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WEINSTOCK ON THE STAND.

THE CENTRAL FIGURE IN THE
“BEE"” LIBEL SUIT.

Said He Had Nothing Whatever to
Do With Von Armnold or
His Schemes.

The Weinstock-McClatchy $50,000 1i-
bel case was continued before Judge
Hughes yesterday morning, and before
the court had been in session five min-
utes there was a warm passage of
words in which all the attorneys con-
nected with the case tqok part, and
which was only settled by the court
after the talk between Attorneys John-
son and Mettson had become personal
to an extreme seldom reached in courts.

SHORT, SHARP WORDS.

The passage occurred over a question
asked Angus who was the firsi{
witness called for the defense at the
morning sesston, by which it was indi-
rectly attempted to show that C. k.
Leonard, who at the time referred to
was a member of the Board of Trustees,
was instrumental in having the gam-
bling houses re-opened in the lunv_
part of 189G, or the early part of 1897,
after they had been closed by order of
the Mayor. :

In answer to preliminary questions,
Ross testified that during the last
three months of 1896 and the early part
of 1887, he had conducted club rooms
in Sacramento, at which gambling was
sometimes indulged in. He knew C.
E. Leonard.

Attorney Bruner

Ross,

asked the witness

whether or not in the latter part of
1806 or the first part of 1897, the
games were closed, and subsequently

allowed to re-open by somebody in au-
thority.

Attorney Johnson objected, stating
that the prosecution was ready to ac-
cept any proof regarding Mr. Wein-
stock, but it had mnot been shown
that Weinstock had been connected
with Leonard. It made no difference
to the prosecution what the standing

of C. E. Leonard was in the commu-
nity, and no attempt ought be made
to prove something against Leonard

until he had been connected with Mr.
Weinstock.

Judge Holl in-

said it was not the
tention of the prosecution to show that
other people had been corrupt, and
that only evidence going to connect
Mr. Weinstoc k with Leonard and others
ought to be allowed. The prose ution
did not m'-ud to have anything to do

with C. E. Leonard, as connected with
the plaintiff, until evidence had been
offered showing that there was such

a connection.

Judge Hughes inquired of Judge Hol!
whether the article in the “Bee” did not
say tlul Weinstock was a shield and
protection to boodlers and blackmail-
ers, Jml whether two th.ngu\ were not
made—first, that there were boodlers
and blackmailers, and, second, that the
plaintiff did shield and protect the m.

Attorney Bruner, for the defense, said
he did not consider it necessary for the
attorneys for the prosecution to out-
l:m- a defense, Mr. Weinstock, he
said, was not charged with any wrong
by 1h~ article published, nor did it show

that he had had any improper knowl-
edge of the matter, but it did show
that he had been ill-advised when he

appeared before the people as having
suffered from the article.

Attorney Mettson inquired whether
Leonard or Weinstock was prosecuting
the case, and Attorney Johnson re-
plied that Weinstock and not Leonard

was the prosecuting witness. Mett-

som continued ‘that it was the lnt‘:n-
tion of the defense to connect Wein-
stock with the matter, or place it in
such a light that the jury would con-
clude he was devoid of sense or rea-
soning It would be shown that had
he used proper judgment he would not
be placed in the ¥ ysition he now occu-
pied—that of prose uting witness.

When Attorney Mettson concluded,
Attorne Johnson arose and said the
plan outlined by the defense was not a
fair way to try the case.

“1 will not be put in that position,”

feet.

son, springing to

retorted Mett s
fairly,

]I want to treat this court but
1 ;x.;u\\ no man to say or intimate tan
defendants 1 represent I wi

of the
not stand it from counsel on 1‘\- mh'-
side as long as I have a drop of bl yod
body. He shall not, nor shall
any other man say any suc h thing.”
: may assassinate, but you can-
returned Attorney
quoting Attor-

in my

“You
not
Johnson

intimidate,”
sarcastically,

oby Mr. Weinstock against the proprie-
{tors of the “Bee.” It refers to the
starting of a newspaper in Sacramento,
to conductidg a big gaming house, and
speaks suggestively of Mr. Weinstock’s
name in connection with the Mayoral-
ty. The letter, it will be remembered,
was indorsed in pencil, “compared by
V. 8.,” etc.

On February 2d witness had received
another brief communication from Von
Arnold, inquiring whether the formeér
letter had been received, and stating
that the writer would be delayed an-
other week. This, too, was read.

The witness said that on February
27th he had sent a telegram to Von
Arnold in which he said he knew noth-
ing about the matter referred to’in
the letier, and did not understand the
proposition. Witness again said that
on February 28th he had held no con-
versation with Sheehan, but that the
latter had spoken respecting the estab-
lishment of a newspaper in Sacramento
by Von Arnold.

At the same time,

that he had not told him that Von Ar-
inold Lad in the conversation referred to
{said anything about
.n: wspaper or starting a concert hall.
A MATTER OF DATES

The witness testified that abuut the
18th or 20th of March, 1897, he had
made rnotes of the matter partly from
memory and partly from newspapers
on jile and letters received from Von
Arnold. He referred to a copy of the
notes and fixed the dates of publica-

tion by it. He received a note from
Von Arnold on February 27th, to the

effect that he was sick at the Western
Hotel, and wanted to see the witness on
businsss. The witness had replied that
owing to a press of bLusiness he could
not spare the time to visit Von Arnoid,
but might find it possible to answer
any questions in writing, The letters
were put in evidence.

The witness identified the letter re-
ceived cn the same day from Von Ar-
nold, which stated that the writer had
received a letter from his brother in
Chicago respecting the establishment of

a daily newspaper. He wished to use
the name of the witness as an incorpor-
ator of the business, and stated that
John Weil would be connected in the
undertaking. The witness had replied
in a4 note to Von Arnold the same day,

that the contents of his letter had been
a surprise to him, as it was the first
intimation he had had that his name
had been connected with the enterprise,
and he could not imagine on what au-
thority it had been so used. John Weil,
the reply stated, was a good man. It
closed with the wish that the enter-
prise might succeed. These letters also
were admitted in evidence.

THE PART LEONARD PLAYED

The witness further testified that on
February 27th C. E. Leonard had vis-
ited his place of business, and urged
him to interest himself in the estab-
lishment of the proposed newspaper.
Leonard might have said that he wish-
ed the witness would think about the
proposition, but he could not recall the
precise language. What the witness
did recollect was that Leonard had per-
sistently insisted that he interest him-
self in the establishment of the pro-
posed daily newspaper, and that the
witness had declined to interest himself
in the matter, and said that he neither
could nor would interest himself there-
in. To the best of his recollection the
witness had not intimated to Leonard
that he would take the matter under
advisement.

On March 11th, the witness continued,
in answer to questions propounded by
Attorney Mettson, Sheehan, Von Arnold
arnd a man named Casey called on him,
and Sheehan said Von Arnold had re-
ceived a check from his brother in Chi-
cago for $£50,000 as a fund to establish
the proposed daily newspaper. The wit-
ness declined to have anything to do in
the matter and told Von Arnold he be-
lieved him to be a detective in the em-
ploy of the “Bee.”” Von' Arnold had
laughed and left, saying he had an ap-
pointment with his physician.

On March 11th, Mr. Brown, a “Bee”
reporter, had called on the witness and
the latter had shown him a letter pur-
{ porting to have been written in San

il'.mn isco by Von Arnold on March
17th. Brown, who said he knew Von
| | Arnold’s handwriting, gave it as his

{ opinion that the latter
the letter in gqeustion.

At 12 o'clock a recess was taken until
1:30 o’clock p. m.

Mr. Weinstock again took the witness
stand at the afternoon session, and tes-
| tified that he had no recollection as to
{ whether or not at the time of the conver-

- Jdmas. ¢ hen yot 1eva
e b.r:;:r:nlg‘”.l:: ‘:}llv-hs.ln‘nf‘ , and | "““"”‘ with Leonard, the latter had said
up for half a minute. Met | that Sheehan was to be at the head of
e could protect himself at all }”-" roposed newspaper ;
and Johnson retorted that € : Attorney Ul'lﬂvl"'r rw\'--rtv'\l to thv leul‘i\’
iv to do anything at any time. I kept by Mr. Weinstock, in w }nf-h‘ was
Judge Hughes errunt in | notes of the matter, and asked him to

| produce it.

the witness said.|

establishing a |

had not written |

containing the article. He furnished the
“Record-Union” with a list of the names
of parties to whom he wished papers
sent, and did not handle any of the
papers himself. There might have been
extra copies sent to his office, for pur-
poses of reference, but he was not sure
about it. He could not recall having
seen any extra copies.

A question as to whether or not the
witness had talked about the letter he
had received from Von Arnold, subse-
quent to the publication of his state-
ment in the “Record-Union,” met with
an objection from the attorneys of the
prosecution. It was contended by them
that Mr. Weinstock had a perfect right
to talk about the Von Arnold letter or
any other letter, and that the course of
questions could be neither in mitigation
{ or justification.

The attorneys for the defense, con-
| tended that Mr. Weinstock, by submit-
ting his statement for publication, was
attempting to try his tase out of court,
and that anything said by him referring
to the matter was admissible as evi-

Von Arnold had spoken about the {dence. Attorney Bruner said that the
Clunie property, but had said nothing |statement published in the “Record-
about conducting a concert hall there. | Union” was clearly a libel so far as

| The witness said he had been inter- |Mr. Weinstock was concerned, and that
viewed by Reporter Brown of the “Bee™ | it was only a question of degree.

on the 27th or 28th of February, but Attorney Johnson said it was incon-

ceivable why anybody should say that
because the witness had talked about
the matter out of court, it was a libel
upon the defendants.

Judge Hughes held that Mr. Wein-
stock had an entire right to talk about
the case or publish an article in a news-
paper, and that the fact that he had
talke: l about the matter would be in-
admissible as evidemce unless it
shown that he had endeavored
doing 1o influence public opinion

Coatinuing, the witness said that sub-
sequent to the filing of the complaint
on March 20th he had not told a large
| number of people of the community and
| county that the McClatchys were libel-
€rs.

After considerable quibbling among
the attorneys the witness said he had
refrained from talking about the mat-
ter to Lis friends, and confined his con-
versaiion on the matter to answering
questiens. He had discussed the mat-
ter with four or five friends, aside from
his family and business associates.
Subsequent to the filing of ghe com-
plaint he carried with him neither the
Von Arnold letter nor a copy of the
same,

A FISHING EXCURSION.

After a short recess Mr. Weinstock’s
diary for 1897 was produced in court,
and with it before him Attorney Mett-
| son reverted to the 28th of February,
iat which time a ‘“Bee'"” reporter had
twice called upon him and showed him
a slip of paper containing writing. The
witness testified that he afterwards saw
substantially the same writing contain-
ed on the slip of paper in the “Bee.”
The nature of the writing was not
brougnt out.

The witness further testified that he
had never consulted Attorney Albert M.
Johnson with relation to the matter,
He then explained several passages in
the diary, and attempted to make out
a pasage relating to the Von Arnold
matter, which had been stricken out.

Judge Holl objected to the attorney’s
dragging the diary and going on a fish-
ing excursion without getting even a
nibble, He held that the diary was pro-
duced to enable the witness to refresh
his memory and not to be put in evi-
dence,

The item that had been cancelled
showed that on March 15th Sheehan
had said he expected to be indicted by
the Grand Jury. The witness explained
that the item had been transeribed, and
would be found on the copy submitted

to the attorneys for the defense at the
morning session.
The court ruled that the questions

were immaterial,
erased article being
exhibit, the attorneys
took up the issues of the “Bee” of
the 5d, 4th, 5th and Gth of March,
1897, and the witness said he thought
he had read them all. The articles re-
ferred to what was termed *“The Com-
bine,”" ¢ne being headed, ‘“More of the
|Combine,” another ‘“‘Sheehan, the Pi-
rate,” and still another, ‘“Leonard 1Is
Guilty.”

The witness said Win J. Davis had
called on him and asked for an inter-
view, at a time when he was very busy,
and that he had told him that an in-
terview published in the “Bee” on
March &d, in which he had answered
{ categorically a of specified ques~
tions, substantially correct, and
referrad him to the article,
| Attorney Mettson next questioned the
| witnass respecting a conversation held
I'\\'iih C. E. Leonard on February 27th,
and rzad from a deposition taken be-
fore 2 Notary Public, in which the wit-
ness had recounted the conversation.
The wiiness said the deposition was
correct, and that at the time it was
made his memory was much fresher
on the matter than at the present time.

The witness said he recollected a re-
porter of the * »"" asking him for a
copy of the Von Arnoid letter, and that

relating to the diary
and after the
marked as an

set

was

was |
in so !

THE SHEPLAR DIVORGE CASE.

JUDGE JOHNSON DENIES THE
WIFE'S PETITION.

He Thought the Parties Could Get
Along as of Yore if
They Try.

The divorce proceeding of Mary L. E.
Sheplar against Frank M. Sheplar oc-
cupied all of yesterday’'s session in
Judge Johuson's court, and was warmiy
fought on both sides. "The charge was
desertion and failure to provide,

The testimony showed that at one
time Sheplar was quite well off, but
that he had frittered away a valuable
farm property and for a long time had
to depend on his employment as a cat-
tle-buyer for a market firm. That po-
sition he lost upward of a year ago
in consequence of a change in the firm.
Since that time he had not, he claimed,
been able to procure employment,

In the meantime Mrs. Sheplar had
been obliged to do sewing in order to
support the family, and she alleges
that her husband had not earnestiy
tried to cbtain employment. There
were many details in the complaint
of Sheplar's shortcomings as a man of
family. The plaintiff was repre-
sented by H. G. Soule, and the defend-
ant by A. J. Bruner,

Judge Johnson, in
case, traversed the main points in
testimony, and while he found much
to criticise and condemn in <the course
of Sheplar, he said there was nothing
to support the charge of desertion,
he had not, apparently, abandoned his
home of his own choice. Cruelty was
not alleged in the complaint, but if it
had been he might have found much
to sustain such a charge,

As to Sheplar's failure to provide for
his family, the court said it appeared
he had done so for some twenty-seven
vears, though of late years he had not
been as considerate in that respect as
he should have been. He had frittered
away money that should have been ap-
plied to the care and maintenance of
his family. But for the past year, as
shown by the evidence, he had not been
able to obtain employment at his call-
ing, and leaving aside his former acts
it did not appear that he was to blame
for his idleness the past year,

In conclusion, Judge Johnson said
he did not think sufficient grounds had
been shown on which to grant a decree
of separation. The defendant had ex-
pressed a willingness and desire to pro-
vide for his family if he could only ob-
tain employment, and it was the opin-
ion of the court that he should be giv-
en a chance to do so.

An order was therefore made refus-
ing a decree, but the defendant was re-
quired to pay at least $5 per month in
the way of nhmun} to his wife,
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’l‘on Per Cent. l'remlum.
Until further notice,
all cash purchasers a
per cent. in either
seeds. The Pacific,

we will give to
premium of 10
garden or flower
T27 to 729 J st *

Try McMorry’s 50c uncolored Japan
tea; E. B. tea, t0c; G. P. tea, T5¢c; P. F.
Japan tea, 40c; 531 M street, *

Palms, acacias, magnoliag, fruit trees
Best in the world. California Nursery.
M. Williamson, agent, nut tc depot. *

The Red Hou~e ktu(]\ consisting of
dry and fancy goods, millinery, hosiery,
gent’s underwear, caps, hats, ete., Is
now being closed out at big bargains. *

Coronado water, Stockton sarsapa-
rilla and iron, champagne cider, ginger
ale, orange cider. J. M(-Mnrry agent.*

Electrical lamps at Scott’s, 303 J. *
531 M., *

Try \XC\Iorr) s 35c tea.

CATARRH OF THE STOMACH.

A Pleasant, \Implc, but
Cure for It.

Catarrh of the stomach has long been
considered the next thing to incurable.

The usual symptoms are a full or
bloating sensation after eating, accom-
panied sometimes with sour or watery
risings, a formation of gases, Gausing
pressure on the heart and lungs and
difficult breathing; headache, fickle ap-
petite, nervousness and a general
played out, languid feeling.

There often a foul taste in the
mouth, coated tongue, and if the in-
terfor of the stomach could be seen it
would show ga slimy,
tion.

The cure for this common and
stinate trouble is found in a treatment
which causes the food to be readily,
thoroughly digested before it has a time
to ferment and irritate the delicate
mucuos surfaces o fthe stomach,

To secure a prompt and healthy diges.
tion is the one necessary thing to do,

Safe Effectual

is

ob-

inflamed condi- |

A sick man
or a sick woman
wants to take

Careful

—

no chances with
prescriptions;
they want to
know that the

DPrug

right ingredi-
ents, in the right
proportions, go
into them.

Mleng

“C. C. C." Prescnmmn Pharmacy, Tenth and K Sts,

Two druggists
oversee  every
prescription put
up—they check
each other.
Every one is ab-
solutely correct.
Our prescription
department
managed with
the greatestcare.

piece

Try It Once

And You Will Stick te It.

with its rich Champagne Flavor is far
and away the best chcwmg tobacco on
the market.

Five cents buys one of the new big
pieces—40 per cent. larger than the old

- KLONDIKE OUTF lTS'

Gum and Leather Boots and Shoes, Arctic Caps
Heavy Sweaters, Rifles, |
Revolvers, Ammunition, Arctic Socks, Knives,

and Hats, Compasses,

Razors, etc.

GOODS THE BEST,
PRICES THE LOWEST.

ECKHARDT'S GUN STORE.

609-611 K Street, Sacramento, Cal.

The Cubans are the best SE I
| cigarmakers in the world. }| | Good work and prompt
| Every cigarmaker in the 'v delivery. §|
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A SPECIBLTWEED.~"
“ TROUSERS 3;9

FiRST CLASS QUTTER = FiTTER
600, ST. COR. SIXTH.

RAII.R OAD TIME TABLE.

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY

{PACIFIC SYSTEM.)
JANUARY 1, 1898.

Urains Leave and are Due to Arrivesd
sacrumento.
B

LEAVE TRAINS RUN DAILY. lM{x\l
(For) | (From)
12:01 AjAshland and l'm-lland...‘ i A

10:20 AjLos Angeles, El Paso &|
IR Ve S avi e 64 P

11:45 A Atlantic Express for|
{ Ogden and Kast........ 45 >

O P{European Mail for Og-
aen and EBast. ......se00- 5:40 A
5 Aj{Calistoga and Napa 50 P
P|Calistoga and Nap 11:056 A
5 PlLos Angeles ...... celmdlie A
BN 1 ) oy s e GRS |~ 9:50 A

A Knights Landin 1§ and|
DROVIS oue.isessncrns |, 2:30-

7:10 P{Knights Landing ux:d;.
CEOVIIE oovoocsscscones YISO A

6:30 A|Red Bluff via Knights
| Landing & Marysville. 5 L'nP

A Red Bluit via Woodland|®™*
P Red Blufl via Marysville|,
Redding via Willowa.....
San Franc via Benicta...[
San Fran via Benicia...
S Fran via Benicla...

0 "O.A
NP

San
.\An I'rs
AlSan Fran \ld. L
A San Jose
AlSanta Barbara ..... s
"allejo and Santa Rosal
P'Vallejo and Santa Rosal
A Stockton and Galt .
PStoeckton and Galt...

Stockton and Galt...
AlTruckee and Reno

P|ITruckee and Reno...
A|Folsom and Placerville,.,
- 3:15 P/Folsom and Placerville..|

A—For morning. P—For afternoomn.

*Sunday excepted. iMonday excepted.

T. H. GOODMAN. Gen. Pas. Agent.

Strawherry
Ranch
of Ten Acres

FOR RENT or
FOR SALE,

Near Auburn. Four acres in®
vines; house, barn, etc; rent,.
$60 per annum. A rare oppor-
tunity for an energetic man.
For particulars apply to
SCHAW, INGRAM, BATCH-
ER & CO., Hardware Dealers,
211 to 219 J street, Sacramcnto‘
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