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Chapter One 

No matter how large or small, every city has legends. Some 

are legends of mystery and intrigue, others are of infamous deeds 

done for love or money, and still others are of corruption and 

deceit. Muncie, Indiana, has one such verifiable legend invol-

ving the profits and misfortunes of Dr. Rollin Bunch, former 

three-term mayor of Muncie. It is the story of how a small mid-

- western town in the early 1900's became involved in a swindle 

entangling 14 victims from at least five states, how those invol-

ved escaped the wrath of the law (for a while), and how they were 

finally apprehended. The swindle, which involved several of 

Muncie's highest officials (the mayor, the prosecutor, members 

of the police force, and several area -thugs·) apparently lasted 

approximately two years before federal officials intervened. The 

federal intervention was probably instigated by an incident in 

which a victim tried unsuccessfully to convince town officials 

that the gang should be stopped. Evidently the victim contacted 

federal authorities in desperation. By examining the six-day 

trial, one can discover how approximately $145,000 was defrauded 

from victims by criminals under the knowledge of Muncie's hig-

hest officials. 
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In Indianapolis, the federal court trial began on November 

4, 1919. The charge against the defendants was defrauding by use 

of the mails which was punishable by fines and/or imprisonment. 

The district attorney handling the case was Ert Slack. Taking 

only one hour and twenty-five minutes for selection, the jury 

consisted of one street commissioner, a druggist, and ten far

mers (Consult Appendix 3 for listing). 

Attorney Slack began his opening statements at 11:25 a.m. 

after the jury was sworn in. According to the Muncie Morning 

~, the judge smiled as the district attorney read the indic

tments and recounted the tale of the Malmost incredible opera

tionsM of the swindle involving approximately $250,000. 

The defendants were asked to make their pleas, and both 

Mayor Bunch of 122 S. Elm Street, and Muncie Prosecutor Horace G. 

Murphy of 1339 E. Main Street replied Mnot guilty· in firm voices 

consulting with their attorneys frequently. Those defendants 

pleading Mnot guilty· sat on the north side of the room, while 

those pleading ·guilty· sat on the south side. There were 21 

defendants total (Consult Appendix 2 for listing). Four defen

dants changed their pleas during the trial as shown in Appendix 

2 of this manuscript. 

After lunch, William Collins, the· brains· of the gang, 

took the stand. Collins, a witness for the prosecution, spoke 

first of how Chauncey Stillson, the ·protection end" of the 

group, introduced him to Mayor Bunch. He said that they met at 

the physician's office. After the introduction, Collins said 
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they discussed the recent arrest of some of the gang members in 

Muncie. According to Collins, Bunch said Chief McIlvaine had 

exceeded his authority in the arrest, and that matters could soon 

improve. -He usually goes south for the winter and might possib

ly go yet,- said Bunch. 

At this point, the district attorney questioned Collins 

about other conversations between Collins and Mayor Bunch. Col

lins said that, at one time, a member of the gang ran away with 

the bank roll. When he asked Bunch for help, Bunch told him to go 

see Fred Puckett, the chief of detectives. Collins and Puckett 

ventured to Indianapolis, St. Louis, and finally to Oklahoma 

where the member was apprehended, and the money returned. Col

lins claimed Stillson had said that he had everyone in the admi

nistration on the payroll from the mayor down. 

Collins then explained how he met the gang. He said his 

first activity with the gang was in Logansport where he took a 

victim for $10,000. Then he -changed the scenes, and brought the 

Grand Hotel, 504 S. Walnut: the Delaware Hotel, S.E. corner of 

Jackson and Mulberry; and Merchants National Bank, N.E. corner of 

Jackson and Mulberry into the foreground.- The extent of Mer

chants National Bank's role in the swindle was not pursued in the 

testimony. 

The plan the gang used in the swindle was explained by 

Collins. The victims were lured into the town by being told 

about 10,000 acres of swamp land which they might get an option 
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to buy at an incredibly low price. Supposedly the owner, CHK 

Pierson, played by Scott, did not realize the value of the 

property. Pierson's secretary, played by Collins, would offer to 

help them buy the land. The land would then be sold. While the 

land abstract was supposedly being drawn, someone would suggest a 

prize fight for the purpose of convincing Pierson (Scott) to 

remain in town because Pierson supposedly enjoyed prize fights. 

Before the actual fight, the victim was escorted to a bank, 

which was usually Union National on the southwest corner of 

Walnut and Jackson, to make a withdrawal. (Consult Appendix 2 for 

listing of bank officers) By this point, the victim had usually 

become interested in the fight, and the gang would tell him that 

sometimes as much as $80,000 was bet on a fight, that the other 

people betting on the fight had placed higher bids on the land, 

and that the fight was fixed. This would lure the victim into 

drawing out a larger sum of money. The victims would telegraph 

their home banks to have the money wired to Muncie where they 

would retrieve it. Next, Pierson and another actor who pretended 

to be another millionnaire named Sloan would enter the room, and 

the wagering would begin. Pierson and Sloan had fake packages of 

money. The betting would never be higher than $40,000. 

The next morning there would be a final wager. Sloan would 

demand a counting and then say he was short $500 to $1,000. Then 

someone referred to as the ·steerer M would take the victim aside 

and persuade him to ask for the fight to take place immediately 

because a counting could result in trouble. The approximate time 
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of the fights was never discussed. 

A capsule containing chicken blood would be placed in the 

boxer's mouth, and it would burst during the third round. So

meone would shout that the man was dead or dying and that eve

ryone should leave town.A group member went with the victim and 

assured the him that he would get his money returned. After the 

victim left town, the gang split the money. 

After this testimony, the arrest of some of the gang's 

members several months before was brought to the attention of the 

prosecution. Collins said that he, Herbert McGinnis, and 

Sanderson were waiting in the Delaware Motel for George Fulk, a 

possible victim. At this time, they were arrested, taken to the 

station and told to wait. 

According to Collins, Horace Murphy carne into the room and 

said "Well, boys, there's a man downstairs who claims you have 

defrauded him, and you had better return the money." Collins 

asked that Murphy leave them alone so they could discuss it. 

When Murphy returned, Sanderson asked if there was assurance 

that they would not be prosecuted if they returned the money. 

Collins commented that if there were not, they would keep the 

money for a lawyer. Sanderson took Murphy to another room, and 

when they returned, he advised that they return the money. After 

they did, the charges were dropped. 

Eph Inman, the attorney for the defense asked what Collins 

did with the money. According to Collins, most of it was spent 
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~ on trivial items. Inman also asked if Attorney Slack had said he 

would "fix it up" with Judge Anderson to give him a lighter 

sentence because of his testimony for the government. 

denied it. Judge Anderson laughed. 

Collins 

William Collins finished his statement on Wednesday, Novem

ber 5, when the first exhibit by the government was introduced: a 

copy of an agreement for an option on the land involved in the 

swindle. This agreement was a typewritten letter to the head of 

Durango Smelting and Refining Company. It was given to the 

victims when negotiating the land deals. 

Lafayette S. Scott took the stand next as he elaborated upon 

his conversations with members of the gang. Scott played Pierson 

in the swindle game. 

Scott was first questioned about Mayor Bunch1s involvement 

in the case. According to Scott, Bunch said that he wished there 

was a cubby hole in the room where the prize fights were held, so 

that he might watch the victims l reactions. 

This spurred intense cross-examination by Michael Ryan, 

Bunch1s attorney. Most of the questions focussed on establishing 

where Bunch and Scott met. Scott claimed he had met the mayor 

three years earlier in Cincinatti at a Fire Chief1s convention, 

but Ryan attempted to alter the testimony by insisting that they 

had met in an automobile in front of Bunch1s home. Scott replied 

that he didn1t remember such a meeting. By establishing the 

meeting date of Scott and Bunch, the prosecution could begin to 
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formulate an approximate date at which Bunch may have started 

working with the swindle gang members. 

Scott was then questioned about Edward Quirk, a detective of 

the Muncie Police Department. According to Scott, Quirk often 

-mingled with the gang and received money from them.- Milton 

Mangus, Quirk's attorney, asked Scott if Quirk had received money 

through the mails. Scott said that he had not, and that Quirk 

probably wasn't told how the money was obtained. 

At this point, Judge Anderson interjected and asked Scott, 

-You say this policeman knew when bouts were to be pulled off, 

and then would trail the victims?-

Scott replied that this was the case. 

Apparently, Quirk trailed the victims out of town, and when 

they were gone, informed the members of the swindle gang. 

The rest of the day was filled with testimonies from 10 of 

the 14 victims. Each gave his version of the story which was 

primarily the same: they were led to the deal by using the phony 

land option as temptation. The actual swindle took place after 

the gang had lured the victim into attending and wagering upon 

the fake prize fight. 

On Thursday, November 6, attorneys for both Bunch and 

Murphy made a motion to dismiss the case. In legal terms this 

means that although the facts may be true, the charge is not 

applicable to the facts. The charge was defrauding by use of the 
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mails, and their lawyers claimed that neither man knew the mails 

were being used. Mangus, Quirk's attorney, also claimed Quirk 

had no knowledge of this crime. 

Judge Anderson replied "Don't tell me that." 

Mangus returned to his chair. 

James M. Whitney took the stand next. Whitney acted as Col. 

Pierson's millionaire friend, Mr. Sloan. Whitney was the first 

witness for the defense. 

According to Whitney, Collins offered him a part in the 

swindle, but he refused. However, Collins told Whitney the gang 

had "perfect protection,· and that ·they were not using the 

mails,· so Whitney changed his mind. 

Judge Anderson asked Whitney what he meant by ·perfect 

protection.· Whitney replied that he assumed that it meant the 

public officials and law enforcement agencies would leave them 

alone. 

Edgar Daniel Siler took the stand next, followed by John 

McClellan of Lansing, Michigan. Siler1s role in the swindle was 

small, as was his testimony; however, John McClellan's testimony 

would prove to be pertinent to the jury1s final decision. 

McClellan was the attorney of one of the swindler1s victims, 

Dr. Henry J. Dawley of Detroit, Michigan. He testified that he 

and his client became aware of the swindle and decided to report 

it to the police. However, when McClellan and Dawley arrived at 

the police department, the chief of police was not there. Accor-
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ding to McClellan, Bunch entered and said, Mll m Mayor of this 

city, and in absence of the chief, 1111 take care of you. M 

Before he could explain all of the details of the swindle, 

Bunch interrupted him and asked in an agitated voice: MDid you 

lose your money?M 

The attorney replied that his client had not, but that he was 

willing to continue his involvement, so that the authorities 

might apprehend the swindlers. 

Disregarding the comment, Bunch suggested that they eat 

lunch while he attempted to search for Prosecutor Murphy. 

At 1:00, they met Murphy at his office and tried, once 

again, to explain the events of the swindle gang. Murphy paid 

little attention to their story and interrupted frequently to 

tell them stories of the wonderful things he had done so far as 

prosecutor. As Bunch did, Murphy seemed to ignore the problem. 

Eventually, they must have realized they should seek authorities 

who would truly solve the problem. 

Apparently, members frequently traded parts played in the 

swindle. After the testimonies from a few of the victims, Joe 

Engleton who sometimes played the part of Sloan, the millionaire, 

took the stand directing the majority of his testimony to Detec

tive Quirk. Following his brief statements, Hubert McGinnis took 

the stand to explicate Bunch's involvement in the scam. 

According to McGinnis, he once met with Bunch and told him 
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that the swindlers would leave Muncie if the town were not safe 

for them. Bunch assured him it was safe and told him to conti-

nue. Things would have continued if not for George Fulk. Fu1k 

appealed to the authorities when $10,000 had been taken from him, 

and he returned home for $145,000 more. When he came back to 

Muncie prepared to "turn it [the money] over," he found some of 

the gang members had already been arrested. 

On cross-examination concerning the Fu1k Affair, McGinnis 

testified that Murphy had threatened him with publicity if neit

her he nor the gang returned the money. After they did, it was 

"business as usual" with McGinnis collecting about $1,450 per 

deal. McGinnis testified overhearing Murphy tell another gang 

member, "You oughtn't play for much; keep your men away from 

police headquarters." 

At this point, Judge Anderson interrupted asking about the 

status of the swindle following the Fulk Affair. McGinnis rep

lied that it was "business as usual." 

Police Chief William McIlvaine followed on the stand to 

explain his role in the Fulk Affair. According to McIlvaine, 

Fu1k told him about the swindle, so he called Prosecutor Murphy 

into the office. Murphy said "I can see no reason for filing an 

affidavit, and I believe you, Fu1k, are as big a criminal as the 

rest." However Murphy retrieved the money from swindlers and 

returned it. 

George Fulk took the stand next testifying that Murphy had 

accepted $200 from him in appreciation for his help. In fact, 
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- Murphy told him that he should give him money since the advice he 

gave Fulk would cost others $1,000 for legal fees. He added that 

if Fulk did give him the money, he would "have to swear to a 

dozen lies." 

For a reason which is not clear to the author, Fulk wrote 

Sanderson a check for $40 for coming to Illinois and interesting 

him in the deal. Perhaps Fulk thought Sanderson was also a 

victim in the swindle. Regardless of the reason, the check was 

exhibited signed by Sanderson and countersigned by Stillson. The 

words "travel expenses ll were written on the check. 

John Carey, secretary of the Muncie Police Department, tes

tified that he witnessed Fulk write out the check while sitting 

with Murphy in Murphy's office. 

The last testimony of the day was from the vice president of 

Union National Bank the bank used by the swindlers. According to 

his testimony, Stillson frequently left sums of money ($35-$50 at 

a time) at the bank desk, saying that it was to show his lIappre

ciation for the accomodations shown his friends. 1I The vice 

president said the money accumulated to $465 before it was placed 

in Stillson's private account. 

On November 7, 1919, Mayor Bunch was called to the witness 

stand and completely denied having any knowledge of the swindle 

operations in Muncie. On cross-examination, Judge Anderson asked 

if Bunch was currently aware of the extent of swindles in Muncie. 

Bunch said he was. 
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District Attorney Slack asked Bunch if he or 

department aided the government in the arrest of the 

mayor replied that they had. 

the police 

gang. The 

But when asked who helped, Bunch was unable to state names. 

His counsel objected. Anderson overruled. Bunch then admitted 

that his men didn't help in the actual arrest. 

Once again, Anderson interrupted, -Let me see if I under

stand this. You were Mayor of the city of Muncie, and this hall 

where the prize fights were held was in the business district?-

Bunch said, -I didn't know about it, or the police didn't 

know about it until the government came in.-

Slack then asked Bunch if he had been indicted in Delaware 

County for accepting bribes from liquor establishments. 

Bunch's counsel objected. 

Anderson sustained. 

Murphy was called to the stand next. NOh, am I 

called?N he said. He testified that he didn't accept the 

from Fulk. He also denied that Fulk gave him the check to 

being 

$200 

give 

to Sanderson. After several more denials concerning the swindle 

operation, District Attorney Slack asked about reports that Mur

phy was under investigation. Murphy answered emotionally, NIts a 

falsehood!- as he pounded the chair with his fists. 

The rest of Murphy's testimony was more of a battle between 
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attorney for the defense, Michael Ryan, 

it was an attempt to discover the truth. 

and Judge Anderson than 

They bickered for a 

considerable amount of time about the relevance of an Ohio case 

which happened years before, brought into the testimony by the 

prosecution. Sanderson had been charged with stealing an automo

bile. Collins, Scott, Stillson, Sanderson and "Spike" Sullivan 

were witnesses. Sanderson was discharged and another Delaware 

County man was found guilty. The defense might have been trying 

to establish that the group had been formed long before the 

swindle incidents in Muncie, which may help discount Bunch's 

involvement in the crime. 

Following testimonies from several police officers concer

ning their lack of knowledge on the case, Alfred Kilgore, a 

member of the board of police commisioners, took the stand for 

the defense. His testimony involved the previously mentioned 

incident when the police helped apprehend a member of the gang 

who ran off with the bank roll. The member was now revealed to 

be Mrs. Collins, wife of William Collins, a member of the gang of 

swindlers. According to Kilgore, Bunch suggested that there be 

an order passed preventing detectives from leaving the city, 

unless authorized by the board. Supposedly this arose because a 

detective had left to help retrieve Mrs. Collins. 

On cross-examination, Kilgore said that he had owned a store 

in Muncie which once had a punch board (gambling device), but 

Murphy ordered him to take them out. 

To testify on the meeting of Scott and "Doc" Bunch, Bunch's 
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sister-in-law, Mrs. R.T. Burke, took the stand. She testified 

that she and her husband introduced Scott and Bunch in front of 

the mayor's horne in 1917. Scott had already denied this. 

Bunch took the stand once again, denying any part 

protection of the gang. He did, however, acknowledge 

several of the gang members on a professional or casual 

of the 

knowing 

level. 

For instance, he said he had gone to Stillson's horne to give him 

medical treatment. 

Attorney Ryan asked if Stillson had given him any money for 

the protection of the gang. The mayor answered, -I never 

received one dollar from Chauncey Stillson.-

When asked about other factors in the protection of the 

group, Bunch denied discussing the subject with McGinnis while he 

also denied telling Quirk to trail the victims out of the city. 

Eph Inman conducted the direct examination of Chauncey Stil

lson, who denied any conversations with Collins about protection. 

Concerning the money left at Union National, Stillson said that 

years earlier he gambled heavily. He said that the bank would 

open for him on Sundays so he could deposit the money he had won. 

Muncie Detective Edward Quirk who supposedly trailed the 

victims out of town denied such operations. Quirk admitted 

knowing of Scott and his gambling reputation, but denied knowing 

him otherwise. 

Judge Anderson seemed surprised at Quirk's ignorance, uJust 

what is a city detective?- he asked. 
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- Quirk answered that " A city detective is a member of the 

police department who makes the rounds of the hotels and investi

gates daily complaints.-

Anderson, annoyed, said, -Do you mean to tell this jury that 

you were up there when about $150,000 was obtained from victims 

by the gang, and you knew nothing about it?-

-I never knew nothing about it,- said Quirk. 

-That's all,- the judge replied. 

On Monday, November 10, Assistant District Attorney, Dr. 

Floyd J. Mattice, took the testimonies. According to Mattice, 

-the very fact that the gang was able to pull off 21 deals in 

Muncie in one year corroborates the testimony of the witnesses 

who said that they were afforded protection by Muncie officials. 

I can't believe that Mayor Bunch or Prosecutor Murphy or Detective Quirk 

were so blind that they didn't know what was going on.-

In conclusion, Mattice added, -That was a fine gang, the 

mayor, the prosecutor, the detective and members of the gang 

organized to a fine point, slick, neat and clever. It is no 

discredit to the victims as the [swindle] was carried on under 

the convivience of public officials.-

Attorney Miller defended Prosecutor Murphy by describing 

Murphy as -an innocent man against whom testimony had been given 

by self-confessed criminals.- Miller appealed to the jury to 

consider the possibility of Murphy's innocence. During testimo-
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nies from Ora Pogue, whom Murphy claimed to be involved in the 

Dawley incident, Miller and Anderson once again butted heads. The 

Dawley incident involved a victim and his lawyer who, although 

had not lost money, wanted to help catch the swindelers, because 

they had nearly been "ripped off.- After several arguements, the 

judge finally said ,"You have been impudent to me throughout this 

trial; you are not going to wrangle with me.- Pogue, a former 

deputy fire chief, had allegedly witnessed Dr. Dawley and him in 

conference. Pogue said he wasn't in Muncie at all at that time. 

McClellan said it was Chauncey Stillson who had entered the room. 

Another factor detrimental to Murphy's case was that even his 

own character witnesses claimed that although they thought he was 

a good man, they had heard recently that he had become involved 

in some graft. Murphy's character witnesses were Dr. W.A. Spur-

geon, merchant Henry J. Keller and a social service representa

tive from General Motors, Charles F. Watkins. 

Next, former fire department chief, John E. Casey, took the 

stand and claimed Bunch knew several of the gang members quite well. 

In fact, at a fire chief's convention in Ohio which he attended 

with Bunch, Stillson was introduced to Casey by Bunch, and then 

Bunch introduced him to Scott. He then identified Scott in the 

courtroom. 

On Tuesday, November 10, 1919, the defendants were found 

guilty. Rollin Bunch, mayor of Muncie, was sentenced to two years 

in an Atlanta, Georgia, penitentiary. He was also given a $1,000 

fine. Prosecutor Horace Murphy was given the same sentence. 

16 



According to Judge Anderson they were the "most guilty" because 

they permitted the gang to "rob the people of the country." 

The judge sentenced Chauncey Stillson to eighteen months in 

the Atlanta penitentiary and a $1,000 fine. He then referred to 

Chauncey Stillson as a "notorious reprobate," and said that they 

he had found out that Stillson and his gang were claiming that 

had plans to appeal if were found guilty, and they would then 

"run the town wide open." 

Stillson's partner, Elmer Gentry, received the next most 

severe sentence: one year and one day in the penitentiary with a 

$500 fine. Stillson's brother, Lucius, received the same senten-

ce. 

Surprisingly, Edward Quirk received only a $500 fine, and 

William Collins, the "brains" of the gang, received only a sus

pended sentence, reportedly due to ill health. Lafayette Scott, 

another principal in the swindle, received only a one day senten

ce in Marion County Jail. (See Appendix 4 for listing of senten

ces) 

Judge Anderson took the opportunity to comment on the situa

tion. "Muncie is very largely wicked, " he said referring to the 

magnitude of the swindle. He also commented on most of the 

people involved in the case, as had been discussed. Even though 

he only sentenced Collins to a suspended sentence, Anderson 

referred to Collins as an "all-around crook.· He then added, 

"but I don't know if it takes much brains to take candy from 

17 



-

. -

babies." 

Following the trial, there were unofficial discussions of 

appeals, but to no avail, because Bunch resigned from his office 

to serve his term. However, he came back two years later to win 

another nomination for the mayor of Muncie. This was not the 

first time that Bunch had managed to "come out smelling like a 

rose," when his actions were anything but sweet smelling, as will 

be discussed in chapter two • 
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THE TRIALS OF MDOC M BUNCH 

Chapter Two 

By examining Bunch1s first litigation with the courts, one 

can begin to fully understand the circumstances leading to his 

1919 indictment, as well as developing a more complete understan-

ding of Bunch himself. In the first trial, in 1916, Bunch was 

accused of conspiring to solicit and accept bribes with Gene 

Williams, who was the deputy prosecutor. The bribes were for 

police and governmental (local) protection of various gambling, 

drinking, and prostitution establishments. Not only did the po-

lice not interfere, but some partook in the various activities of 

the establishments, as is exemplified later. Bunch1s role in the 

crimes, according to the Muncie Morning ~, included accepting 

money from establishments in turn for allowing them to function. 

In fact, he was accused of being a participant in the management 

of the establishments in that some of the profits were allegedly 
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split between himself, Williams and other local operators. 

Williams had already been indicted in a lengthy and very 

well-publicized trial. At the time of Bunch's trial, Williams was 

preparing a 120-page motion for a new trial which included 649 

reasons why he should never serve time. 

The first day of the trial was July 10, 1916. Because the 

Williams trial was so widely publicized, the reports in the ~ 

often compared the two trials. For instance, the first witness in 

Bunch's trial, Lloyd Yount, had testified in the William's trial. 

However, his tone had changed. Supposedly, Yount was so vocife

rous in the Williams trial that his voice could be heard outside 

of the courtroom. Yet, in the Bunch trial, he spoke so meekly 

that Bunch's attorney, Walter Ball, asked him to speak louder 

several times. The ~ referred to him as an Nunwilling witness 

against the Mayor.· 

Yount was a close associate to Bunch in that he and his 

partner, Robert Crabbs, had supposedly given Bunch a steady 

supply of the money or Nbribes·. According to Yount's testimony, 

Bunch approached him and said that he wanted Nin N on the slot 

machine deal. Evidently he had been informed of the situation 

from Williams, who was already involved. 

Bunch began to accept money from Yount during the summer of 

1914, according to Yount's testimony. Yount had 24 slot machines 

placed in various establishments around the city, usually in 

drinking places (blind tigers), or sometimes in back rooms of 

shops, and even grocery stores. The owners of the machines re-

ceived at least 30 percent of the money taken. According to 

Yount, the machines could be adjusted to collect at least 75 
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percent of the "investments" in the machines. Bunch received from 

$9 to $26 a week during that summer. Between June and mid-Octo

ber, Bunch and Williams each collected over $700. On July 11, 

the second day of the trial, Yount further explicated the story 

of Bunch's initiation of the deal. But when questioned about the 

date of the conversation, Yount became reluctant to speak and 

then said that he could not remember. 

According 

proved Bunch's 

bribes." 

to the prosecution," Yount's testimony absolutely 

guilt in conspiring with Williams to accept 

Mrs. Bunch attended the trial that day. According to the 

~, Yount and Crabbs frequently smiled at one another when one 

of them said something "she evidently did not believe.· 

Yount testified that he quit his place in the operation when 

he was arrested in Richmond, Indiana, for attempting to bribe the 

mayor of the city. Williams offered to find someone to purchase 

the machines and take over his place. At this point, another 

local operator, Luthor Flatter, took the opportunity to install 

some slot machines of his own. 

Concerned, Yount asked Bunch to stop Flatter from 

interfering with the operations in Muncie. After a few weeks, 

Yount asked why the machines continued to function. Yount 

testified that Bunch said he had swapped the slot machines for a 

political favor. 

Yount also served as a "collector" which means he would 

collect "protection money,· referred to as rent from certain 

establishments. Williams sent Yount to collect $5 "protection" 
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money from Viola Gosset, who may have been a prostitute; her 

occupation was never clearly stated. Yount testified that she 

"raised the devil" by going to a police officer friend of hers, 

Frank Mann. He confronted Yount about the situation, which leads 

one to believe that not all of the police force was "paid off." 

Furthermore, Yount discussed a raid of a Ninth street house 

of prostitution by city police. He wondered why the police raided 

his place when they allowed "Doc IS" (Bunch) place to run on Sixth 

street. This line of questioning was discontinued at this point, 

to outline the dealings of several "blind tigers" in Muncie. 

According to Yount, Williams owned at least one blind tiger; 

Yount was asked to close it up because of mismanagement. Accor

ding to Yountls testimony, Flatter had supplied the beer for the 

establishment. 

Yount discussed the popularity of the townls gambling 

claiming as an example that he had played "casino" with police 

commissioner, Xene Smith at a local gambling establishment. 

A local gambler, Clarence Wiley, offered Yount $5,000, appa

rently on behalf of several gamblers to leave town before the 

Williams trial. After the offer, Yount informed the Grand Jury of 

this attempted bribery; they in turn positioned Sheriff Jesse 

White at Yount~s shop. Wiley never returned probably indicating 

he somehow was informed of the "set up." 

The defense continually tried to establish that Yount never 

gave a public official anything for the installation of the slot 

machines. Furthermore, the defense also tried to establish that 

Yount claimed that they were machines were gum ball machines when 

they were installed. 
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Nevertheless, the defense introduced an affadavit from Yount 

stating that Yount had not given Mayor Bunch or Gene Williams 

anything in return for the operation of the slot machines. Yount 

said the affadavit was false. He claimed that he made it to 

lessen the "heat" of his trouble in Richmond. In any case, the 

affadavit was not valid because the judge who signed it had no 

authority in the township in question. 

The defense, trying to lessen the credibility of Yount's 

testimony, claimed that he suddenly had a furnace in his business 

which his profits would not allow him to afford, thus insinuating 

that Yount was paid off. Yount denied it. 

Robert Crabbs' testimony followed Yount's. Crabbs immediate

ly recalled the conversation in which Bunch approached him and 

Yount and asked him to sell his cigar store and buy a blind tiger 

and gambling casino. In return, Bunch promised police protection. 

Attorney Ball asked Crabbs who paid the rent. A man named 

Tim Littlefield paid it out of the profits. 

Crabbs said that each Monday, Littlefield gave him 2/3 of 

the profits which he would split with Bunch. The payments 

continued for more than a year. 

So far the prosecution had established Bunch's probable 

involvement with the slot machine operation, a house of prostitu

tion, a blind tiger, and a gambling casino. 

On July 14, the next witness to the prosecution was Lloyd 

Cooley, a teacher and lawyer involved with the gambling 

operations. His exact position was unclear, but was influential 

enough to warrant Bunch and William's prompting him to leave town 
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before the Williams' trial. According to Cooley, Bunch came and 

took him for a drive. During the ride, Bunch was quoted as saying 

the following: 

Lloyd, as sure as I raise my right hand, I never took a 
cent from Lloyd Yount or Gene Williams from the slot 
machine hustles. I don't know what Gene has done 
maybe he has done some things which he oughtn't have, 
but if they convict him, it will have bearing on my 
case and I'm not going to let them send me up north, 
and I'm going to help Gene all I can. 

The defense testified that it was perfectly natural for 

Bunch to say that under the circumstances, but it failed to slow 

the prosecution's intent to win the case. 

Cooley claimed that he left town fearing for his physical 

safety. In fact, he claimed Cooley said Bunch told him he would 

take him out of town himself to make sure it happened. On the 

back of a blank check, Williams wrote the address of a Chicago 

Hotel, and the home address of Chauncey Stillson. The blank check 

was introduced as evidence. 

Bunch told Cooley to wire him for money under a false name, 

but Williams said that it would be safer to go through Stillson. 

On the way to Chicago, 

following: 

Bunch supposedly told Cooley the 

You know, Lloyd, since I have become mayor, I have had 
to do favors for many of my political friends and they 
will bring all these things against me. 

Evidence was then produced that Stillson had both wired and 

mailed Cooley money in Chicago. 

Evidence could not establish the length of time Cooley spent 

in Chicago, but it was determined that he left after probably a 

few weeks because he feared the trouble which could arise from 

his leaving the state. He went ·to Indianapolis, where he inadver-
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tently would meet Williams who was quite upset at Cooley's re

turn. After Indianapolis, Cooley went to Anderson and then to 

Muncie after Williams' trial. 

The rest of the day's testimonies were corroborations of 

Cooley's testimony by friends, business associates, and rela

tives. The defense tried to establish other motives for Cooley's 

refusal to testify, such as illness or his own unreputable repu

tation and background. 

The next day's testimonies were basically an explication of 

the scope of criminal activity in Muncie. Several operators spoke 

about where they bought the beer, who attended the establis

hments, and where the slot machines were located. Most of this 

testimony was repetitive and vague, while it also failed to point 

~ the finger at the public officials. 

~ 

However, one of the testimonies upset two police officers to 

the point of brutally beating one of the witnesses and his 

friend. Patrolmen Jesse Miller and Charles Jones brutally beat 

21-year-old Ralph Neuhouse. He apparently mentioned their names 

as some of the policemen who attended the bar where he worked 

which was owned by Luther Flatter. According to the ~, on July 

17, Mayor Bunch was -greatly incensed N and demanded an investiga

tion of the assault. For the first time, the Bunch trial was 

stirring up much publicity in Muncie. 

July 17 was the day when the most damaging blow was dealt to 

the defense of Mayor Bunch so far in the trial. Mrs. Bessie 

Hefferline, who managed a house of prostitution for Gene Wil

liams, boldly testified that not only did she serve in the afore-
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mentioned capacity, but also served as an operator of a blind 

tiger on the corner of Seymour and Jefferson streets. Luther 

Flatter approached her asking her for some fast money, threate-

ning her with closing the -resort" down. Before Flatter left, two 

policemen arrived telling her to close shop. 

However, in Greenville, in the presence of Prosecutor Wilbur 

Ryman, she bad signed an affadavit stating that she had an agree

ment with Gene Williams. Mrs. Hefferline said that she was so 

drunk that she didn't recall what it said, although she remem-

bered signing it. 

Mrs. Hefferline's testimony pointed the finger at Bunch 

through his association with Williams, although Bunch's name was 

not mentioned. 

More damaging evidence was also given through Harold Hobbs 

who also happened to be the foreman of the present jury. He was a 

participant in the raid of the house of prostition on Ninth 

Street, supposedly owned by Gene Williams. During the raid, he 

heard the manager of the house, ZelIa Evans, ask for the number 

29 on the phone, which was the number to Mayor Bunch's office. He 

could not overhear the conversation. 

Several other witnesses testified to several raids, some of 

the witnesses being operators, others being members of the team 

making the raid. 

The testimony of the next day was quite interesting. To 

summarize, this is a description written by the ~: 

Miller's 
attorneys 
ness was 

testimony was a puzzle. At one time 
for the state would be smiling as the wit
delivering some telling evidence against the 
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defendant and then a few minutes afterwards attorneys 
for the mayor would be smiling while attorneys for the 
state sat with long drawn faces as the witness was 
telling something favorable about the defendant. 

Thomas V. Miller was an attorney involved in the graft who 

was allegedly paid by Bunch to leave during the Grand Jury Inves-

tigation and the William's trial. He was then found in Indianapo-

lis and jailed. 

The state was in awe of Miller's testimony; not only had 

Miller signed an affadavit for the state saying that he had made 

part of a payment on behalf of a client to Gene Williams to keep 

the Grand Jury from indicting him, but that he had also signed an 

affadavit for the defendant. The other affadavit was signed in 

the presence of Mayor Bunch, Gene Williams, and two other India-

napolis men, one being a saloon keeper. The other witness'£ 

relevance to the situation was not stated. To complicate things, 

Miller testified that he was intoxicated when he signed both of 

them. 

Miller testified that in March of 1915, he received a phone 

call from Billy Finan, a local saloon keeper, telling him to come 

to his establishment. Apparently, Bunch and Williams had already 

talked to Miller about leaving town, because he said one of them 

(he couldn't remember who) gave him more than $50. He went to the 

Union Station in Indianapolis and bought a ticket to Chicago, 

Joliet, and Milwaukee remaining away from Muncie for an undeter-

mined amount of time. He returned to Muncie only to have Williams 

give him $40 and send him on a closed buggy ride to Yorktown 

where he took a car to Indianapolis. 

When he arrived in Indianapolis, a man was waiting for him 

27 



to take him to a bar to meet Williams and Bunch. Bunch asked if 

he had signed an affadavit in front of Wilbur Ryman stating that 

he saw Yount give Williams and Bunch money. After having drunk so 

much, Cooley recalled only falling asleep to be woken later to 

sign another affadavit. 

After he signed the affadavit, he was given more money which 

he used to travel to Marshaltown, Iowa, Kansas City, Missouri; 

and Canon City, Colorado. He returned to Muncie in June of 1915. 

After more detailed testimony of the situations involved in the 

signing of the two conflicting affadavits, Miller said that the 

one for the prosecution was the truest. The state rested its 

case. 

The Muncie ~ characterized July 19 as a Mbad dayM for the 

defense, especially since it was the first day of defense testi

mony. Attorney Harry Long called Robert Crabbs to the stand, 

attempting to establish a motive that Crabbs had lied in his 

testimony to MgetH Doc Bunch. Evidently, Crabbs had once sugges

ted that Williams Htell some things on Doc Bunch so he [Williams] 

could get himself out of the mess. M The defense also tried to 

establish that he was monetarily motivated by being offered a 

lower bail. During this testimony, the prosecution objected three 

timesJ the judge sustained three times. 

Thomas Miller was called back onto the stand briefly as the 

defense recalled a conversation between he and Bunch, in which 

Bunch actually asked him to testify at the trial. Miller affirmed 

the statement, but added that Bunch still bribed him to leave 

town. 

28 



After several other brief testimonies coupled with several 

more sustained objections, the defense appeared to be flounde

ring. For instance, after lunch, John Carey, secretary of police, 

was called to the stand by the defense to help prove that the 

police force and town officers had acted diligently and thoroug

hly in its efforts to halt the rampage of blind tigers, gambling 

house, and houses of prostition. 

the state's sustained objections. 

the day. 

The testimony was cut short by 

This seemed to be the trend of 

The main bulk of character witness' testimonies were not 

subjected to the state's numberous objections. Dr. Harry R. 

Spickerman, Dr. E.E. Hanna, Dr. G. Esch, Dr. E.B. Simmons, Dr. 

T.J. Bowles, Charles Foresman and Barney Walsh, a city councilman 

all testified on behalf of Bunch's good character. Some of them 

also testified to Crabbs' bad reputation and immoral conduct. 

William McIlvaine, chief of police, testified that Bunch 

never instructed him not to arrest ·violators of the law. N 

Several other questions were posed by the defense, but objections 

from the state prohibited McIlvaine from answering. 

The day of July 20, 1916, proved to be a much more produc

tive day in the trial of Mayor Bunch. Basically, the day's testi

monies were from witnesses called by the defense to discredit 

testimonies made by state witnesses. The testimony of Robert 

Crabbs was attacked by John Marshall Cooper. Crabbs had testified 

that he, Cooper and Bunch split the profits of a blind tiger/gam

bling house located in the downtown area. Cooper said that it was 

strictly a 50/50 split between him and Crabbs, However, Cooper 

admitted that Crabbs rarely contributed to the actual operations 
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himself. 

An accused collector from gambling houses, Arthur Atkinson 

denied collecting any money from gambling establishments for 

protection. He also said that he did not own a gambling room over 

his tailor shop where Yount claimed he had played poker. 

At this point, the state produced several checks written 

from Yount to Atkinson including five $25 checks. Atkinson 

claimed he lost $477 in Atkinson's establishment, and had paid 

him with two $100 certificates of deposit plus the five $25 

checks ($325). When asked where the CD's were now, Yount said 

that they had been lost. Later they were found and exhibited. 

Then Clifton R. Cameron, an Indianapolis attorney, took the 

stand testifying to the affadavit that Miller had signed in 

Indianpolis which cleared Mayor Bunch from connection with the 

graft. Miller had claimed he was intoxicated when he signed it, 

and he did not know the contents of the affadavit. Cameron testi

fied that he not only read the affadavit to Miller, but also told 

him to be absolutely positive he understood its contents before 

signing it. 

Tom Shambarger, a cigar clerk, testified that Lloyd Yount 

once threatened to -job the whole bunch [city officials] because 

they had put him out of business." He also testified that Yount 

asked him to lie under oath stating that he saw him (Yount) 

divide the profits with Williams and Bunch. 

Several other character witnesses were introduced. According 

to the Star. the defense had prepared a list of more than 50 

people to testify to Bunch's good charater. Judge Blair announced 
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that 15 would suffice, some of whom have previously been men

tioned. 

Wilbur Sims, former secretary of police, "emphatically de

nied" entering into a conspiracy with Mayor Bunch or anyone else. 

Sims was followed by serveral other merchants and city officials 

all denying various statements made by Yount. 

The next significant testimony was from Lucius Stillson who 

would be involved in the 1919 scandal. Stillson was an agent for 

an unnamed brewery while he was also allegedly operating a blind 

tiger in Muncie. Stillson testified that Yount had never come to 

his place at 1025 W. Second Street, Muncie. He also denied giving 

protection money to Crabbs. Stillson denied ever having a beer or 

playing poker in his establishment. 

Alfred W. Davis, Democratic County Chairman, testified that 

he "contributed" money to Roy Hathoway, a known figure in the 

city's liquor traffic, for the purpose of publishing the Muncie 

Democrat. a Democratic weekly newspaper published by Bunch. Appa

rently, Davis had been accused of using money to contribute to 

other less noble charities. 

The rest of the day's testimonies attempted to establish 

that Bunch was out of town campaigning with Congressman John M. 

Adair on October 20, 1914. This contradicts the testimony by 

Chester Yount (brother of Lloyd) who said Bunch, on that same 

day, had told him to get the slot machines out of town before a 

raid. The most solid evidence was Davis being seen leaving the 

city, but no one saw Bunch leave with him. 

The law of the time with reference to conspiracy convictions 

stated basically that the state must first establish at least by 
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circumstantial evidence, that a conspiracy existed before any and 

all overt acts by the defendants are to be admitted into the 

case. The state had tried to establish the replacement of Fred W. 

Puckett as chief of police by William McIlvaine as the beginning 

of conspiracy. Hence, the thrust of the day's testimony involved 

discrediting this premise. 

When asked to resign, Puckett refused, so the mayor said, 

-Fred, I don't like your attitude in the matter. I want to have 

the right to name the heads of departments in my administration. 

Captain McIlvaine has been like a father to me, and I want to 

make him the chief. He is the ranking man in the department.-

Puckett agreed to resign after Bunch agreed to give him 

another position on the force - as chief of detectives. 

As the trial wore on, the testimonies became shorter, their 

contents less substantial, and, as a whole, the trial became more 

complex for the jurors. The 24th of July was the first day Mayor 

Rollin Bunch took the stand. In actuality, his testimony was very 

unfruitful. Attorney Ball would ask him a question, and usually 

Bunch would respond N no sir,- or -never did. N To the writer, the 

most significant facts obtained from this testimony were those 

subjective comments made about it by the~. The paper seemed 

to have a very definite respect for Bunch, referring to his 

gentlemanly manners in the courtroom and leonine confidence. A 

quote from the paper summarizes the paper's opinion and perhaps 

the whole town's: 

It was not the smiling, jovial Roll Bunch which nearly 
everybody knows to be a likable generous-hearted 
fellow, personally, with a wide grin and gripping 
handshake for his friends who sat on the witness stand 
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It 

yesterday afternoon ••• the mayor was serious ••• [yet] 
spoke in a low voice, which had a determined ring 
it. 

was obvious Bunch had the respect or maybe even fear 

many Muncie citizens. 

he 
to 

of 

The testimony of Mayor Bunch on the 25th was similar to that 

of the previous day. Bunch denied the allegations, yet he argued 

a bit. The arguments, however, were circumstantial which led the 

jury to a "it's my word against yours" situation. 

The mayor did, however, allege that the prosecutions were 

representative of a group who wanted to impeach him. He based his 

arguments on the fact that none of the people tied to the prose-

cution ever confronted him about the situation to complain or 

make suggestions. He also added that had it been said he woul~ 

be impeached before he was in office six months. 

Following Bunch's testimony, the state rebutted by calling 

to the stand witnesses to testify against Bunch's character. Once 

again, the trial had focused at an opinion level, with no "hard 

evidence." 

July 26 was filled with more character witnesses 

testifying against Bunch by the state. And in a sur-rebuttal 15 

more character witnesses testified to Bunch's good moral charac-

ter. The testimonies from both sides seemed to cancel one anot-

her. Everybody from Crabbs· father to Yount's father took the 

stand. In the writer's opinion, some of the testimonies were so 

insignificant or irrelevant that it can only be assumed that the 

state and defendant were vying for quantity of witness, rather 

than quality. Another theory is that the opposing parties were 
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~ trying to actually confuse the jury in an attempt to lessen the 

consideration of any hard evidence which might damage their 

case. For instance, Benjamen C. Boreman, president of Muncie 

Trust company was called to the stand and dismissed after only 

one or two brief statements. It appeared that even Boreman didn't 

know why he was called to the stand. 

On June 27, the jurors began their deliberation as to the 

probable innocence or guilt of Dr. Rollin (Doc) Bunch after 

closing remarks by the judge, the state and the defense. Both the 

defense and state delivered fiery orations. For instance, special 

prosecutor, William A. Thompson said to the jury 

Gentlemen, you are of Henry County. We of Delaware 
County are sending the Mecedonian cry to you to help us 
lift the cloud of oppression and graft that has been 
over us since Bunch has been Mayor. 

Regardless, the jury began their long consideration of the 

evidence. After 40 hours, Judge Alonzo Blair announced that he 

was satisfied an agreement was impossible. After two weeks of 

testimony, the jury was at a stalemate. -NO VERDICT POSSIBLE IN 

BUNCH CASE,- read the headline of the ~ on July 30, 1916. This 

fact alone creates a motivation for the state to be sure that in 

the 1919 trial Bunch was convicted, as he indeed was. 
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THE TRIALS OF "DOC" BUNCH 

Chapter Three 

Throughout all of the colorfulness and drama of the Bunc~ 

trials, several factors about Bunch were made evident. Foremost, 

one can derive several conclusions about Bunch1s character, his 

motivations, and the repercussions from his actions based on 

those motivations. One can also analyze whether or not the ver-

dicts were correct. Furthermore, the extent of Bunch1s involve-

ment in graft can be more accurately considered. 

Bunch1s character in itself seems to have been his chief 

motivation for his involvement in the graft situation. He was, as 

can be assured through investigation, a popular and personable 

man who had a significant number of connections in his activi-

ties. His natural amiable character, however, was used to satisfy 

a primary value in Bunch1s life - power. 

For purposes of explanation, power is used, in this case, to 

control over people and situations resulting in the achievement 
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- of status and respect. Several elements of Bunch's testimony 

support the fact that the need for power was Bunch's primary 

motivation. For instance, Bunch was insistent to the point of 

being demanding when he told Puckett to resign. In Bunch's own 

words: NFred, I don't like your attitude in the matter. I want to 

have the right to name heads of departments in my administra

tion. N 

Two points are exemplified in the above statement with 

reference to Bunch's need for power. Foremost, he stated that he 

wanted control over the heads of his departments. This was so 

important that he would basically create another position for 

Puckett in order for his chosen man, McIlvaine, to have the first 

position. The second fact illustrated is that respect was very 

important to Bunch. When Puckett refused to cooperate with 

Bunch's suggestion, he became frustrated saying NI don't like 

your attitude in the matter. N In essence, he was saying NIf 

you're not going to listen to me, I don't like you or want you in 

my administration. N In the next trial, he was quoted as making 

derogatory references about Puckett, which further illustrates 

how important respect was to him. 

Two other elements in the testimony give further support to 

Bunch's drive for power. Both focus on the fact that Bunch liked 

to be in control of activities he was involved in, as opposed to 

delegating authority. For instance, when Miller was approached 

about signing an affadavit which would clear Bunch, Bunch was on 

the scene himself. Another example is when Bunch told his cohorts 

that he would see to it personally that Cooley was escorted out 
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of town because he wanted to make sure the job got done. Bunch 

could have easily told Williams to drive Cooley, but he wanted to 

do it himself. 

Money was probably not a prime motivator for Bunch's ac

tions. The money he received, though not insignificant, was not 

substantial enough to be the prime motivation, considering Bunch 

had other sources of income. Once again, he probably took any 

money because of its representation of power. 

Bunch's power was evident in the proceedings of the first 

trial, in that it influenced the decision-making of some of the 

jurors. One can conclude that Bunch was probably guilty 

considering the amount of evidence, though circumstantial, a

gainst him. However, the jury must have simply disregarded a 

large portion of that evidence to have reached the hung-jur~ 

stalemate that they did. Even if some of the testimonies may not 

have been entirely true, it would have been virtually impossible 

for the prosecution to fabricate that amount of testimony. 

The power of Bunch's character was also an important factor 

in the second trial. It appears that Judge Anderson recognized 

that power Bunch had over people, and was intentionally deter

mined to challenge it. Anderson allowed the testimony to deviate 

from the question of defrauding the mails, which was the charge 

in question. Instead, the entire trial focused on the swindle, 

which, though interesting, was not totally relevant. Anderson 

should have sustained the defendent's motion to dismiss. Bunch 

may have been involved in the swindle, but it is very questionab

le as to whether or not Bunch knew the mails were being utilized. 

In both the 1916 and 1919 trials, Bunch's role in the crimes 
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was his use of power to allow the swindles, gambling, drinking, 

and other graft to happen. Yet, he was not actively involved in 

any of the crimes himself. Therefore, one can conclude that 

Bunch's crime, in both cases, was merely succumbing to his lust 

for power. 

In the 1916 indictment, Bunch was found innocent by reason 

of a hung jury, even when overwhelming evidence seemed against 

him. On the other hand, he was found guilty in the 1919 

indictment when little evidence was presented in association with 

the charge he was convicted for. However, this is how the legend 

of MOOCH Bunch began in Muncie, Indiana, and it will continue to 

be known for years to come as all great legends do. 
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President - Rose 

APPENDIX II 

Union National 
Bank Officers 

Vice President - Koontz 

APPENDIX III 
Jurors 

Bunch Trial 1919 

Thomas H. Axton - Farmer - Rockport 
M.W. Collett - Farmer - Logansport 
Brice Dilie - Farmer - Pendleton 
S.M. Duffey - Farmer - Huntington 
James Fink - Farmer - Advance 
Charles D. Florea - Farmer - Connorsville 
Raymond W. Howard - Farmer - Bloomington 
Herbert Rose - Farmer - Brookville 
Herbert Chambers - Farmer - Monrovia 
Isaac Tarn - Farmer - Idaville 
James C. Pierce - Street Commissioner - Columbus 
Harry M. Schwart - Druggist - Indianapolis 

APPENDIX IV 
Sentences 

Bunch Trial 1919 

Rollin Bunch - two years in Atlanta, Georgia, Penitentiary and 
$1,000 fine 
Horace Murphy - two years in Atlanta, Georgia, Penitentiary and 
$1,000 fine 
Chauncey Stillson - Eighteen Months in Atlanta, Georgia, Penite
ntiary and $1,000 fine 
Elmer Gentry One year and one day in Atlanta, Georgia, 
Penitentiary and $500 fine 
Lucius Stillson - One year and one day in Atlanta, Georgia, 
Penitentiary and $500 fine 
Edgar Daniel Siler - Six months in Marion County Jail and $100 
fine 
Samuel Hestler - Three months in Marion County Jail and $300 
fine 
Edward Quirk - $500 fine 
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APPENDIX I 

Defendants 

Bunch Trial 1919 

PLEADED INNOCENT 
Rollin H. Bunch - mayor of Muncie 
Horace Murphy - prosecutor of Delaware County 
Elmer Gentry - part owner of Grand Hotel, Muncie 
Chauncey Stillson, partner of Gentry, Muncie 
Edward Quirk - detective on Muncie Police Force 
Edward Daniel Siler - Indianapolis, a wrestler 
Samuel Hestler - Toledo, Ohio 

PLEADED GUILTY DURING TRIAL 
Lucius Stillson - Muncie, bother of Chauncey 
James Whitney - Des Moines, Iowa 
William Scherer - Indianapolis 
William Guthrie - Trinity Springs, Indiana 
Sydney Boucher, Hilsboro, Illinois 

PLEADED GUILTY BEFORE TRIAL 
Harvey Robine - Three Rivers, Michigan 
William M. Collins - Byers, Colorado 
Layfayette S. Scott - Muncie 
Hubert McGinnis - Indianapolis 
Joseph Engleton - Muncie 
Arthur Betz - Decatur, Illinois 
C. Myron Burch - Detroit, Michigan 
Ed Bliss - Logansport, Indiana 
Dave Buttermore, Churobusco, Indiana 
Tom Conner - Rhodes, Michigan 
Marian T. Jacks - Muncie, Indiana 
G.L. Stansbury - Kansas City, Missouri 
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William Guthrie - $500 fine 
~ William Collins - Suspended sentence until May, 1920 because of 

ill health 
Layfayette S. Scott - One day in Marion County Jail 
Hubert Mc Ginnis - $200 fine 
James Whitney - One day in Marion County Jail 
Tom Conner - One day in Marion County Jail 
G.O. Stansbury - One day in Marion County Jail 
Sidney Boucher - One day in Marion County Jail 
Arthur Betz - Three months in Marion County Jail and $300 fine 
Marion T. Jacks - $500 fine 
Dave Buttermore - $500 fine 
Ed Bliss ~ $500 fine 
C. Myron Burch - $100 fine 
Harvey Robine - $300 fine 
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