about the conditions
existing on the sguare between Vine and Pearl St.
and the river and Pearl, as to moral conditinns?

- €0 G ST W W S S M W e e -

lLegis}ative Committee, Hearings, Box 21, Morgan's Hand-
written Reports, p. 185; Morganis Final Report, p. 2.

2Ibid.., Wnite's Report, p. 12.
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A. UWell, I know I cannot find anything wrong as

far as I am cencerned; 1 have been watching it as

close as I could.

Q. Never sze anything wrong? A. Very seldom.

If I do, I make an arrest. )

Q. Do you arrest when you fae anything wrong,

at any time? A, I certainly do.

In their investigations of La Crosse, White and Morgan
found the city to be wide open for prostitution. The red light
district was gone, but houses of prostitution still sxisted both
on and off Pearl Street, If a man did nat want to use the serv-
ices of a house and its girls, thHere were hotels like the Grahd,
the Hillside, or the Law to which he could take his girl friend.
Ur if a streetwalker was more to his liking, he could easily en=-
gage ones services on Third Street betwsen State and Pearl, the
twc blocks which Mrs. White found toc be the worst in the city.z
Then, too, there were the establishments which were run bath =s
houses with girls and as assignation houses., Mrs. Howe, for ex-
ample, told Morgan that he could have her for twe dollars, but
that at the time shs was menstruating, so if he wanted to bring
a girl of his own; ne could have a room for one dollar, Her
place was in the old district at i1l% Pear1,3 Mrs,., 5. Bennett

had run a house within the district, but when it was closed she

moved to a flat at 125 South Third Street where she ran an 3351g-~

nation hnuse, and her twa daughters were available for men who

lLegislative Committee, Hearings, Box 19, Testimony, p. 117,
2Legis}ative Committee, Hearings, Box 21, White's Report, p.

3Ibid., Morgan's Handwritten Reports, p. 185,
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didippg have their own girls.l

There really was noc stereotype for the prostitutes in
La Crosse.. Some were cld-timers like Mrs,. Bennett and Frankie
La'Sélle, while others were as young as sighteen., Most were
in their fmentieé. They represented several nationalities--
Palish, Norwegian, German, and Canadian, Many of them were
not from La Crosse and changed their places of residence guite
often, coming from such places as Winena, River Falls, Grasen
Bay, S5t. Paul, Minneapolis, and even Alberta, Canada;z

The price of tws dollars was fairly constant for a pros-
titute's services throughout the £ity, though one dollar was
not uncumman.3 Frankie La S5alle testified that a girl should
charge at least five dollars if she wss te run a house properly,
Yet, White reported that the girl named Helen who worked in
#rankie’s house charged only from one to fmo dnllars.h

The elehent of money became @ rather important point of
interest in the hearings as a'pﬁtsnfial reascit why girls entered
the life a? prustifution. Mrs, White, beside finding out how
much girls charged per customer, uncovered some information on
how much variocus girls earned per day, week, and month. Helen,

at Frankie's place, took in between seven and ten dollars a day,

0 - - G N G - . ] - -

ibid., White's Report, pp. 1-2.
Ibid., pp. 1-15. '
Ibid., pp. 1-15,

Ibid,, p. &4; Box 19, Testimony, p. 77.



so that for & week she might have earned from about Fifty to

seventy dbllars.l Evelyn and Sophie, two girls who plied

fheir trade at the Hillside Hotel, told white that the hotel

was a busy place and therefore they earned from forty to fifty

dollars per week after paying five dollars a week for board.2

- There mas.é restaurant in back of a bar at Third and Pearl

" where a girl named Mary worked as a waiiress. GShe stated

that as a waitress she earned three to four dollars a week,

but by "meefing friends“.she added between twenty and twénty-

five dollars per week to her income. She added that during

the week of the fair she made over fifty dollars...3 Lillian

Skunberg, a prestitute at the Monitor Saloon, told Mrs, White

that between August the twenty-sixth and September the twenty-

u§ixth cf 1513 she earned one hundred dollars after expenses.h
These incomes of prostitutes were Faf higher than those

af the average female store clerk or factory girl, according to

the testimony of several people at the hearings. The picture

that unfolded concerning incomes of prostitutes and nonprosti-

tutes Ieft little for the committee to cheer about when girls

like Grace Barnes, who nad worked for the Rubber Mills for about

five years, said she was earning bstween eight and nine dollars

liegislative Committee, Hearings, Hox 21, White®s Report,

Be Lo
21bid., p. b.
BIDidu’ pc 8.‘

“Ihid., p. 13.
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a week, two of which she sent home to hér parents in Bangmr,l
Anna Sauer, a clerk at the Park Store, testified she was earn-
‘ing between ten and eleven dollars a week including commissicns
on sales of about five dollars, a total income which was less
than she had earqed as a school teacher.2 The téstimony af
. these -two girls and others like them gave credence to the pef-
sons who, when asked their opinions, ssid that low wages were
primarily responsible for girls turning to prostitution. Finally,
Ben Margan reported that while he was investigating the Shang Hai
Restaurant at 124 S, Third, a waitress named Anna Moen boldiy
admitted, " '0Of course I go to my room with men or I could not
live,' . . ."3
Several witnasses, however, thought girls succumed to sexual
desires and became prostitutes for reasons Dthér than money. A~
meng the reasons given were liguor, poor home life, lack of par-
ental guidance, men and boys wha for their own lustful purposes
destroyed girls'Avirginity, movies which kept the girls doun-
town late at night, tha\close proximity in which bovs and girls
werked in the factories, dance halls located too close to saloons,
and inferier intellipence of those girls who turned to prnstituticn.a
Wlhen guestioning witnesses as to why they thought girls became
lLegislafive Committee, Heaiinqs, Box 19, Testimony, pp. 62-63,
Ihid., pp. 53-36. |

-

3Legislative Committee, Hearings, Box 21, Morogan's Hand-
written Reporis, p. 175,

hLegislative Committee, Hearings, Box 19, Testimony, pp. 1-123.
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prostitutes, the committee members usually also asked what
preventive and curative measures might be taken teo smlve‘the
problem, The suggestions varied, but they all reflabted what
the Qitnesses felt was a need for strong social action by gov-
ernmeﬁt at both the local and state levels, A nﬁmber of the
~ suggestions centered on the witnesses' beliefs that the best
‘methnd of prevénting prostitution was to make.certain that
children, an& especially girls, were raised in wholesome en-
vironments. To that end the witnesses recommended that chil-
dren should be taken émay from parents who did not giya pfoper
guidance to them, that more concern should be given in schools
for the less intelligent, that girls be taught a vocation so
that they could demand higher wages, that the city expand rec-
reation Tacilities, that schools show movies, and that the age
of consent be raised from fourtsen vears fa either sixteen,
eighteen, or twenty-one. Among the other suggestions advanced
by witnesses were the claosing down of roadhouses where pros-
titution flmurishéd, increasing the number of policemen includ-
ing the hiring of policewomen and establishing a constant pol-
icy dealing with morals that would not change when the_admin-
istration of the city changed.l

kFrnﬁ the'very beginning of its investigations in La Crosse,
in each of its three sfeps of investigation, the Teasdale

libid., pp. 1-123.
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LCommittee exparienced difficulties. Teasdale guickly found
out that throughout the state, the authorities to whom he had
éeht questionnaires, were unmiiling to ¥ill them out for fear
of making it appear that their jurisdictions were corrupt or
that they were nnt-duing.theirijmbs. Only after some personal.
. pradding did he 'succeed in getting a guantity of replies.l
- La Crosse was no exception to this.- Upan recéiving a gues-
tionnaire, fur example, Rev. T. S. Dadams, Pastor of the First
Methodist Episcopal Church in La Crosse, wrote to the Senator
stating'that in his opinion the "verbose data®™ asked for in
the guestionnaire actually would serve little purpose in ac-
complishing the committee's objective. uhat peeQed Teasdale
even more, hc@ever, was Oadams' guestioning of the sincerity
of the committée's intentions.2 The senatar‘wasted no time
replying te Oadams' letter, stating in no uncertain termé that
he and the committse bad a right»tc ekpect that Oadams would
fill out the guestionnaire since they were going to spend sev-
- eral months investigating throughout the state with no compen-
éatisn other than for exgenses,3

In La Crosse the troubleé that Teasdale had with his de-
tectives, by not gettino sufficient work out of three of them,
Ebel, Sater, and Garr,'mculd have been problem enough, but his
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lHass, uisconsin Mapazine, pp. 142-43,

zLegislative Committee, Hearings, Box 22, letter Cadams
to Teasdale, Oct, 31, 1313,

3Legislative Committes, Hearings, Box 16, letisr Teasdale
to Uadams, Oct., 31, 1913, ‘
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:best detective, Mrs. White, was involved in two incidents
which might have destroyed her effectiveness as an under-
cover agent, Un October 24, 1913, she went to the pnét af -
fice to pick up some materials which Teasdale had sent to
her, The clerk at the general delivery window began gues-
tioning her about the quantity of materials she had been re-
ceiving‘Frum the senator. He then got a bit nasty by saying
that Téasdale mas; 1, . . on that fool committee that's
rﬁining things sa I just wondered if you were silly ehnugh
to get mixed up with that bunch, . .' " UWhen she finally got
the package from him, after paying eighteen cents for postags
due, she found that it had been opened and then resealedwl
Teasdale complained to Postmaster William B, Tséharned of La
Crosse about the incident, but Tscharhed replied that each af.
his three clerks denied having had such a discussion with Mrs,.
White, although one of them did sszy that he had collected the
eighteen cents from her. Tscharned then informed Teasdale what
amounts of pustége to use and he asked the Senator to have Mrs,
White come to his officé and point out the clerk who made the
remarks to her.z There is naqrecord of whether she went to do so.
The second incident occurred on the night of Dctpber 24, 1913,

at about 8:30 P.M, Mrs, White bad been informed that girls entered

1ibid., letter white to Teasdale, Oct. 24, 1913,

2Ibid., letter W, B. Tscharned to Teasdale, Oct. 29, 1913,
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the Wermuth Saloon by way of an alley, She was looking for
the entrance to the alley in the dark when officers Fitz-
simmons and McGraw came out of the alley and arrested 5er
for being drunk, McGraw, who had been involved in graft
charges two years before; took her to the police station and
on the wsy spokes "unrepszatable ianguage" to her., She didn't
answer any of his guestions, but demanded to see the chief.
The chief treated her guite well and even told her of & par-
ticular piace to investigate ithat she had not heard of before.
and then let her go. At the hearings, MclGraw denied calling
her names and Fitzsimmons said that he did not know whether
MeGraw had used foul language because MgGraw had taken heg to
the statian alane.l

The greatest problem ihat the Teasdale Committee faced in
La Crosse centered on the public reaction toc the hearings, Be=-
cause La Crosse was the first city at which hearings were held,
what happened there in terms of public sentimsnt:might Qery
well have affected the course of the hearings in the cities yetv
to have been heard from, A large enocugh body of citizenry did
protest in La érasse so that in other cities some heafings were
clossd to the pubiic and the press.z Those that protested the

libid., letter Uhite to Teasdale, Oct., 25, 1913; letter
White to Teasdale, Jan, 3, 1914; Box 21, White's Report, p. 13;
"Redlight is Not 'Necessary Evil',® Ls Crosse Tribune, Jan 9,
1914, p, 1. =

2 s . .
Hass, Wisconsin Magazine, p. 14k,
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most vociferously were fhe factory girls throughout the city
who resented having their characters disparaged. The La Crosse
Tribune took their side in an'éditorial on dJanuary 8, 15914 when
it séid:-
" The protest of Tactory girls against beihg

treated as an immoral "class" seems to us Jus-

tified, and we sympathize with them in their

protestation that indiscriminate terms used

“in the vice investigation, all unwittingly,

have done them an injustice.

. In the same issue, the paper printed on the first page a
lettarlfrom a girl who simply identified herself as %A Factcry
Girl." It was an eloguently written piece in which she criti-
‘ized those men who had testified ét the hearings for sterso-
typing. factory girls as being immorsl, In large measure she
1aid the blame for those few giris who had become prostitutes
squérely on the businessmen who did not pay girls a living wage
and who, on the ane hand, critized the unfortunate girls who
became pregnant while, nn‘the other hand, had girl friends of
their own without their wives knowing about it.z

The prctest,seeméd Justified because af stateménts made by
several witnesses. The most deronatory statements were made by
two ministers, one of whom, Father Ambrose Murphy, admitted that

his knouwledge of what went on in the factories came from stories

he had heafd,.and that he had no personal knowledge himself, What

T S R TP M i W A T - S, L

lEditDrial, La Crosse Tribune, Jan. 8, 1914, p. 1.

ZLa‘Crosse iribuns, Jan, 8, 1914, p. 1,
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he had heard was that bad language was used and that girls’
were made to parade naked in front of their boss-' Father
Murphy did not indicate in his testimony where exactly this
was supposed to have taken'place, other than to say he thought
it was in a candy factn:yrl The other minister mas Reverendv
D. C. Jones of the First Presbyterian Church.. He stated:

« « « 85 spon as they go to work at the factories

they immediately begin to attend the dances and

the moving picture shows, and that at once cuts

them off from church, from Sunday school, from

Christian organizations, and as a rule the parents

at that point lose control.Z

Not all the reéctiun to the cnmmittee's work was critiecal,
however, One person wrote to Teasdale after the hearings were
completed in La Crosse znd said that they had apparantly dons
some good because the mayor had begun looking for women to hire
as policewamen.3 Mayor Sorensen also praised Teasdale in a let-
ter in which he stated, "I consider your work throughout tﬁe
state as having accomplisﬁed 8 great deal of goud."h The great-
- est advocate in the city, however, was 8. 5. Steadwell, who at
the fime of the investigation was the president of the World's
Purity Federation. Thrcugﬁmut the 1life of the Teasdale Committes,
Steadwell had been in contact with the Senator, giving advice,

T S . e e STy S~ — - - g -

l"SenéatiDnal Testimony Heard by Vice Probers Starting In-
vestigation," La Crosse Tribume, Jan, 7, 1514, p, 1; Legislative
Committee, Hearings, Box 19, Testimony, p. 23.

ZLegislative Committee, Hearings, Box 19, Testimony, p. 26,
3Legislative Committee, Hearinms, Box 17, letter Hillyer to
Teasdale, Feb, 7, 1914,

kaid., letter Sorensen to Teasdale, Oct. 16, 1914,
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offering assistance, and generally giving moral support. In
a letter dated November 19, 1914, Steadwell said:

You are to be congratulated upon the results of
. your work in the state, for without guestion the
moral conditions have very materially improved
since your committee started work. Conditions
in and about La Crosse have very much improved,
though there is a chance for further betterment.

D . G P A S S A Rl s B0 B D G e e

l1bid., letter Steadwsll to Teasdals, Nov. 19, 1914,



CONCLUSION

In ccnclusibn, although there is ample proof to estab- .
Iish the existance of prostitution in La Crosse between 1876
and 1913, prostitution then did not have or convey the same
tntal'meaﬁihg that it does today. Even within thelpratfice
of prostitution that existed in the city then, there is no
proof in'any of the material studied here to indicate that
prﬁstitutes individually or as a group were mistreated by
customers or pimps. fhara is, for example, nothing to in-
dicate that anything resembling sadistic torture of presti-
“tutes for sexual gratification existed in La Crosse, or that
pimps, for their cwn greed, ceused prostitutes to becowme sither
mentally or ph—ysﬁcauy ill,

Finally, the Teasdale Commitiee found no white slave traf-
fic in La Crosse, although that was what the committes's of-
ficial titlé indicatad it was suppgsed to study., In fact, the
very first witness to testify in the city at the committee's
-Héarings, County Judge John Brindley, when asked whether young
—girls were forced into prostitution in La Crosse said, "No, I
do not think there are any such professionsl people here, if
ydu mean by white slaves girls who againsi their will entef pros=-

titution--why a girl could not be obliged, in a town this size,

73
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‘to stay at a hcuse,"l Yet, mild and innocent though it may
have been in La Crosse, prostitution continued to exist in

the city..

lLsgislative Committee, Hearings, Box 19, Testimony, p. 3.
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