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THE BAR ASSOCIATION REAFFIRMS S
CHARGES AGAINST JUDGE A. S. HUMPH
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Defense Made by the Accused Is
Dissected and Its Falsity
Exposed,

Strong Points Made Over the Licensing of

Legislators, Editing

a Newspaper and

Y A VOTE of 28 to 4, two mem-
bers not voting, the Bar Asso-
clation last evening adopted

2 the report of the committee ap-
pointed to formulate charges and press
the case against Judge A. 8. Hum-
phreys., This report sets forth the work
of the committee at length and reviews
the reply of the respondent, adding
comments which place the Assoclation
n record as malntaining the stand it
first took in defence of the good name
and reputation of the Hawalian bench
and bar. The vote upon the motion to
adopt the report was as follows:

Ayes: E. B. McClanahan, L. A.
Thurston, L. J-. Warren, L. A. Andrews,
W. R. Castle, A. G. M. Robertson, J. T.
De Bolt, Frank Andrade, H. A. Bigelow,
W. L. Stanley, A. 8. Carter, R. D. Mead,
W. C. Achi, C. F. Peterson, A. M.
Brown, Cecil Brown, E. P. Dole, Henry
Holmes, A. L. C. Atkinson, J. L. Ka-
glukou, J. A. Matthewman, L. A.
Dickey, F. M. Brooks, A. F. Judd, E. A.
Mott-Smith, Chas. R. Hemenway, P. L.
Weaver, A. A. Wilder.

Noes: F. W. Milverton, J. A.
goon, J- M. Yivas, C. C. Bitting.

Not voting: Charles 8 Dwole, Dan. H.
Case,

There were thirty mbmbers of the As-
saciation present when Viee-President
Kaulukou called the meeting to order.
Little time was spent upon prellminaries
and Chairman Cecil Brown, of the com-

Ma-

mittee appointed at the meeting of May."

to formulate and present the charges,
rose and announced that the commitiee
had prepared its report which was in
the custody of the secretary of the As-
sociation. He then began the reading
aof the report in full, explaining that it
had been prepared before the return of
sither Hankey or Hemphreys.

When he had finished the reading of
the report Mr. Brown moved that It be

printed for distribution among the
members of the Bar and their friends,
whenever It was wanted. Mr. McClana-
han thought the first thing was to ac-
cepl or reject the report and the dis-
-ussion was opened by A. G. M. Robert-
son. .- He sald the committee had done
i*2 work thoroughly and well, and had

There was a feeling at the
meeting, he said, that the result was a
maltter of doubt, but the members of
the Assoclation were compelled efther
to make the stand, or lie down like curs.
tHie sald the report was very full and
frank and should be adopted.

C. C. Bitting objected to the report on
the ground that it would be undignified
in the Bar to adopt it as he thought it
was unjust. He said he did not vote for
the resolutfons, as there might have
been the change that he was influenced
by personal motives. Mr, Thurston sald
that Mr, Bitting had signed a statement
which was to the same effect as the
resolutions which were afterward
adopted, and that he stated then that
he was in full sympathy with the state-
ment, and only hesitated pecause of his
naving had difficulties. Bitting agreed
that this was a correct statement of
his position.

W. L. Stanley sald there was nothing
in the resolutions or the report which
reflocted upon Judge Humphreys as a
quick or astute judge, but that the
charges completely set ont the grounds
upon which the association felt it had
reasonE to act.

J. M. Vivas said he was not present
when the resolutions were adopted, but
he denied that the men who stayed
away from that meeting were cowards.
fi= said he was sorry to see the matter
spened again, as it would make t:fad
hlocd. He charged that the association
was being brought into politics, and he
thought the members were being Imzu!-:
tonis of by designing men. He suid the
judge had been severe, but he thought
e .,‘; as a fandamental point that nll the
-vidence should be belors him, bs fore

he could act.

| Appointing Lewis.

| SR ;
given a complete report of its actions. | . Hemenway and Louls J.

original |

J. A. Mathewman sald he wanted to
put himself on record, He was sorry
that the number which was now being
quoted as 37 had not been 28, as it
would have been had he not been at the
Coast when the m2eting was held. The
most important peint, he said, was that
the judge had intended to make the
court a political machine, through the
operations of the balliff act, which was
why he wanted to endorse the original
resolutions and the present report.

L. A. Andrews sald that the assertion
that the 37 members of the association
who voted for the resclutions, or the
42 who united in condemning the judge,

Now that Judge Humphreys was back
here, he said, he would be treated with
respect and the Bar would expect to
be treated with the respect due it.

J. T. De Boit sald the dignity of the
Court must be respected, but the mem-
bers af the Bar must not lose thelr
own self respect. There waus a danger-
ous condition, bhe =aid, when the Bar
must crawl to the Bench.

J- A. Magoon said be admired the
manliness of the men who would not
flinch when i§ was necessary to make
such a report in the face of the fact
that they were belng brought right into
contact dally with the very court. He
reviewed the history of the case and
sald Attorney General Knox had sald

a foot on which to stand. He sald he
wis not there to commend or condemn
Humphreys but he was not in favor of
adopting the report. He got into an
argument with several members as to
the capacity of some of the district
magistrates to speak English, but
wound up with the statement that the
committee had acted as a judge In the
report and that he could not approve
of It.

W. C. Achi and P. L.. Weaver spoke
in favor of the report and Secretary
Case explained that while he had no
love for the judge, he would ask to be
excused from voting from the fact that
any vote he might cast would be In-
terpreted as the result of personal feel-
ing over the events of the week. The
vote was then taken, the only feature
being that Charles 8. Dole, one of the
new members, asked to be excused from
voting. As goon as the report was
adopted Mr. Brown moved that it be
printed In pamphlet form and the Asso-
clation, agreeing to thils, adjourned.

Earlier in the evening, the following
were ¢locted members of the associa-
tion: Charles 8. Dole, 1. M. Long, E-
A. Mott-Smith, W. L. Rawlins, Charlea
Warren.
The full report of the commitieg Is as
follows:

COMMITTEE'S REPORT.

To the Bar Assoclation of the Hawalian

Isiands:
As chalrman of the committee of five,
appointed by the Bar Assoclation at its

mulate charges and specifications againsat

| Judge Humphreys, First Judge of the

Circuit Court of the First Circuit, Terri-
tory of Hawall, and to take depositions
and statements of the members of thls
Assoclation and others of and concerning
the conduct and acts of the said A. S,
Humphrevys: to provide for the presenta-
tion of sald charges and depositions to
the President and Attorney General of
the United States, and to urge the re-
moval or saild Judge Humphreys from of-
fice, 1 beg leave to submit the following
report:

Your committee, in formulating the
chargea and specifications undcr said
resolution, followed very closely the pre-

| amble

| every statement contajred In

contained therein, Qur report
would have been presented sooner but
for the non-arrival of F. W. Hankey,
Ksq., our representative at Washington,
from whom your committee wished a
personal report before making Its own.
Mr. Hankey has, however, been delayed
on his way by Hlness, and Is likely to be
delayed still further on that account.
Your committee therefore decided to pre-
sent thelr report forthwith. The sub-
stance of the charges and speciiicaticns
preferred agalns: respondent, and a sum-
mary of the evidence adduced thereunder
together with brief comment on respond-

General

Knox, are set forth hereunder. Your
| committee has not eought to deal with
respond-
ent's answer deemed to be a misrepresen-
| iation or untrue. The bulk of these are
{ lef1 untouched. Most of those comment-
| ed on cover matter of general knowledge
vo residents of the Territory

FIRST CHARGE.

B (ecil Brown said as a member of 1?:-1

ymmiltee which formulated "...1-:
charges and made the report, that ‘!1"-
was no politics In this matter. .._.-1.1{
was wanted he said, was Lo ﬂ'M’;-lp
politics off the Bench, and ;’L:,i::-..i imh-"

Bnr when members of it apre
fore the bench.

THE FIRST CHARGE IS THAT
JUDCE HUMPHREYS, WHILE EXER-

were actuated by politics, was absnrd.'

that the Bar was wrong and had nat!

meeting of May 29th, A, D. 1901, to for- |

ent's answer thereto and on certain por- |
lions of the report of Attorney

CISING THE POWERS AND PER-
FORMING THE DUTIES OF A CIR-
CUIT JUDGE, “CONTROLS AND IS
ENGAGED DIRECTLY AND ACTIVE-
LY IN THE PUBLICATION AND RUN-
NING OF A PARTISAN NEWSPAPER"
PUBLISHED WITHIN THE CIRCUIT
IN WHICH HE, THE SAID HUM-
PHREYS, PRESIDES AS JUDGE,,

The proofs submitted In support of this
charge are the affidavit og J. A. Me-
Candless, ex-member of the Councll of
State under the Provisional Government,
ex-Senator under the Republic of Ha-
wall, and ex-Superintendent of Public
Works under the Territory of Hawali—a
man of unimpeachable integrity and ve-
racity, and a stockholder In the "Hono-
lulu Republican,” the paper which® re-
spondent admits that he controls.

EVIDENCE OF J. A. M'CANDLESS.

{See Exhibit L)

The gist of Mr. McCandless' affidavit
is that the said paper having been catab-
lished to support the republican party,
and it having developed strong hostility.
to the local republican  administration,
there was a discussion among the direc-
tors and stockholders looking toward the
passing of a vote of censure on the edl-
tor for its editorial policy ; that
hearing of this proposed action respond-

being the presiding Clircult Judge In-Hon-
olulu, called a meeting of stuckholdeys,
at which he represented a majority of
the stock, thereby controlling the action
of the meeting.

“That at said meeting =ald respondent
sald he causcd sald meeling Lo be called
in view of the tailk of passing a vota of
censure of Gill (the editor), ang with the
object of voting a resolution .of. confi-
dence In said Gill, which resolution he
thereupon proceeded to prefluce, and the
Isama was passed by virtue of the control
of stock then held by the respondent.

“Theat at sald meeting the respondent
sitid he consldered that any director who
was not in asccord with the majority of
the stockholders could not in honor stay
on the board of directors.”

of sald action of sald respondent. resign-
ed from the position of director of sald
company.

That on May Z7th last, respondent still
{being the Circuly Judge, a meeting of the
!stockholders of sald paper was agaln
held.

That at sald meeting, In discussing the
i right of the company to reduce the sal-
ary of the city editor, respondent stated
that when he had employed the said
{ Logan (such employment belng since re-
Iapondnnt became Judge), he had agreed
!that three months’ notice should be given
by both sides.

That recently he (respoadent) had or-
dered Mr. Thompson, the president of the
;company. to discharge Logan for cause.
i That thercafter Logan had come to the
:house of respondent and on explanations
|and promises made, he (sald respondent)
{had reveraed hia order and directed Lo-
|gan to tear up the letter of dismiasal.
| During all of these proceedings re-
|spondent was not an officer of the com-
!pany,

That at the time of =ald meeting, a
‘financial statement of the company
showed that It waus steadily losing money
innd that said respondent had advanced
$4200 toward running expenses, and that
it was then in debt $1,500 more, which

respondent agreed to pay.

That at sald meeting Mr. Johnson, the
| business manager, stated that he would
\rexign unless expenses were reduced;
that respondent replied, “Let us have
| ¥our resignation; we have heard enough
about it, and I move we accept it at
once."”

Mr. McCandless' affidavit concludes
that, as a stockholder and recent dirce-
[tor of the company publishing said pa-
sper, it Is his full understanding andl be-
lief that respondent now does and ever
'since the starting cf the publication of
sald paper in June, 1990, had absolute, di-
{rect and complete control of said paper
and of the editorials thereolfll

EVIDENCE OF W. H. JOIINEON

(See Exhibit 2)

Iin further support of the foregoing
charge, therc wees flied the afiidaviy of
| W. H. Johnson, business manager of the
| “Honolulu Republican,” from November
115th, 1800, to June 1st, 1901
| Mr. Johnson states thoi at the time he
became business managzer he aoguured a
large biock of ithie paper sad became a
director.

That

I That deponent thereupon and because.

—— e

it soon became apparent Lo
| him."” and he stiates it as a fact, tha:
“the mansgement and control of said
rcompany and Its newspaper and busineas,
HBroancially, politically and otherwise, wns
under the control and management «f
Judge Humphreys."

“That sald Judge personally and direcf.
|1y controlled and directed the whole
| proposition;” that this was due to the
fact that said respondent, through his
'lown holdings of stock In sald company,
{and through holdings of stock held Ly
!others under hls control and voted by
t ilm, represented at any meeting of the
et~ckholders, the majority of the entirs
stock of the company.

Affinnt further states that sald re-
| epondent was very frequently at the of-
| fices of the company, and kept constant-
v in touch with Mr. Gill, the edl:or; that
(.;:!1 was In the habit of consulting the
fr,xu;'\g(‘;-f!*:‘:‘. at his chambers during we
-_1,1_\: and of telepnoning to the respondent
jat night, concerning tl.e policy and con-
tduct of the paper, and that Gil obeyed
i the instructions and orders of respondent
in regard to the paper implicitly. that
sald respondent personally enguged and
| dismiszed employvees withour reference to
the board of directors: that of affiant's
.0“'.-1 knowledge respondent engaged Dan-
ie]l Logan &s city editor without consult-
‘ing the board, and personally fixed his
ssalary at 4 rate which afflant cons!dered
unreasonable, and against which he pro-
teated in vain.

That upon afflant. a= business manager,
making a tender for legislative printing,
Fun editorial was published in the paper
,attacking him for belng a member of the
" printing ring:; that the editor stated to

|

- __ﬂ

upon-

ent, on the Mth of November, 1500,  then |

hfmm that he did so under Instructions
from respondent, although he cons.dered
it unjustifable. That afflant Saw re-
spondent about it, and respondent sald
that It was done by his instructions, un-
der a misapprehension as to the [acts,
and that he would Instruct the editor wo
make a publlc apology for the attack,
but such course was not pursued at the
request of affiant.

That ag illustrative of the absoiute con-
trol by respondent, afflant having refused
to get out a special edition of the paper
4t & time when job work required prece-
dende, the editor appealed to respoadent,
who wrote & personal letter to affiant,
directing him to give the newspaper
work precedence over the job work.

That during four weeks succeeding
April 16th of thils year, the editor being
absent on a vacation, respondent prac-
tically took his place as editor of the
paper, and wrote most of the editorials.

Affiant identifies 2 number of the ex-
hibits filed by the committee as being
editorlals from the “Republican™ which
were personally handed to affiant by re-
spondent for publication, part of them
being in his own handwriting.

The editorials so identified contain most
violent denunciation of Governor Dole
and others, and are unguestionably par-
tisan,

FEXTRACTS FROM THE “HONOLULU
REPUBLICAN."

In addition to the foregolng aflidavits,
the committee filed 313 extracis from the
sald *“Honolulu Republican,” showing
continuous personal and partlsan attacks
upon the other Circuit Judges, the Su-
preme Court, the Territorial Executive
and others, thus establishing the parti-
san character of the papeor.

Respondent does not deny a slngle
statement of fact above z2tated by Mr.
McCandless, and limits his denial of
Johuson’s statements to the fact that he
had for four weeks acted as editor and
wrote the articles identified by Mr. John-
50N,

Ile practically admits the correctness of
the substunce of that charge by saying:

“With the general pollcy of the paper
upon publle questions I was and am in
&Ccom-" - L -

“Believing as I did and do that certuin
members of the Executive Department
of the Islands was not for the best in-
terests of the people, I have not endeav-
ored to restrain Mr, Gill's proper criti-
clsm of men or measures, und to that
extent I admit the responsibility arising
from my connection with the newspaper
in question.”

In other words, respondent admits that
during the entire period which he has
sat upon the bench he has owned the
control of & paper which has in the past
and still continues to be violently partl-
san, continuously engaging in mosg bitter
and personal denunciation of men and In-
terests which are compelled to come and
are coming daily before him as suitors
Aalld nitorneys,

SECOND CHARGE.

THE SECOND CHARGE IS THAT
RESPONDENT, WHILE OCCUPYING
THE OFFICE OF JUDGE, HAS TAK-
EN AND CONTINUES TO TAKE AN
ACTIVE AND LEADING PART IN BIT-
TER POLITICAL CONTROVERSIES
WITHIN THE TERRITORY OF HA-
WAII, AND MORE PARTICULARLY
WITHIN THE CIRCUIT IN WHICH
HE PRESIDES.

The evidence produced in support of
this charge Is the fact of his active con-
trol of and contributions to the newspa-
per referred to in the first charge, and
also the affidavits (see Exhibits 319 and
o) of A. M. Brown and Lorrin Andrews,
of their personal knowledge, that, during
the session of the legislature respondent
held personal caucuses exclusively with
Home Rule members of the legislature
2t his house and private office, in which
mitters purely pelitical were discussed
and debated, and particularly that re-
spondent addressed a meeting of such
legislators. urging them to vole agalnst
& bill introduced by Achi, a republican
senator, providing for apportuonment of
sejnators for the different terms, “‘warn-
ing them not to be fooled by it, as under
it the republicans could secure some of
the senators for the long term.” And on
another occasion caucussed with such
legislators about confirming or rejecting
nominations to office made by the gov-
ernor.

MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATURE.

in support of this charge there are also
filed the affidavite of R H. Makeknu, Ke-
'l;‘i-:r.m and J. K. Kekaula (see Exhibits
1321, 322 and 322), members of the legisla-
 ture and Flome Rule party, to the effect
that respondent was the recognized
friend and adviser of the Home Rule
party, and that the leading Home Rule
members were In constant consultation
with respondent, and thelr principal
medsures were firsg submitted to and ap-
proved by him, one of =ald afflants stat-
ing that respondent was spoken of as
“father” of Home Rule leglsintors,
Respondent’™s reply to this, as to all
other charges is unsworn to, and Is
Iimited to his own statements, which
constitute a deninl that he ever advised
with the Home Rule legislators on mat-
ters that were political in thelr nature,
thus making a stralght issue of veracity
between himsclf on the one Jjand, and
Righ sherill’ of the Territory and Attor-
rey Andrews on the other. Mr. Andrews’
evidence on that int, or part of It, 13
as follows, refuting elearly respondent's
version of the character of these cau-
cuses

Upon the eccasion of affiant’s first vis-
ft to his office ar night when he found
Judge Humphrevs In caucus with certain
HHome Rulers as aforesald, affiant, be-
fore reaching hls office and while In the
=ireel, noticed that the ice of Mr.
Whiting was lghted up, and heard the
geumd of apniesas: cominzg froam  theess
iices, aifiaat not Know!ing ap the time
what 1t mirart and viificting tha

-

Udeiry

haliway affiant looked through open door-
way and saw Judge Humphreys stand-
ing at kls desk azddressing the Xome
Ruler = yud et n———

-

- tkh

e

ERIOUS

also standing, and acting as Intcrpreter.
Affiant only heard so much of said Hum-
phreys’ remarks as one would naturally
hear in walking through the open hall-
way from the stairs to afflant's office
door. Aftiant romembers saild Hum-
phreys’ warning the Home Rulers
aguinst Achi’'s apportionment bill, " and
heard sald Humphreys say that they
must not be fooled by It, that under it
the republicans could secure somne of the
senators for the long term. The Achi
above referred to iz one of the republican
senators elected from the Island of Oahu.

HUMPHREYS POLITICAL ACTIVITY.

To show the effect of respondent's ac-
tivity in pelitics while holding a judicial
position, and to illustrate how such con-
duct will soconer or later tinge his judl-
cinl acts, your committee presented
among the exhibits respondent’'s charge
to the grand jury in February last, In
which he declared favorably for the es-
teblishment of gelf-government through-
out the Territory. Respondent's answer
on this point gives out the impression
that the act eomplained of was in fact
that of an Ingenuous, ardent young pat-
riot, seeking to break the bread of po-
Hrical life to the Incipient American clit-
izens in our "new posseszions.” As a
matter of fact, the issue¢ as to how far
it is safe or wise t0 go in the cstablish-
ment of local self-government throughout
the Territory has been a vital living i=s-
sue ever since clvilized government was
established in these Islands, and hardly
an election has taken place here in which
this Issue has not played more or less
part. During that period the pendulum
has swung both ways, at times toward
centralization, and again the other way.
The election of road boards by popular
vote, for Instance, was tried not many
years ago, and after an experience of
severa] years, the proposition was abol-
Ished by common effort of the conserva-
tive elementy in all partles. The issue is
a very delicate one at best, Invelving as
it necessarily does racial lssues as well,
and the net result of the past political
experience in this Territory along these
lines has been such as to put cutside of
the pale of respectable politdes any such
reckless advocacy of unchecked local
self-government as is contained In the
charge In question. At the time it was
given all the politieal parties had made
declarations on the gquestion, a struggle
was going on In the legislature over the
same issue, and the tendency and desire
among the more ignorant element to go
to extremes in this matter was only too
manifest. Great anxiety prevalled
throughout the Territory as to what
would happen, and it was under these
circumstances thoroughly understood by
respondent that the charge In questios
wasg Interjected Into the situation, backed

paper along the same line, respondent at
the same time caucussing freely with the
natlve party in the legislature, but dis-
cuesing according to his nwn cantention
non-political matters, such as the exemp-
tion law, ete. Your committee claim, un-
der the circumstances, that respondent’s
malking the charge in question was doing
politics and utilizing his judicial power to

that end
e
THIRD CHARGE.
THE THIRD CHARGE IS THAT

WHILE HOLDING THE OFFICE OF
JUDGE, RESPONDENT HAS USED
HIS POSITION ON THE BENCH AND
THE POWERS AND PRIVILEGES OF
HIS OFFICE IMPROPERLY TO PRO-
MOTE HIS PERSONAL AND I'OLITI-
CAL ENDS.

U'nder this charge your committes
proves by the affidavit of J. A. Thomp-
son (see Exhiblt 326):

Firat—The lssuance to seventeesn mems-

bers of the legislature, sald leg.siature

tthen belng In ssslon, of lleenses to prac-

tice lInw In the dietrict or justice courts
at chambers on appeal, throughout the
Territory, twelve of sald licenses being
granted within a period of ten days.
Secund—Thnat =ald licenses were issued
without examination upon the law In
brief hearings of a few minutes each, in
the coffice of respondent, often withaout
a clerk, and at no time with the pubilici-
ty of a hearing In an open court roem
and on ocecasions without any written
application first filed by the petitioner
Third—That most of said llcensees can-
not speak English, the officlal language
of the courts, having requ'red an inter-
preter in making their applications to
respondent

Fourth—That they reride in clrcuits
under the control of judges of the same
class as respondent and having egval
powers to grang licenses to praclice law.

None of the above evidence was denied
by respondent, except that the Heenses
covered the right to practice In any court
outside the district courts.

The llcenses distinctly give the right to

practice in Cireuit Courts at chambers on
appeal, to wit, a court of record, and
respendent cannot plead {gnorancen of
| that fact, for he not only granted the li-
censes In question but drew the form
aof the petition and had a number struck
' off in advanee on a typewriter ready for
immediate @se, (Sece Exhibit I%6)

up by violent editerials in respondent's |

dence of J. L. Kaulukou, also undenied
by respondent, that many of sa'd appli-
cants had “no knowledge whatever of
law,” and several of them were so fllit-
erate that they could not write “an in-
telligent, grammatical leiter, even In
thelr own tongue.” (See Exhibit 327.)

Your commitiee charged respondent
with {ssuing these licenses 1o secure per-
sonal favor with the dominant party In
the logislature, and to promote his per-
sonal ends, and on this qu n of mo-
tive Introduced two lines of evidence, to
wit:

(1) Evidence showing that respondent
in fssulng the leenses In question has
hid to disregard and did disregard the
rules of his own court and his avowed
policy as to granting licenses to prac-
tice law.

(2) That respondent was doing politics
with mont of these licensess at the time
of the applications to such an extent
that he was not In a position to with-
hold such a fuvor from hem, even if he
had so desired, |

EVIDENCE OF J. A. THOMPBON.

On the first of the above points your
committea proved by the evidence of
Thompson, clerk of respondent's court
(see Exhibit 326), the adoption by sald
respondent, shortly after the passage of
the anie Act by Congress, providing
for a form of government for the Terri-
tory of Hawuli, of a rule requiring all
proceedings in court to be conducted in
the English Janguage, this following the
provisions of sald Congressional Act
making English the official language of
the Territory. B8aid Thompson further
testified that under the rule in question
no attorney of Hawallan extraction was
permitted to address the court or conduct
a case im the Hawalian language through
an Interpreter, except in the case of o
! Hawalian witness being interrogated di-
trectly by counsel in Hawalian, anawers
;b-elna: interpreted into English by an in-
terpreter.

EVIDENCE OF J. L. KAULUKOU.

J. L. Kaulukou also gawve evidence (Ex-
‘hibit 327) on this point, ns followa: *J.
L. Kaulukou, being first duly sworn, on
Io&th deposes and saya: That he is an
lattorney at law of Hawailan extraction,
! having practiced law In the 2o0urts of the
fHa.wa.unn Islands and !n the Territory
of Hawall since the year 177, affant
having been admitted 12 practice law
from that year; that affancts knowledge
of English 15 20 Imp=sfect that he Las
invariably pracuced law in the courts
aforesald in the fawailan Ilangoage
through an Inrerpreter, afflant speaking
n twe Huawalian lunguage, whni b 14 his
mother tongue: bur alf-2r the passage of
tae Orgaiie Act making En Msh th* ofli-
| edal language, respondent refused to per-
‘. mit affiant or any other Hawallan attor-

Iney, to addresg the court or withesses,
| or otherwise take part In any proceed-
| ings in court, In the Hawalian language:
thae thereupen #ithant was compellcd to
g've up his profession or spesk in Eng-
lish as best he could, and therefore affi-
ant has since sald date conducted hilas
cases in English, getting along ag best
he could, Afflant knows eof some Hea-
wallan attorneys who, by reason of thelr
inubility to speak English at all, have
been compelled to abandon the practico
of law oltogether.”

Your committee further proved by the
evidence of sald Kaulukeu that it has
not been the practice in this Territory for
Circuit Judge to license persons Lo prao-
tice law who reside permanently within
the Circuit of another judge, and ex-
Judge Btanley (see Exhibit 228) testifies
that respondent, in conversation with
him prior to the granting of the llcense
in questlon, denounced any such act, to
wit, the granting of licenses gutside of
one's own Circult, as *“highly Improper
on tHe part of any judge.”

The foregoing evidence of Judge Btan-
ley Is undenied by respendent, unless he
-ntends to raise such an Issue of veracity
betwesn himself and Judge Stanley,
which certainly scemsa doubiful, by the
following statement eontalned in his an-
awer (see page 18): “In granting Heenses
Lo persons who dld not reside Ip the Cir-
cult In which I preslded, T was not awars
that | was violating the establ’shed com-
ity and practlce existing between the
Judges of the meveral Circults, nor was
1 In fact dolng so, as no such comity or
practice has ever been established.

VIOLATED HIS OWN RULES.

Your committee therefore presented re-
llable and dlzpute® evidence that the
respondent enscd the persons In ques-
tion to prac:ice before him and before all
other Circu.t Judges at chambers on ap-
peal throughout the Territory, in utter
disregard of the rules of his own court
and dufly enforced by him, reqguiring the
usie of the English language:.
er, that sald llcenses were
under clreumstances already
characterized by respondent, when he
thought another Cireuly Judge had done
thing by h'm, as “highly

the very same
Improper on the part of any judge.

Your committes felt that the foregoing
evidence was extremely Important upon
the issue ns to respondent’'s motive In

REYS

The Report of Lawyers’ Committee
Against the Politician
Is Adopted.

Discussion of the Findings Brings Out Some
Objectors But the Vote Discovers Only
Four Opponents to Action.
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