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BY THOMAS C. McCARTHY

The slides and narration notes [this paper] on the Lasting Questions About NYS’ Last Hanging Execution were prepared by New York Correction History Society (NYCHS) general secretary and webmaster Thomas C. McCarthy for presentation 9 a.m., Friday, June 4, 2010 at the 31st Conference on New York State History on the campus of Ithaca College. The views expressed and judgments made on the historical issues raised as result of his research are his own as an individual student of New York correction history. This paper is based on a two-part web presentation added, with its own access icon on the NYCHS home page, in December 2009. The URLs:
http://www.correctionhistory.org/html/museum/gallery/raymondst/lastnyhangingexecutionpart1.html


http://www.correctionhistory.org/html/museum/gallery/raymondst/lastnyhangingexecutionpart2.html
[image: image2.png]



On this date (June 4) in the year 1888, the Legislature in Albany enacted an electrical execution law to take effect Jan. 1 the following year.  The law mandated the state replace the counties in carrying out death sentences.  It required that electricity, considered more humane, replace the rope as the lethal instrumentality.  The electric chair was first used Aug. 6, 1890, at Auburn Penitentiary on axe killer William Kemmler. He had murdered his common law wife out of jealousy.
Eight men were hanged after the electrical execution law’s effective date of Jan. 1, 1889. That was because the murders for which they were executed had taken place before that effective date. 
The first of these 8 was Virgil Jackson, hanged March 14, 1889 in Utica, having been convicted April 12, 1888, of fatally shooting the husband of a woman with whom he was carrying on affair.  The slaying took place Jan. 29, 1888, in Augusta, Oneida County.
The second was John Kelly, an Irish immigrant from Geneva, N.Y. accused of killing a housekeeper who said he had “intimate relations” with his boss’ daughter.  He was hanged July 10, 1889, in Canandaigua, Ontario County, N.Y.
The third, fourth, fifth and sixth post-Jan. 1, 1889 hangings all took place the same day – Aug. 23, 1889 -- at The Tombs Prison, lower Manhattan. Each man’s case involved a separate murder not connected with the others. But in each case the victim was a woman.
 • Patrick Packenham, 60+, had lost his job as a police officer due to his drinking problem. He regularly abused his wife and on April 2, 1888 slashed her throat fatally with a razor in a drunken rage.

• John Lewis, aka “Black Jack,” shot his girlfriend Alice Jackson dead July 17, 1888 when she refused to return to him after she had left him due to his beating her.   

• Ferdinand Carolin, a German immigrant carpenter, took a hatchet to Bridget McQuade, his live-in girlfriend, on March 15, 1888 when she gave him grief about his decision to return to his native land without her. 
• John Nolan, 20, shared an apartment with Emma Bach who locked him out one night after a heated argument.  Next day, Nov. 20, 1888 after sleeping on a park bench, he returned and through the still-closed door, expressed sorrow and asked forgiveness. Once he had her talking to him from the other side of the door, he fired a fatal shot into her through the keyhole.
NYC’s last hanging execution took place Dec. 5, 1889 at the Tombs. The condemned was Henry “Handsome Harry” Carlton. A trolley conductor when occasionally doing honest work and known as a “singer for drinks,” ex-con Carlton was a member of the Corcoran’s Roost gang. He fatally shot NYPD officer James Brennan who had come to the aid of a man whom Harry and Harry’s fellow gang members/drinking buddies were beating up Oct. 28, 1888. A member of the force 14 years, Brennan left a wife and three children.  
The last of the eight condemned men to be hanged after the electrical execution law’s Jan. 1, 1889 effective date was John Greenwall, aka John Greenwald, aka John Theodore Wild, who was also the last of the approximately 350 persons executed by rope in New York from 1778.  
The count in Rob Gallagher’s web version of the list of U. S. A. executions -- based for the most part on the prime sources researches of the late M. Watt Espy Jr. -- is 349. However, other researchers such as David Allen Hearn have taken issue with how Espy’s list was been used (or misused) statistically on the web. 
Whether or not Greenwall was precisely No. 349 or No. 350 or some other particular number in that statistical neighborhood is arguable.  But whatever his exact number in that sad sequence, he was indeed the last.
The dubious distinction of being New York and the world’s first condemned man executed by electricity was scheduled to befall a poor French-Canadian immigrant farmer in Clinton County, Joseph Chapleau. He had killed a wealthy Yankee famer, Erwin Tabor whom he accused of poisoning his cows. 

Perhaps well-aware of Tabor’s provocative character that contrasted with Chapleau’s normally mild-mannered nature, the Clinton community regarded the punishment as too severe. The jury and most county officials petitioned Gov. David Hill to commute the sentence to imprisonment. The DA didn’t oppose it. On July 16, 1890, just four days before the scheduled first electrocution, the electric chair that had been set up for Chapleau at Clinton was dismantled and moved to Auburn Prison where Kemmler awaited it. 
The chief questions in the case of William Kemmler – the first of 694 executed by electricity in NYS from 1890 through 1963 – were issues about capital punishment itself and about the method to be used if pursued; not about his guilt, or the fairness of his trial and conviction. After axing his common-law wife Tillie Zeigler, Kemmler had gone to his neighbor and announced, "I killed her, I had to do it. I meant to. I killed her and I'll take the rope for it.” Instead he took electricity for it – on Aug. 6, 1890.
In contrast to the first electrical execution case, validity-of-process issues emerge when NY’s last hanging execution case is studied.  This researcher had started out seeking only to add a bit of interesting information to the Raymond St. Jail history already on our website.  Instead, he found his research had opened a can of nasty legal worms, wiggling their ugly heads (?) right in his surprised face.  
Greenwall was the ninth man executed at the Kings County Jail since it had opened on Raymond Street in 1838. The eight others were: 

· Jan 30, 1852 -- Lawrence Riley, 25, convicted of fatally stabbing his wife and mother-in-law. 

· July 30, 1858 -- James Kelly, 44, convicted of fatally stabbing his wife. 

· Oct 12, 1866 -- Jose Gonzales y Fernandez, 38, and Francisco Gene y Salvador, 24, convicted of beating a fellow Cuban immigrant to death and robbing him. 

· Dec. 6, 1872 -- Henry Rodgers, 29, convicted of clubbing a policeman to death. 

· July 21, 1882 -- James Walsh, 17, convicted of mortally stabbing a girl, 16, who rejected his advances. 

· Aug. 1, 1884 -- Alexander Jefferson, 28, convicted of killing two bystanders while attempting to kill his estranged girlfriend. His weapons: a knife and gun. A frequent visitor to the condemned man was famed prison reformer Linda Gilbert, “mother of inmate libraries.” His hanging was torture: a slow strangulation. It horrified the official witnesses who saw it and the general public who read about it. The botched execution of Jefferson at the Kings County jail factored into the drive for a more humane approach.

· April 10, 1885 -- George Henry Mills, convicted of killing his wife with a knife. 

Six of the nine murder cases involved men attacking the women in their lives. Three cases -- including Greenwall's -- did not. His was the case of a house burglary gone bad.
Situated on the north side of DeKalb between Reid Ave. (now Malcolm X Blvd.) and Stuyvesant Ave., the Weeks home was one of a dozen virtually identical frame, two-story and basement structures with long, high front stoops extending from the sidewalk. As a consequence, the basement windows were street level and accessible from the front yard adjacent to the stoop. The basement door was under the front stoop.  The sounds of a break-in at 12:30 a.m. March 15, 1887 prompted Lyman to investigate, unarmed. Shot in the chest, he fell and apparently died almost instantly upon being hit.

Screams out the window from his wife, after finding him lifeless, brought neighbors to her aid. A member of a family across the street ran a half dozen blocks to nearest police station, the 14th Precinct headquarters. Inspection of the crime scene indicated the homeowner had interrupted the burglar gathering up the family valuables.  Weeks had managed to throw a chair at the thief before being shot.  

By slaying Brooklyn homeowner Weeks – 36, father of two sons, 9 and 4; staffer of a hat firm with offices in Manhattan and having Connecticut connections – the burglar/gunman took the life of someone with whom hard-working, respectable and influential middle class New Yorkers on either side of the East River could identify. Weeks was a member of the hat-making Sanford family of Bridgewater and Bridgeport and a top member of the Shethar & Sanford staff in Manhattan. 

On March 18th, Brooklyn Mayor Daniel D. Whitney announced a reward of $2,500 for information leading to the arrest and conviction of the killer. The sum was huge in that era when, for example, 14th Pct. Commander Capt. Dunn's per annum salary listed at about $2,400. The same day a subscription account was opened at the First National Bank of the City of Brooklyn for those who wished to contribute additional funds to increase the reward. At close of business, $375 had been added. 

While such reward offers are well intentioned, their effect can be disruptive to good police procedures and distort the investigative process. 
Brooklyn and Kings were not the jurisdiction of NYC Inspector Thomas ‘3rd Degree’ Byrnes’ but he involved himself in the Weeks case from the start and later took credit as ‘solving’ it.  He was undoubtedly one of the most effective, innovative and formative figures in NYPD history. But he also is considered by historians to have been brutal in his methods, without scruples, a consummate self-promoter, and no less corrupt than others holding Tammany-era office.

Byrnes' detectives had arrested a man in a Manhattan case similar to a Brooklyn case involving an attempt to shoot two Police Officers in the 14th Precinct a few nights before the Weeks murder. Those Brooklyn officers went to Manhattan and identified him as their would-be assailant.  Because he also vaguely fit the very sketchy description Mrs. Weeks gave of a man she saw hurrying away in the dark when she opened the window to scream for help, the suspect in the attempted police shooting cases was targeted for Weeks murder. 
The suspect upon whom Byrnes focused his attention, Peter Inglis, turned out to be a likeable, believable and articulate young would-be actor who worked as an “extra” with Margaret Mather troupers who publicly made know he been with them doing shows in other cities at the time of the Manhattan and Brooklyn crimes that Byrnes, and apparently the Brooklyn DA, tried to pin on him. The charges against him in the attempted cop shooting and Weeks murder cases crumbled.  
The emergence of John Greenwall as a person of interest in the Weeks case came at a most convenient time to divert public attention away from the embarrassing collapse of the three cases against Inglis. A German immigrant, Greenwall could barely mumble in English, had a few friends among non-criminal citizenry but did associate with known criminals and had already done time in prison. The authorities would not have to contend with any outpouring of public sympathy and support for this accused, whatever weaknesses might develop in their case against him. 

Initially he and three others were accused of stealing approximately 160 pieces of silverware, valued at $400, from the mansion of Jersey City's most powerful banker-politician, Edward Faitoute Condict Young on March 2. Young’s huge estate on Glenwood Avenue eventually became part of the campus of St. Peter's College. 

In connection with that Jersey case, Greenwall, John Baker and Paul Krauss were arrested April 5, 1887, at Phoenix House at 52 Bowery. Contrary to Insp. Byrnes’ later retelling of the events, Charles "Butch" Miller was not in the flop house, but in the Tombs on an unrelated charge when he was also arrested in the case.
The night of the arrests for the Jersey City burglary, Krauss sent word he had something to tell Byrnes. Brought to the inspector, Krauss claimed Greenwall made admissions about killing Weeks and that Baker had been present when some of these admissions were made. Brought to Byrnes to back up Krauss' story, Baker did so. The Krauss-Baker version had Miller as lookout and Greenwall the shooter in the Weeks burglary murder. Some of these admissions were supposedly made when Greenwall had been half-asleep after nightmares about the murder.
Later, Miller acknowledged he had been near the Weeks home to serve as lookout for the burglary but that Krauss -- not Greenwall -- broke into the house; that Krauss -- not Greenwall -- had the gun, and that Krauss -- not Greenwall -- was the one unable to sleep due to nightmares about his having killed Weeks. 

Whomever among the four(Krauss, Baker, Miller and Greenwall) were the two at Weeks’ home, that pair would have traveled there from Manhattan via a Williamsburg steam ferry and a Ralph Ave. horse-drawn trolley. 
At the trial of Greenwall separately, co-defendant Miller declared that Krauss, before breaking into Weeks' house, secretly displayed the gun in a moment of bravado to prove readiness for any challenge which might arise once inside the home. 

Krauss had been drinking, according to Miller who said that this prompted him to express concerns about going ahead with "the job" and that was when the gun was shown by Krauss to demonstrate readiness for any situation which might develop. Miller claimed he told Krauss that he wanted no part of any gunplay, that then he quit and went to a nearby saloon instead standing watch. A Krauss cellmate testified Krauss admitted in half-sleep he had shot Weeks.
The Greenwall trial for the Weeks murder was turning out to be no slam-dunk for Kings County DA James Ridgway. 

The Krauss-Baker claims of Greenwall’s nightmare and half-asleep admissions were countered by Krauss cellmate’s claim that Krauss had the nightmare and made admissions. The Krauss-Baker claims were also countered by Miller admitting he was supposed to be the lookout at the Weeks house break-in but for Krauss, not Greenwall. 

The most that the supposed eye-witnesses -- a ferry rider, trolley conductor and a saloon patron -- could do is place Greenwall in the vicinity of the Weeks home. Since Miller had a hunched back, one wonders how much attention they gave to looking at his companion. The widow Weeks’ description of the shadowy figure she saw hurrying away was useless, other than to establish that it wasn’t a hunchback.

The fact that 1887 was an election year for the DA and that winning the Weeks trial would be important to his re-election prospects may be factors worth noting in trying to understand his move to bolster his case by introducing testimony concerning an uncharged crime. More the wonder is that veteran trial judge, Henry A. Moore, let him get away with doing it. The prohibition against such a patently unfair tactic was no less clear more than a century ago than today, perhaps clearer. 

Even with such impermissible bolstering, the jury had taken longer than expected to reach a verdict. The Times complained, “The only surprising thing (about the conviction) is that there was difficulty on the part of two or three of the jurymen in making up of their minds."  When Moore pronounced sentence May 27, 1887, Greenwall exclaimed: 

"I am innocent of the murder of Mr. Weeks. I don't know anything about his death. Mr. Ridgway has convicted me and if I am hanged, my blood will be on him and on Judge Moore and the jury." 

Trial Judge Moore responded that he himself was "personally . . . entirely satisfied with the jury verdict” and sentenced Greenwall to be hanged, but the execution was stayed pending appeal

The impermissible testimony – introduced by DA Ridgway with Judge Moore’s acceptance but unanimously rejected by NY’s top appellate court – had come from a Brooklyn tailor George Mohring who employed Greenwall for a period.  Under DA questioning, Mohring claimed that he encountered Greenwall and Miller late at night in his home without permission. The effect within the Weeks burglary/murder trial was to place Greenwall also on "trial" for reputedly breaking into Mohring's house, an uncharged and unrelated alleged crime, the introduction of which was obviously prejudicial yet did not bear on whether Greenwall shot Weeks. 

With Moore’s helpful trial rulings, Ridgway had secured that politically valuable conviction May 20, 1887. In due course, the election went his way too.

But neither the DA  nor the trial Judge could have been surprised by the legal reasoning enunciated on Feb. 7, 1888, when all the justices on the state’s highest court, the Court of Appeals, concurred with the written opinion, by Justice Robert Earl, overturning that verdict. 

The rule against uncharged-crimes testimony was then, and largely continues to be, so basic to fair trial process that Ridgway and Moore could not have expected any other legal reasoning to be enunciated. Rather, the prosecutor and presiding judge may have hoped the high court would have not have had the nerve to stand on principle and throw out the conviction against so obvious an member of the criminal class in such a high-profile case.   

The opinion read, in part:
The evidence . . . was therefore clearly incompetent. It was very damaging in its nature, and we cannot say that it did not have an important influence upon the minds of the jurors in reaching their verdict . . . . The defendant's guilt was not so clearly established by other proof that it can be said that this [incompetent] evidence was harmless . . . It was objected to; the attention of the [trial] court [judge] and the district attorney was clearly called to its incompetency; and under such circumstances, we are of the opinion that the error of its reception cannot and ought not to be disregarded. 

A person on trial for his life is entitled to all the advantages the laws give him, and among them is the right to have his case submitted to an impartial jury upon competent evidence.  

The second trial, like the first, concluded with a guilty verdict and a death sentence. But also, like the first, it led to Justice Earl writing another Court of Appeals unanimous opinion critical of Ridgway’s trial conduct.

The DA’s comment aloud, within the jury’s hearing, that “I convicted the defendant before, and I will do it again,” was condemned as “improper,” running contrary to “section 464 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which provides that, upon the new trial after the reversal of a former conviction, 'the former verdict cannot be used or referred to, either in evidence or on argument.’” 
Not satisfied that Greenwall’s co-defendant Miller, yet to be tried, had not testified for the defense at the second trial (neither had he been called by the prosecution), Ridgway in his summation suggested how Miller would have testified had he appeared. 

The DA went through a litany of rhetorical questions to the jury that began “Ask Butch Miller” whom he identified as “the man who is jointly indicted with the defendant for the murder of Mr. Weeks. . . .” 
The implied answers that the DA suggested to the jury Miller would have given if asked the right questions all dealt with testimony by prosecution witnesses concerning Miller and his companion being on the ferry, on the trolley and in the saloon the night of the Weeks murder. The questions were so phrased as to suggest Miller’s responses would have tended to confirm the witnesses’ testimony. Ridgway, in effect, summed up what he implied Miller would have testified to, had he been called to the stand. 

Justice Earl’s opinion noted dryly: “. . . the words used by the district attorney in his summing up should not have been spoken.” 

Unlike its opinion and ruling on the first trial’s appeal, the Court of Appeals -- while again critical of the DA’s misconduct -- did not undo the 2nd trial’s verdict. The high court deferred to the trial judge and to his instructions to the jury that summations are not evidence. Justice Earl wrote: 

The presiding judge can, however, control [a prosecutor’s] intemperate language, or so guide the minds of the jury that it may not have injurious effect. If, however, this court can see that the defendant has been prejudiced by such language, it has power . . . to order a new trial. But before a new trial should be ordered upon such a ground the court should be satisfied that justice requires it. Here the trial judge, who heard all that was said and done upon the trial, refused to grant a new trial, and we are satisfied that justice does not require a new trial, and the defendant has no absolute right to a new trial. 
Such appellate court deference to a trial judge was standard judicial practice then and, to some extent, still is. But today there might be more of a question whether a trial judge 

· who had express his “personal approval” of the first trial guilty verdict and 

· whose rulings favorable to the prosecution had resulted in the first trial’s verdict being overturned 

would preside at the retrial.

Today, would he be assigned it, or wisely recues himself if assigned, or be challenged by the defense if he didn’t step aside? 
When the chief county judge runs the courthouse, as did Moore in late 19th Century Kings, what attorney wanting to get ahead with his career would have the temerity to take him on. Perhaps only a former judge in the twilight years of his own distinguished career would have the spine for it.
That’s what happened, but to no avail, when former District Judge/former County Surrogate Abram H. Dailey became Greenwall’s last appellate attorney a week before the scheduled execution. Citing Moore’s comment about being “personally satisfied” with the first trial verdict, Dailey -- a Legal Aid Society founder, its director and one-time president known as the “poor man’s lawyer” -- sought to have another judge hear the last-minute appeal, intimating those sentencing remarks by Moore reflected a manner prejudicial to considering the appeal.
None of the high court justices who considered the first and second trial appeals were from Kings County. If any of them had been, they might have been less inclined to give pro forma deference to Moore as the trial judge to check the courtroom excesses of Ridgway. 

Moore was linked -- whether fairly or not -- with the county's so-called political machine "ring," run by "Boss" Hugh McLaughlin. Moore had grown up in the same ward as McLaughlin, and, like him, rose through the local volunteer firemen ranks which served as political training and proving grounds for those seeking public office. 

That Judge Moore and DA Ridgway were viewed as part of the McLaughlin political machine as well as part of the Brooklyn legal system does not necessarily mean they would ever have allowed their political ties to influence the performance of their duties in the criminal justice system. But just such a suggestion was raised about them by the New York Times. 

 Brooklyn Grand Jurors investigating alleged government corruption had sought in 1892 and in 1893 to bring charges against high municipal officials but had been told by the DA they lacked jurisdiction to do so because the charges were misdemeanors, the sole jurisdiction of which Ridgway claimed rested with Sessions Court headed by Judge Moore who backed the DA's interpretation of the applicable law on the question.

Frustrated by the Ridgway-Moore stance that effectively shielded Brooklyn's mayor, various aldermen and others from prosecution, the June 1893 grand jurors issued a stunning presentment that declared: 

In the matter of the granting of the street railroad [trolley] franchises awarded by the Board of Aldermen on June 19 and approved by His honor the Major on June 23, we find that these franchises were awarded to the unfair and, in our judgment, illegal exclusion of one of the applicants . . . this was done to the financial loss of the city. . . . The Grand Jury sincerely regrets its inability to present an indictment against these members of the Board of Aldermen and His Honor the Mayor, but under the law, as interpreted by the learned District Attorney, we find ourselves precluded from doing so. 
Despite the ceremonially deferential language, the Grand Jury presentment was a resounding slap in the face for Ridgway and, by extension, Moore. It blew their cover in trying to keep a lid on the Grand Jurors anti-corruption efforts. At least the Times saw it that way. It's election-eve Nov. 5, 1893 story read, in part: 

The New York Times revealed that the District Attorney and Judge Moore had assumed extraordinary privileges in regard to the Grand Jury . . . . Judge Moore, according to a member of the June Grand Jury, went into the Grand Jury room to give them an interpretation of a special statute as to misdemeanors, agreeing with the opinion of the District Attorney. . . . Interviews with . . . other eminent lawyers, obtained by The New York Times, showed unanimity of judgment adverse to the course pursued by the District Attorney. 
The reported consensus apparently was to the effect that the cited statute didn't really preclude the Grand Jury from acting in misdemeanor matters not then already before the Sessions Court and that, in any event, a way could have been found for bringing the misdemeanor charges sought by the Grand Jury -- if the DA and the Sessions Court judge had really wanted to work the will of the jurors. 

Assessing the validity of the arguments aired in the controversy surrounding Ridgway and Moore's actions allegedly thwarting the Grand Juries' anti-corruption efforts more than a century ago falls beyond the scope of this essay. But their political and legal teamwork is worth noting as background. 

It gives one pause to ponder the Court of Appeals' reliance on this particular trial judge to have made an objective evaluation of the prejudicial impact that this particular DA's improper and intemperate summation remarks may had upon the Greenwall retrial jurors as they were about to begin deliberations.  Especially so, given that judge’s having expressed personal satisfaction with the first trial verdict and his having ruled admissible at the first trial the uncharged crime testimony rejected by the high court in overturning the verdict.

From this great distance in time, to attempt to answer that question would be foolish. But one would also be foolish not to recognize that the question arises from reviewing Moore and Ridgway's 

handling of the Weeks murder case as well as from reading reports of their political machine ties and teamwork.  That question and the others already cited linger as dark presences, casting unsettling shadows of doubt over the validity of the process by which the last man executed by rope in New York State was placed into that noose. 
This paper does not assert Greenwall innocent of the murder charge. Neither is it convinced of his guilt, the two jury verdicts to that effect notwithstanding. Rather, research suggests that the process by which those juries arrived at their verdicts, the last one prevailing, appears so tainted as to warrant little confidence in the findings.  One would like to be reasonably confident that the criminal justice system had gotten it right. Unfortunately, the system’s total performance in this particular case inspires no such confidence.
***

DISCLAIMER NOTE ABOUT TRIAL JUDGE & DA

This paper does not attribute corrupt and malicious intent to Judge Moore with regard to his permissive stance on DA Ridgway tactics in the first and second Greenwall trials. His rulings as trial judge may have reflected his own experiences as a practicing attorney engaged in adversarial courtroom combat before elevation to the bench. That experience may have inclined him, as a judge, to allow lawyers on both sides the widest latitude in presenting their cases their way. 
Likewise, Ridgway’s apparently “no-holds barred” approach may have been standard trial practice – or seemed so to him – in his era. This paper has no basis to suggest, and does not suggest, the DA sought to put the execution noose around the neck of a man he knew to be innocent of the murder.  Ridgway could very well have believed the defendant killed an innocent man (as indeed Greenwall may have done) and that the accused’s guilt justified to the prosecutor the doing and saying of virtually anything and everything he could to get “the killer” convicted and executed for it.
Additionally, we 21st Century folks ought to be in no hurry act as judge, jury and prosecutors over 19th Century criminal law practitioners, applying today’s standards backwards 120+ years. That would be a very flawed, not to say unfair historical analysis. Besides, our current system is hardly perfect either. 
Nevertheless, what this review does reveal is that the processes evidenced in the Greenwall case come down to us lacking the credibility that we should want to achieve for the cases we will be handing down for study 120+ years  from now.
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New York Times on-line archives:
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March 16 -- SHOT AT HIS OWN DOOR.  Page 5
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9805E3DE1630E633A25755C1A9659C94669FD7CF
March 17 -- SHOT DEAD BY A BURGLAR; LYMAN WEEKS MURDERED IN HIS BROOKLYN HOME. HALF AWAKE AND UNARMED HE ENCOUNTERS A THIEF IN HIS DINING ROOM AND IS KILLED THERE. Page 1
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=990CE3DE1630E633A25754C1A9659C94669FD7CF
March 18 -- SYMPATHY FOR THE VICTIM; THE MURDERER OF WEEKS STILL AT LARGE. THE BUSINESS ASSOCIATES OF MR. WEEKS DEPLORE HIS DEATH--FUNERAL SERVICES HELD LAST NIGHT. Page 8
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9C03EED61F3BE532A2575BC1A9659C94669FD7CF
March 19 -- SEARCHING FOR CLUES.; LARGE REWARD OFFERED FOR THE ARREST OF MR. WEEKS'S MURDERER. Page 8

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9C01EFDE1630E633A2575AC1A9659C94669FD7CF
March 20 -- SUSPICIONS AND PROOFS; THE POLICE OF TWO CITIES WIDELY AT ODDS. BROOKLYN OFFICERS THINK PETER ENGLISH KILLED LYMAN WEEKS, THOSE OF NEW-YORK DISBELIEVE IT. Page 1
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=940DEFDE1630E633A25753C2A9659C94669FD7CF
March 21 -- A CLOUD OF WITNESSES; THEY UNITE IN PROVING ALIBI FOR INGLIS. BKLYN DETECTIVES CLING TO THEIR THEORY IN THE FACE OF AN OVERWHELMING MASS OF EVIDENCE. Page 5

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9803E5DD1630E633A25752C2A9659C94669FD7CF
March 22 – PETER INGLIS IN COURT Peter J. Inglis, the young man who on the most meager evidence was charged with shooting at Brooklyn and New-York policemen, with committing several burglaries, and with murdering Lyman S. Weeks, the Brooklyn hatter, was examined in the Jefferson Market Court yesterday. Page 8
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F0CE3DD1630E633A25751C2A9659C94669FD7CF
March 22 – Item in Brooklyn section of “City and Suburban News” reports DA Ridgway “not ready” for trial of Inglis while a dozen wait to testify he was 100 miles away. Page 3.
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9901E5D71630E633A25751C2A9629C94669FD7CF
March 23 -- INGLIS STILL IN CUSTODY; HE IS TAKEN FROM NEW-YORK TO BROOKLYN. NORRIS FAILS TO IDENTIFY HIM AS BUSH, BUT THE BROOKLYN POLICE INSIST HE IS THEIR MAN  
Page 8 http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9E00E1DD1630E633A25750C2A9659C94669FD7CF
March 25 -- IN AND ABOUT THE CITY; ENGLISH A MYSTERY AGAIN IDENTIFIED AS THE MAN SEEN IN BROOKLYN ON MARCH 16. Page 2 http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9806EEDD1630E633A25756C2A9659C94669FD7CF
April 5 -- NO LIGHT ON THE MURDER (Coroner’s Jury). Page 5
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9A07E6DA1630E633A25756C0A9629C94669FD7CF
April 8 -- TRACED BY A STOLEN HAT The residence of Edward F.C. Young, President of the First National Bank of Jersey City, at 85 Glenwood-avenue, was entered by burglars on the night of March 22. Page 8 

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9E05E1DA1630E633A2575BC0A9629C94669FD7CF
April 10 -- THE MURDER OF L.S. WEEKS.; BROOKLYN POLICE THINK THEY ARE ON THE MURDERER'S TRACK. Page 10

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9A04E6D91630E633A25753C1A9629C94669FD7CF
April 11 -- THE MURDER OF MR. WEEKS; TWO THIEVES CHARGING IT TO A COMPANION. JOHN GREENWALL SUSPECTED UPON THE CONFESSION OF TWO MEMBERS OF HIS GANG. Page 1

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9A02E6D91630E633A25752C1A9629C94669FD7CF
April 13 -- JOHN GREENWALL INDICTED.; HE AND MILLER TO ANSWER FOR THE MURDER OF L.S. WEEKS Page 2
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9A00E6D9163AE033A25750C1A9629C94669FD7CF
April 14 -- GREENWALL PLEADS NOT GUILTY. Page 8

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F02E0D91630E633A25757C1A9629C94669FD7CF
April 18 – GREENWALD STILL SILENT; HIS ONLY DANGER FROM HIS ACCOMPLICE & HIS WIFE. Page 5

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9E07E1D81630E633A2575BC1A9629C94669FD7CF
April 27 – City and Suburban news item. Englis makes bail. Page 3

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F04E1DB1E38E033A25754C2A9629C94669FD7CF
April 28 -- City and Suburban news item. Brooklyn. Greenwall identified in DeKalb Ave. “cigar store” night of Weeks murder. Page 3
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9801E2DD1238E533A2575BC2A9629C94669FD7CF
May 1 – City and Suburban News item under Brooklyn – Greenwall identified as “Theodore Weill” who did time in Sing Sing for burglary, beginning 1885. Page 7

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9C04E3D61630E633A25752C0A9639C94669FD7CF
May 8 – “Butch” Miller’s Denial.  Page 14
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9E0DE0DF1730E633A2575BC0A9639C94669FD7CF
May 9 – Miller Isn’t Miller at All. Page 8

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9E0DEEDF1730E633A2575AC0A9639C94669FD7CF
May 16 -- CIRCUMSTANTIAL BUT STRONG; THE EVIDENCE TO BE PRODUCED AT THE WEEKS MURDER TRIAL.  Page 5

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9801E5DD1730E633A25755C1A9639C94669FD7CF
May 17 -- GREENWALL ON TRIAL.; A JURY OBTAINED AND THE TAKING OF EVIDENCE BEGUN. Page 8
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9900E3DD1730E633A25754C1A9639C94669FD7CF
May 19 -- CLAIMING AN ALIBI.; GREENWALL SWEARS HE DID NOT SHOOT LYMAN S. WEEKS. Page 8
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9C03EFDD1730E633A2575AC1A9639C94669FD7CF
May 20 -- LEFT WITH THE JURY.; GREENWALL'S FATE SAID TO BE IN THE HANDS OF A SINGLE JUROR. Page 2

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9901EEDD1730E633A25753C2A9639C94669FD7CF
May 21 -- The Guilt of Greenwall. Editorial on verdict. Page 4

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9C0DE6DC1730E633A25752C2A9639C94669FD7CF
May 24 – Seeking a New Trial; Greenwall’s Lawyer. Page 8
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=990CEFDC1730E633A25757C2A9639C94669FD7CF
May 28 – The Death Sentence Passed. 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9902E1DB1730E633A2575BC2A9639C94669FD7CF
July 13 -- THE WEEKS MEMORIAL. Page 8
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9C0CE7DD1430E633A25750C1A9619C94669FD7CF
July 31 -- City and Suburban News item under Brooklyn. Paul “Krause,” burglar and witness against Greenwall in Weeks trial, exhibiting dropsy symptoms, is to be moved into less secure civil part of Raymond St. jail. Page 3
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9D06E1DA1430E633A25752C3A9619C94669FD7CF
1888
Feb. 8 -- A NEW TRIAL GRANTED.; JOHN GREENWALD TO HAVE A NEW CHANCE FOR HIS LIFE. Page 1.
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F04E6DB173AE033A2575BC0A9649C94699FD7CF
1889

Jan. 15 -- City and Suburban news item. Brooklyn. Greenwall’s second trial began yesterday. Page 3
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9904E5D81E38E533A25756C1A9679C94689FD7CF
Jan. 23 -- SECOND DEATH SENTENCE.; JOHN GREENWALL TO DIE ON MARCH 12 UNLESS THE LAW INTERFERES. Page 3

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F04EEDA153AE033A25750C2A9679C94689FD7CF
June 8 – Two Murderers Appeal.  Separate cases. One is John Greenwall. The other, John Nolan. Page 3

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9D0DE6DF133AE033A2575BC0A9609C94689FD7CF
Oct. 3 -- GREENWALD MUST HANG; THE COURT OF APPEALS AFFIRMS HIS CONVICTION OF MURDER. Page 3

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F0CE5DB1130E633A2575AC0A9669D94689FD7CF
Nov. 24 -- THE CASE OF GREENWALL.; AN ARGUMENT IN COURT--ONE OF THE WITNESSES SHOT AT. Page 16
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9900E0DA143AEF33A25757C2A9679D94689FD7CF
Nov. 26 – Gov. Hill will not interfere. Page 8
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9E00E7DB173BE033A25755C2A9679D94689FD7CF
Nov. 30 – Greenwall’s fight for a new trial.  Page 5
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=940CEFD91F3EEF33A25753C3A9679D94689FD7CF
Dec. 1 – The John Greenwall Case.  Ex-judge Dailey cites Moore’s remarks. Page 16
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9405E0D71130E633A25752C0A9649D94689FD7CF
Dec. 3 – Greenwall must hang. Ex-Judge Dailey moved before Judge Moore, in the Sessions Court, Brooklyn, for a new trial. Page 9

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9B03E6D61130E633A25750C0A9649D94689FD7CF
Dec. 7 – The Execution of Greenwall. Detailed. Page 2

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=990CEFD61130E633A25754C0A9649D94689FD7CF&scp=1&sq=%E2%80%93%20The%20Execution%20of%20Greenwall&st=cse
Dec. 27 -- DOWN THE PRISON WALL; KRAUSS'S ESCAPE FROM RAYMOND-STREET JAIL. THE EASY WAY IN WHICH ONE OF THE WEEKS MURDERERS GAINED HIS LIBERTY AND EVADED PURSUIT. Page 2

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F04E5D71338E533A25754C2A9649D94669FD7CF
1893

Oct. 27 -- TWO OF BROOKLYN'S WARDERS. Political teamwork of Moore and Ridgway. Page 8

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F00E2DC173EEF33A25754C2A9669D94629ED7CF
Nov. 5 -- BROOKLYN VS. MAYOR BOODY. Moore-DA helping “block” indictment of Mayor, Aldermen. 

Page 12.

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9D00EFD7103BEF33A25756C0A9679D94629ED7CF
1894

March 18 – Ridgway gave bad advice. More on Moore-DA helping “block” indictment of Mayor, Aldermen. Page 8

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9F0CE3D71431E033A2575BC1A9659C94659ED7CF
Dec. 18 -- Mrs. Lyman asks for the $2,500 reward. Her husband caught murderer Greenwald. Page 13

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=980DE3DB1231E033A2575BC1A9649D94659ED7CF
1907
Nov. 3 – Ex-Judge A. H. Dailey obit. Page 9
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/abstract.html?res=9D01EFDA103EE033A25750C0A9679D946697D6CF
1990
Dr. Richard Moran's The Strange Origins of the Electric Chair from the Aug. 5, 1990 Boston Globe Focus page appeared as Appendix Part B in John N. Miskell's monograph on Auburn Prison's electrocutions.

It is presented on the New York Correction History Society website with the appropriate permissions. 
http://www.correctionhistory.org/auburn&osborne/miskell/html/auburnchair_moran.html
These 50 o so NYT citations relate to the main points of interest mentioned in this paper. Another 50 or so not listed here were also researched in putting together, on the NYCHS website, the two-part presentation from which this paper is derived. They are not included here because the aspects of the Greenwall case to which they relate, while interesting in themselves, are peripheral to the theme of this paper. Please alert me if you find that any of the links provided do not work. I will provide you with my copy of the PDF news clip.
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