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1 APPAREL FOR MEN

when sold here, must be of the Highest Grade—Perfect. In
selling STEIN-BLOCH SMART CLOTHES, we realize that
it is expreesive of the highest attainment of the tailorman’s art
—absolutely the limit of clothing poesibilities.

We can tell you all about the clothes, but you must see
them to truly appreciate their elegance of finish; you must
fry-on a garment to see how well it fits and how dressy it
looks; you must wear the clothes only a short time to satisfy
yourself that never did you get as good value or more fashion-
able looking clothes for your money.

Merchant tailors charge almost twice as much and give

you no better clothes. Ask the men who wear Stein-Bloch

Smart Clothes about them and you will wear them, too.

STEIN-BLOCH SMART SUITS AND SPRING OVER-
COATS, $15.00 to $35.00.

M. McINERNY, Ltd.

CLOTHIERS
Fort and Merchant Streets

FRENGH LAUNDRY

T. ABADIE Irop

@8 Beretania Street. Phone Blue 3552. Opposite Hawaiian Hotet
m_

New Gents’ Furnishing Goods

Just received from the Coast.

_ also
Japanese Fancy Dress Goods
from Japan

Iwakami & Co.

HOTEL STREET OPPOSITE BETHEL.

james F. Morgan, President; Cecil Brown, Vice President)
F. Hustace, Secretary; Charles H. Atherton, Auditor; W. H.

Hoogs, Treasurer and Manager.
Tta.

- ETuastace & Co.,
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL DEALERS IN

Firewood, Stove, Steam, Blacksmith’s Coal

Also Black and White Sand. Celephone Main 295.
Special Attention Given to Draying.

Th¢ Plantcrs’Monthly

This magazine is now in the twenty-second year of lis
publication.

It is especially devoted to the agricultural, more partice
larly sugar interests, of the Territory of Hawalii

It contains all of the proceedings of the Meetings of the
Hawalian Sugax Planters Association, including the detailed
reports concerning Machinery, Fertilizers, Methods of Cultivs
tion, Transportation and Manufacture and many other sub
jects vital to the sugar business.

It contains a Directory of the sugar plantations of the Ter
titory, their agents and managers.

It contains a Directory of the corporation stocks and bonds
listed on the Honolulu Stock Exchange, showing the capital,
shares issued, par value and price at last sale.

It contains carefully selected news of the sugar situation,
Progress, and prospects in Hawaii and throughout the world
It contains news of the development of all local indus
tries of an agricultural character, and the best that is pub
lished in a wide circle of exchanges, concerning tropical agri
<ulture.
‘ith the back volumes it forms an invaluable reference
library concerning the agricultural development of Hawal!
during the past twenty odd years.

Subscription price 25 cents per copy; $2.50 per snnum
4200 foreign.
‘1 Back numbers can be furnished.

Apply to
Hawaiian Gazette Co.. Ltd.
HONOLULU, TERRITORY OF HAWAIL

making of the deed, it was delivered
to Sumner and thereafter cancelled by
Sumner and R, W. Davis.

He denies having filed the certain de-
murrer but admits he was responsible
for it. He does not remember whether
two of the twelve grounds of the de-
murrer were for misjoinder of parties
defendant, but believes that it was
then thought that the plaintiff, Bishop
Ropert as trustee, and John K. Sumner,
the life tenant, were the only proper
parties to the bill. Sumner was urging
a speedy trial of the suit and respond-
ent did not have the opportunity fto
make as exhaustive a study of the law
on the several grounds of demurrer as
he would have liked, the time being
mostly spent on the gquestion of revoca-
bility of the trust upon which the case
uitimately decided in favor of
Sumner.

REGARDS CHARGES PUERILE.

Mr. Magoon submits, without inten-
tion of belng disrespectful to the At-
torney-General, that the allegations in
paragraph seven of the information
“are trivial and puerile in the extreme.”
In this connection he denles he told
Stewart that Wyllie Davis had no in-
terest in the property. He goes on at
great length to intimate that this view
about Wyllie Davis came from Stewart
to him. Then he argues that it made
no difference, anyway, whether Wyllie
Davis was g party or not. Davis would
have been bound by the decision of the
court, even If he had not congented to
the cancellation of the deed.

He could not understand how the At-
torney-General could have charged him
with fraud upon the Circuit Court in
the Davis trust deed matter, in view
of the correspondence between the At-
torney-General and himself relative to
the investigation of the conduct of at-
torneyvs which he gquotes, and of the re-
port of the Attorney-General to the Su-
preme Court in which he said:

“1 find absolutely nothing in the ac-
tions of J. A. Magoon, Esquire, upon
which charges could be based before
vour Honorable Court.”

THE ADVERTISER BLAMED.,
Respondent in this connection says:
“That the attitude of the said Lorrin

Andrews at this time is entirely incon-
sistent with the statement in his re-
port, and this deponent believes that
this shifting of the attitude of the At-
torney-General is due to a too sensitive
regard for what might be taken as pub-
lic opinion, as reflected in the columns
of the Pacific Commercial Advertiser,
which paper has relentlesely. malicious-
ly and continuocusly traduced and
maligned respondent.”

He belleves that the statement re-
garding the Wylllie Davis trust deed in
the affidavit was Intended to influence
the Court improperiy, as no mention

was

deed excepting an allusion in a brief of
A. 8 Humphreys, upon which respond-
ent comments:

“It wil] be seen from the above that
the only purpose for which even the
eritical eye of opposing counsel could
use the matter of the trust deed to R.
W. Davis, was an abeortive attempt to
throw discredit on the motives of re-
spondent, R. W. Davis and John L.
Sumner.”

COLOSSAL SERVICES.

Thousands of words are used by re-
epondent to recount the services for
which he received the fee of $4000 from
Sumner. He says that when Sumner
lost confidence in himself and Geo. A.
Davis and suggested the calling in of
Kinney, Ballou & McClanahan, the re-
spondent cheerfully consented but W.
A. Kinney declined the offer, in a letter
gquoted, unless he could have the con-
trol and direction of the case. Re-
spondent was willing to agree, as he
believed Humphreys and Thompson de-

of personal differences between attor-
neys, but Geo. A, Davis would not
consent and the firm named therefore
did not come in.
CLAIMS FEE REASONABLE.

Mr, Magoon says his fee depended al-
most, if not wholly, upon the success-
ful issue of the suit. If Sumnper had
failed, respondent believes that not only
wouid he have recovered no remunera-
tion for all the services rendered and
time spent, but would not have reccived
back the costs paid in the sujt and
the amounts he actually advanced for
the support of J. K. Sumner for a long
time, if ever.

He sayve the property of J. K. Sumns=r
involved in the trust was $48,025 in cash

2ald suit being entirely successful, the
sald estate Is now subject to the ab-
solute control of Sumner, and respond-
ent claims he might have charged $4000
for the services perforiied by himself
and associates in that sait. entirely
separate and apart from any fee Sumn-
ner might be pleased to pay Geo. A.
Davis,
DEFENDS MRS, DAVIS

Mr. Magoon proceeds at greatl length
to recount good offices Acne by him for
Sumner, mentioning his defensa of the
Ah In case and defeat of the Injunection
on the $485.025 withdrawal. He defends
the charge of

Mrs, Marig Davis from
blackmalil, and 3ars the fae she pald
Geo. A. Davis was ner ovn maonev,

and Davis paid him half in accordance
with agreement. Neither she nor her
son, R. W. Dawxis, nor John K. Sumner,
though he has thkem many thincs
gsince, has ever sugrested any dissatis-

tion in that matter.
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THANKFUL FOR OPPORTUNITY.

In conclusion Mr., Magoon tlhus ex-
presses himself:

“That =o far from harboring any mal-
ica or I1l-will against the Attorney Gen-
eral for bringing this information
however unjust the charges appesr tn
be, respondent is hearaly thankful o
him for thus affording resepondoent an
woportunity to legitimately sprend up-
on the records of this wnorable Court

had hitherto been made of the truatl

sired to make the suit one for the trial i

and real estate of the value of from
210,000 to 320,000 maki~g In all an es- |
tate in the neighborhood of $§70,000.

with the recent litigation of said J. K.
Sumner as the time allowed for answer
will permit. This respondent does, with
a feeling of absolute security, that all
the misrepresentations and falsehood,
so studlously circulated about him
have been met, refuted and overthrown.
“Respondent cheerfully submits this,
his answer to the information herein
of Lorrin Andrews, the Attorney-Gen-
eral of the Territory of Hawall, to a
Court which he has always held in the
highest esteem, and in whose presence
he claims to have always conducted
himself with the respect due to eo high
a tribunal, the high stanalng of which,
for integrity and ability, so far as in
him lies, as one of its honored and
trusted officers, he wil] forever main-
tain.”

TRIAL OF MAGOON
UPON THE CHARGES

The Supreme Court resumed its sit-
ting promptly at 1:30, Chief Justice W.
F. Frear and Associate Justices C. A.
Galbraith and Antonio Perry on the
bench.

Lorrin Andrews, Attorney-General,
appeared for the Territory with the co-
operation of W. S. Fleming, Assistant
Attorney-General. J. Lightfoot ap-
peared to assist the respondent, J. A.
Magoon. '

Attorney-General Andrews read the
information against the respondent, of
which the substance has already ap-
peared in the Advertiser.

Mr. Lightfoot read the answer of re-
spondent. Reading throughout with
considerable deliberation of accent, he
did not finish until five minutes of three

o'clock.
DAVIS RULED OUT.

Geo, A. Davis here appeared and ask-
ed if his case could not be tried along
with that of Mr. Magoon. The evi-
dence would to a large extent be the
same in both cases.

“What does the Attorney-General
say?" Justice Perry asked.

Mr. Andrews stated that the charges
were entirely distinet. Mr. Magoon was
:not charged with the same things as
Mr. Davis, nor Mr. Davis with those
against Mr. Magoon.

Chief Justice Frear announced that
the Court regarded the matters as dis-
tinct.

EVIDENCE BEGINS.

The Attorney-General then proceeded
to put in evidence, beginning with the
records [n various Sumner cases.

P. H. Burnette was the first wit-
ness, Was a notary public the latter
part of October, 1802, Had his notarial
record with him. It contained under
Oct. 23 a power of attorney from John
K. Sumner to J. Alfred Magoon; unhder
idate Oct. 81 a trust deed from John K.
'Sumner to R. W. Davis; it conveyed
all Sumner's property in this Terri-
tory, Including $48,025 in bank; pre-
sumed it was drawn by Magoon or
came from his office; Sumner and Davis
came in with it, thought Magoon was
with them. On Nov, 3 there was an ad-
dition to the same trust deed from
Sumner to Davis. Jan. 28, 1903, there
was a cancellation by Davis to Sumner
of trust deed dated Octeber 31, 1902,

No cross-examination.

A RELUCTANT WITNESS,

T. McCants Stewart sald he was an
attorney-at-law and knew J. A. Ma-
goon. Witness was attorney for Bish-
op Gulstan F. Ropert in suit to have a
new trustee for John K. Sumner un-
der trust deed of 1898. Omitted the
name of Wyllle Davis from the list of
defendants. © Witness related his con-
versation with the Attorney-General
!over the telephone about why he omit-
ted the name of Wyllie Davis, In which
he had sald he thought Mr. Peters,
partner of Magoon, came to ask him to
leave out the name of Davis. Witness
spoke of appearing
where the professjional life of a brother
His recollec-

apologetically

!Hlit)!‘nf'}' was concerned.
tion was that Magoon as well as Peters
spoke to him about leaving out Davis
‘as a party defendant. No mention was
| made to me by Magoon of a trust ded
'by Sumner to R. W. Davis. Think it
was first brought out by Mr. Hum-
phreys in the Circuit Court: might have
been brought out first in the Supreme
Court. At the time I was indifferent as
to the controversy between Sumner and
his relatives, as [ represented only the

Bishop.
Cross-examined, witness made a
voluntary statement that he had a
recollection of wvisiting the Bishop,
being told by him that he had surren-
dered the 348,025 to Sumner and of ad-
vising the Bishop that it was doubtful
if he eould get rid of the trust in that
way. My endeavor was get the
Bishop rid of that trust. (To Magoon).
Yeou stated to me that you positively
could break down the petition by cross-
examination of the Bishop.
TOO MUCH VOLUNTEERED.
The Attorney-General objected to evi-
dence on cross-examination volunteered
sments In

by witness In support of siaten

of

to

“#nt s 382 b
i € A llSWwWel,

Witness was allowed to say that

ved a fee of

He
as detalled a history of his connection
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(Conttnued from page 1)

The only reason we

Reduction Sale of

SPECIAL 65¢.

Cream and Black Mobhair

88 inch, superior quality: regular
85¢c value. On sale 65c.

SPECIAL 75¢c.

Best Quality Black Sicilian

44 inch; regular $1. On sale
at 76c.

ALBATROS

All wool 88 ineh, in Pink, Light
Blue and Red; regular 75¢ qual-
ity. Speclal on sale 50c¢.

R. W. Davis was not mentioned in the
trial before him.

THE CENTRAL FIGURE.

John K. Sumner was called but befors
he was questioned the respoaiden: ad-
mitted a series of facts propounded by
the Attorney-General. Mr. Sumner
asked for an interpreter and Chas. L.
Hopkins was called in. The morning
after I got $48,025 forget where [ went,
probably ‘to Magoon's. Paid Magoon
$4,000; offered him 32500 for his ser-
vices, but Magoon told me he had done
considerable gervices, and there was the
case of Ah In pending, and he said
he ought to receive more considering
ail the work vet "o be 1one: Ah In case
¥ not yvet settied At the time of the
Ropert suit was living with Maria
{(Mrs. Buffandeau), after that I left har
place. Victoria advanced me 3$2500;
Magoon did not give me any money. I
got a receipt from Magocon for the
$4000, have not the receipt with me.
(Mr. Andrews requests him to bring it
with him today.)

It was here admitted by respondent
that witness paid Geo. A. Davis $2500
ag associate counsel in Ropert vs,
Sumner.

MAGOON'S LITTLE BILL,

Cross-examined—Money for my sup-
port came from Maria: she got $10,000
from Davis (G. A.). Do not know that
she used all that money up. Did not
know that the money for my suvport
came from you (Magoon) through Ma-
ria Davis., Yes, I paid you $400 the
other day; don't remember that Wyllie
Davis told me it was money you ad-
vanced for my support; you had a bill
against me. I am satisfied with the
$4000 I paid you; I told Mr. Andrews
I was satisfied.

Justice Perry—Why did you offer Mr.
Magoon $25007

Witness—That was the fee that I of-
fered you (Magoon) first,

Justice Perry—Why didn't you offer
him more?

MAGOON APPRAISES HIMSELF.

Witness—Mr. Magoon told me after-
ward about all the work he had done
and was doing for me, Answering the
respondent, witness credited Magoon
with getting the money out of the bank
for him.

Attorney-General—You generally pay
lawyers what they ask you?

Mr. Magoon objected and after slight
argument the question was withdrawn.

Justice Galbraith—Why did you pay
Magoon 34000 and Geo. A. Davis only

20007

AFRAID OF THEM.

Witness—I was afrajd that if T re-
fused they might bring a suit against
me.

Chief Justice Frear—What did you
offer Magoon $2500 for, the services In
the Ropert case or all these others?

Witness—For all of his services.

To Justice Perry—I first made the of-
fer of $2500. Don’t know when Geo. A.
Davis came into the case; my

no, I did not ask him to represent me,

MIGHT DO HIM UP.
To Magoon—In the event you were
not satisfied with what I offered you, I
did not know what you might do to

me.

Q.—You were afraid that if you did
not pay me $4000 1 would sue vou:?

A —Yes.

Q.—Did I not tell you that if you were
not perfectly satisfled you should say

s07

fore that.

Q.—On my suggestion that you ghould
pay me $4000 you said you were per-
fectly satisfied, is not that so?

THOUGHT IT EXTORTIONATE.

A.—1 felt within me that the sum of

20.
Q.—But you did say
perfectly satisfied?
A.—1 merely said that as an excuse
because 1 did not know what
not be done to me.
Q.—Did you not refuse
Davis the sum of 325007
A —I didn't refuse because he
done services the same as yYou.
Q.—Did you not pay Davis all he
asked?
DAVIS ALSO RAISED HIM.
Davis $150 for his

to pay Mr.

had

A.—1I offered Mr

gervices but he refused to accept $1500.
He wanted $2500. Davis said if I.did
not pay %2500 he would stop the pay-
ment of money out of the bank

Q.—So you can refuse 1o pay money

whéen you want

A —Yes I refused to pay him mor
than $1500.
y —Y stood on th refused for a

GAVE IN THROUGH FEAR

A—I came away with Wyllie Davis
ind on the road T suggested to him that
T was afraid and that I had betler give
Geo. Davis 00 more,

Q. —What was the difference between
my services at $2500 and Davis's at
215607

OREAT VALUES IN

DRIESS CGOooDDS

This week we have on sale some of the best val i Goods
ues in Dress
that are very much in demand; if

can save 25¢c on each dollar. Goods have just arrived ex “‘So-

you purchase this week you

quote such prices is the large

quantities received. To reduoce stock, we make the reduction,

Seasonable Goods

[Bmk and Navy Blue Alpaca

in 80 inch; $1 quality, Special
75¢c

Scotch Plaid Tartas Imported
Zephyrs
regular 20¢ quality. On sale
16 1-2c.

White Swisses at 15¢.

JUST OPENED

A new line of Lawns, Zephyrs,
Batistes White Goods of every

attor- |
neys may have asked him to come ing |

A.—I had suggested to you $2500 be- |

24000 was too much, though I didn't say |

that you were |

might |

description.

PACIFIC IMPORT COMPANY, htd.

MODEL BLOCK, FORT STREET,

HAD SIZED HIM UP.

A—If I had offered you $3000 you
probably would not have accepted It,
you would probably have wanted more.
I told the Attorney-General I paid the
money because I did not want any

lawsuit. It would be better for the
court to distribute costs because law-
suits are something I don't know any-
thing about.

Fo Justice Perry—It was after the
$48,025 was paid over to me that I spoke
to Magoon about his fee.

l To Magoon—Witness remembered
when he received the check before
Judge De Bolt and told in tones too low
to be heard across the room the names
of those he remembered present. He
did not stay in court lorg after receiv-
{ing the check; did not talk much with
| Judge De Bolt. Put the money into the
| First Natlonal Bank; took Geo. A. Da-
vis to the bank with me and gave
him g check for $2000; put the book in
my pocket and went to yvour office and
had a talk about your fee; thought
$2500 was fair.

QUESTIONED TOO FAR.

Q.—Didn’t you think $4000 was fair
when I asked yvou?

A.—I haa to say yes; yes, it took
about four or five minutes to settie
the whole thing.

This ended the testimony of Mr. Sum-
ner, excepting that, as he retired, he
was reminded by the Attorney-General
to bring the receipt for the $4000 with
him today.

The Court continued the trial until
1:30 this afternoon.

Snappa
Cameras

* %k %k

Conceived In the brain and
wrought by the hand of rec-
ognized optical and mecha-
nical experts, Practically a
pocket camera, yvet carrying .
twenty-four film exposures
or twelve plate exposures,

If you are at all interest-

ed in cameras come and look ﬂ

at the Snappa.

Price $12.00

* % %k %

Honolulu Photo
Supply Co.

Fort street.

|
|
|

| Rush and Leather
Beated Chairs — Mission

Furniture—Picture Fram-

ing—Objects of Art.

Orders taken for miniatare
Painting.

A. R.

Gurrey
Jr.

Hotel and
Alakea Sts,

o

GURREY |

A
u.
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HAWAIIAN S0ODA WORES

FOR EODA AND CARBONATED

WATERS.
Phone Blue 1871




