
The next afternoon I was summon-
ed for the last time. The court said
that the testimony was all in and that
I, as the complainant, must now make
my argument

This was a surprise to me who had
been excluded from hearing any of
the testimony except my own. I told
the court that it was news to me that
I was the complainant. I called atten-
tion to the fact that the formal papers
in the case read, "The Unites States
vs. Wm. Richardson"; that when I

asked to be given time to secure
counsel and prepare a case the court
had told me that I was only a witness.

The court insisted that I argue the
case. I asked:

"How can I argue a case I haven't
heard? How can I discuss evidence
I haven't listened to?"

The court said: "According to naval
law, the complainant must make an
argument. Do you wish to make an
argument?"

"Very well," I said. "I will make
what you call an argument or oral
statement."

I made an argument without auy
previous preparation and without
knowing what any witness but myself
had said.

Commander Sellers, whoyas Rich-
ardson's counsel, had been present
during all the testimony and he pre-
sented an argument prepared in writ-
ing.

So this is what a naval court of
inquiry is like. A trial so full of ir-

regularities that there could be noth-
ing fair about it There was nothing
about it that would give the Amer-
ican public any confidence. At the
start I was only a witness; at the end
I was complainant. At the start the
court announced that there was no
defendant and no prosecuting wit-
ness; that it was merely a court of
inquiry. Before the end the inquiry
was changed into a trial with a de-

fendant and a prosecuting witness
who was not allowed to prosecute.

At the start Capt Grant said he
would take under advisement as to

whether he would make it an open
or closed court. At the end it devel-
oped that the court had been open
all the time, from the very first min-
ute.

There was a judge advocate who,
I supposed, would prosecute Richard-
son. Instead he defended Richardson,
as did the whole court, and court and
judge advocate united to prosecute
me.

The court's seemiag attitude all
along was that it was the navy's, not
the public's business.

Of course, I got what I expected to
get an unfair, biased hearing. It was
the kind of a hearing this court start-
ed out to give, and hence the warn
ing and threats of imprisonment if we
cabled any news of the inquiry to the
American public. Eight out of 13
American correspondents here were
summoned to tell what they knew,
and every one was threatened with
contempt if he cabled a word of the
news.

I was present during Correspond-
ent Shepherd's interrogation when he
was threatened with contempt, and I
don't hesitate to say that Commander
Day tried to bulldoze and and intimi-
date him, but without success, for
when Day lost his temper and refer-
red to Shepherd as a "person" who
was trying to dictate to the court
Shepherd retorted:

"I want that put into the record,
too!"
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Denver, Col., July 25. Charles H.
Moyer was unanimously
president of the Western Federation
of Miners at yesterday's session of
the convention of the organization
here. Ernest Mills, secretary-treasure- r,
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ANCIENT IDEALS
Our memory goes back to the

time when to our enraptured vision
the ladies m the circus represented
the ne plus ultra in female beauty.
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