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Heney’s Great Speech Convinces Every Hearer That Schmiiz Conspired With Ruef to Hold Up Resiaurateurs
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Further than this I have nothing to say at present.”

—Comment of Abe Ruef
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Campbell’s Final Speech
for Schmitz Vitriolic

Bitterly Arraigns Ruef for
Testifying Against the
Accused Mayor

—

At 10:05 o'clock at the morning ses-

, Campbell began his address

the jury, concluding at 5 minutes of

12 He said:

“Jf your honor please and gentlemen
he o, ask that you give

to
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on J. C

s It province
could not if I wou and I would not
if 1 could) to indulge in pyrotechnic
flights of fancy.

‘You have been selected to perform
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n to .perform—to adjudicate
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en the law and the liberty of this
A that liberty inviolate to
w are entitled; that Iliberty

only be taken away ftom a

person for violating the law and by
a jury of his countrymen who had con-
gidered h case after every reason-

had been precluded.
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“It doesn’'t do to say that a system
of government is on trial. You are
here to try this case and to have it

proven beyond a reasonable doubt—to
try this case and no other case. I join
in that statement with the gentlemen
of the prosecution—you have not been
selected to try Mr. Heney or Mr. John-
son or Mr. Langdon or Mr. Spreckels,
or any of the counsel. You are here to
try Eugene E. Schmitz on a charge of
extorting money, and for nothing else.

“Jt §s charged that January 15, 1905,
the defendant and Abe Ruef extorted
$1,175 from Joseph Maifantl; that he
extorted that sum by means of threats,
They sald that Ruef and Schmitz would
prevent Malfanti from obtaining a
license for his French restaurant. The
threat, with the use of fear, to obtain
money was not an injury to property
alone, but a threat to do an unlawful
injury—I crave your attention to the
language of the statute. It was not
a verbal threat; that portion of (the
case is away from us; that is out of
the case.

“But it is claimed by the prosecution
that this defendant, Schmitz, so oper-
ated on Commissioner Reagan that the
license was held up. To prove that
you must find beyond a doubt that the
‘mayor controlled Reagan. From Rea-
gan's own testimony that claim of the
prosecution is false. Reagan acted of
his own volition and without fear or
the exercise of intimidation. I am
going to keep within the testimony—
there would be no gain to me to mis-
state it, for you may have the tran-
script in the jury room with you and
may have it read to you or read it
yourself if you so desire.

“There is no testimony that 4 threat
was made to extort the money from
these restaurant men. Mr, Blanco tes-
tified that no person made & threat
against him; Malfant! testified that no
person made a threat against him;
Loupy testified that no person made a
threat ageainst him; Debret, the partner
of Priet, testified that no person made
a threat against bim; Adler testified
that mo person made a ?e‘t against
him. -
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i carefully look at Reagan's testimony
and see whether or not he was acting

{ and the license

missioners ‘and the secretary filed a complaint
before the board and the license was then
taken from that place.

All this time, from March on, the Poodle Dog,
Marchand’s and the Pup bad not been touched
of Delmonico’s and the Bay
State had Jjust beem held up for one week.

! This is the evidence they ask you to convict

this defendant; on.
Mind you., gentlemen of the jury, there is
not & scintilla of evidence that elther one of

| under the defendant's intimidation. In ﬂ;e dol?d!ﬂts ever spoke a '°Nh'm:n‘
R a0 e . At e ;| threat. You can't presume against the 24
March, 1304, Hutton, we don’t know | (0Tl man; you can’t presume they did. It was

with what motive, started—a war we /g,

might call it—on the French restau-

rants Reagan goes to the mayor and/

says that Hutton is opposing the res-
| taurants and wants Reagan’'s co-opera- !
But the mayor says, ‘But they are|
all bad, Tom; go and see for yourself.’

“Reagan investigated and found noth-
ing evil.

HOW THEY VOTED

“After that see what was done.
censes were renewed.

“The licenses of Delmonico’s, the Pup,

the Poodle Dog, Marchand’'s, and the
Bay State. all were renewed twice.
Reagan voted for the renewals and |
Hutton against them. And Reagan is
the man who, the prosecution says, was
the agent for the defendant in the plot
| to hold up the restaurants in order to
| extort money from them.
“The testimony, you see, is that in
| March, 1904, Reagan was told to inves-
| tigate the French restaurants; he did
investigate and found nothing wrong.
Then, between March and November,
there came up the Tortoni busfhess.
Reagan says he went to the mayor and
the mayor told him that all were bad
and that all should be closed. That
was in November. After that time he
says he voted against them until such
time as they would comply with the
law.

“The mayor said to him, “If thess
places are immeoral and are sending out
for women for the purpose of prostitu-
tion, then you stop it.” When the ques-
tion of Torton{’s came up, not only Mr. |
Reagan but every member @f the com-
mission voted to take away that li-
| cense. No mother's son above earth
The mayor did not.

Li-

the wvote for chairman of the police
board.

“It will not do here, gentlemen, to
| point’ your finger at the mayor and
| say, ‘San Francisco has been good to
| that man.” I do not appeal to your
| passions or prejudices in this case. T
take the sworn testimony in the case
| and ask you to consider it.
| “This brings us to the question, gen-
tlemen of the jury, Why did the mayor
{ control only Reagan? If the parties to
the fraud planned to scare these French
restaurant men to pour money into the
{ lap of Abe Ruef, why did they influence
only Reagan? Why not Hutton? Why
not Drinkhouse? Why not Howell?
{ Why not Poheim?

“This brings me to another point in
the case.
argument, which we do not, that Rea-
gan carried out the mayor's orders.
Did he go to the places and say, ‘You
cannot run? Did he say, ‘If you do
{ not pay money, your license will be
| taken away? What does Mr. Reagan
I‘say'.' He says that he only wanted to
see that the laws of the city were not

violated in regard to doors and the like.
When he told on the stand, the last
time he testified, of the conversation
with Scott, he said that the defendant
told him that if any of the places were
immoral and if the restaurants did not
take off the doors of the rooms, they
| would take away the licenses.”

REAGAN’S TESTIMONY

Campbell then read from the testi-
mony of Reagan, quoting that part
| where the witness said that he would
| have voted for the Poodle Dog any time
| that it would have complied with the
law. He continued:
| 1¢ that were a threat them it was not a

threat to do an umlawful injury;
a threat it was only a threat that the pests

rant must comply with the law of the s!a:;i

{ 204 the municipality.

After Keagan became & police commissioner |

be did not remaln & paver, but became an
| surance agent,
j cent of the insurance on =ll saloons,
when Reagan was removed by the defendant he

m- |

moved him. Now Reagan does not remember
that the defendant told bim that If any of the
places were immoral be must close them. We
i cannot go out of the record in this case by
saying that the defendant is sleek and fas,
| The restaurant keepers did not deny the state-
| ment of Reagan that the places would be
| closed if they were immoral. If it is true that
| the places were immoral they had no right to
operzte, and {f Reagan said he would close
them if they 4id not comply with the law that
was not a threat.

Gentlemen, take the testimony of Reagan,
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duty of the prosecution to prove that and
they have not done so.
The gentleman who opened says, ‘‘Don't you

| belleve that Loupy was the agent for Ruef?’”
| But what is the evidence?

They ask you fo
consider the facts which fit into their theory of
the case.

LOUPY’S TALK WITH RUEF

Loupy bad a talk with Ruef and Ruef said:
“If rou want to employ me as your attorney
I'll take the case and charge you so much.”
What is there sbout Loupy’'s testimony that
_"Oll'(: take it to deprive a2 man of his lib-
erty? 7

Does the great fundamental principle of our
government require that you ould do that?
Do the great people thirst for a victim so that
they urge rou to take half the testimony of a
witness, disjoining the other balf? 1Is that
giving the defepdant the presumption of inno-
cence? [ care pot wbo he is, whether he is
the president of the United States or thé“man
who sweeps the sireets. before the law, when
he comes into a court of justice, he stands with
every other man.

What was it moved these French restaurant
people to fear? What did Malfanti say? Did
these people not say when they saw Hutton
and Drinkhouse voting jt was all up?

Reagan and Hutton bed said that they in-
tended to vote t the- places so lonag as
the present prevailed. All that shows
that the entire cam was against the man-
ner in which the s were conducted. That
mony on wh sou to find the de-
fendant guilty -of - ing’ a threat to do an

The defendant went on  the stand and npe
met the case b t by the people;

On the second or third of January Pierre Priet.
Blanco and Malfant! went to see him. What
lsces and will see that you licenses.””
% A few days later Reagan called on the mayor,

is the testgmon E this case, thst is tbe testi-
unlawful injury to

bhe told
vyou just what his conduct had been.
did he say? ‘1 have enjoyed eating in your
&

control him in other matters?

Ruef was there as attorney for the French
restaurants. The mayor sald to Ruef: “I am
going to remove Hutton.”” They say that this
showed the mayor's motive. Read the record;
vou will see why Schmitz removed Hutton. Hut-
ton for years had stood out fighting the policy
6f the mayor, and the mayor had a rigbht to
remove him a2s a political measure.

Gentlemen of the jury, was
Fakes o et i 3
makes you eve extortion?

We must upbulld San

rehabilitate San Francisco. But is the way to
bujld up, to rehabilityte Sam Francisco, to con-
viet this defendant?

PROSECUTION’S CASE
Let us build up San

San ancisco, but let us be all our
buildf made us, in truth and bonesty.
Let it go forth ‘to the world that the rebuilding

is founded on law and right; on
just to the rich and the
old, the great and the small.
up as Paris was bullt after

g

went to him and asked him ta toke charge
the case.

The crime of extortion is skin to robbery. To

ing Scotches.

- $7.95

A snappy double breasted garment in new wide
lapels—modeled exactly after the latest men’s
fashions and built in our own workrooms at less
than the cost of production. This cut price is
due to overproduction, accounted for by stag-
nated trade conditions '

These are regular $4 suits in pretty wear resist-
See them in our windows.
positively refuse to sell any to dealers. Friday
and Saturday, instead of $4, choose amopg the
seven hundred different patterns at $1.95. -

We

©y which men have been torm limb from limb.
By these tortures men, strong and great, inno-
cent as on the day they were born, have made |
confessions.
They bave adopted an entirely different method
this and ‘"ibn: tbhh day e:l]'&dl:leetwe
y m ec-
tives which has gn used nnln:t‘ this man, un-
der so many indictments that he could not tell
you exactly bow many there were. This man,
Ruef, m. icant creature, under the com-
glew ination of one map and eight guards,
as been subjected to these modern ures.
There is the man who crawled into his bed
chamber at dead of night until his mind. gave
:3 and he shrieked with despair: “I will plead
. but T am not guilty.”

Fle on such an argument: away with such a
plea. Every self-respecting man and government
should put foot upon such proceeding.

Roef may be guilty, but the man who violates
the law in the pame of the law is doubly guilty.

He intt: dlt:znee! th?I foundation of erl-
can righ e law. In the name of 1ce,
the name of decency, will you Mm? ”

* Then they a2sk you to belleve him when Le

goes upon the stand with sallow smile, and
when+ asked ‘‘How many Indictments have
repNes, “T do not

been found against you?"’
know how many; there are a great many.’’
# ‘“So many you haven't counted them?”
“No, 1 baven't counted them.”
“Mr. Ruef, what has this prosecution prom-

1584 o:m,..
< “Oh, they told me that if I told the truth
Burns would see what he could do for me.”

Who, in the name of beaven, Is William 7. |
Burns? What position bas Burns under the |
law of California? What power has Burns to
usurp the functions of justice? What right has
he to say ‘“‘No matter t thou hast done, if
thou dost testify lpin:t Eugene E. Schmitz
thou shalt go free?"

“Who else told you that you could 3o
free?” was asked of Ruef. .

‘‘Heney and Langdob.”

If those men are under oath of office they are !
misapprehending the law if they think they can |
g:e liberty to one man because he swears away |

liberty of another. .

Gra on the sides of many green hills
are filled with the bleaching bomes of the vie- |
tims of a common informer.

Ruef was swearing to pull himself from under |
100 indictments by testifying here as he was
fold to do. Do you believe in 2 midnight vigil |
Burns kept with him? How, like the of |
Egypt. Burns would climb into his chamber.
into the bread bowl, to instruct this man as |
to what he was to swear to in this case, Do |
you believe him? It suits his purpose now to
swear to what he sa— is trué.  Gentlemen. we

-Boys’ Suit Specials
Pretty Mannish Suits

Ages 10 to 16
Regular Price $4

man who follows me will shake the

! tell the full story. Did they do it?

June 10, 1891—Married to Miss Julia Driscoll of
Watsonville.

November, 1901—Elected Mayor of San Francisco.

November, 1903—Elected Mayor of San Francisco
for second term.

November, 1905—Elected Mayor of San Francisco
for third term.

October, 1906—Left for European trip.

November 15, 1906—Indicted for extortion.

May, 1907—Indicted for bribery.

May 22, 1907—TTrial for extortion begun.

June 13, 1907—Convicted of extortion.
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were castigated yesterday In language so loud | will be sufficient

and eloquent that I should think the very shin- |

gles would fiy away to heaven—and the gentle-

rafters.
Ruef said it he testifigd to what he toid |

geople about this case it would gave been |

favorable to the defendant. These p le are

the sworn officers of the law. It is as much

their daty to see that the innocent is acqui'-

ted as that the guilty is comvicted. | to. tell a falsebood,

was true.

RUEF ON THE STAND :

| subterfuge of every liar since Munchausen:

It is thelr duty to have Ruef on the stand |
Did they |
attempt to do it? No, they closed their case |
without the slightest pretense of putting Ruef |

We asked:

in your life?®"
“Yes, T said that,”™ he answered,
Gentlemen,

was the truth If it suited his

If 3 man is a willful
what is the need of an cath?
Gentlemen,

on the stand. without showing by any evidence | nocent man o ony of that kind. Yom
that the defendant got a single dollar from | are asked ®o 1+ man on the testimony
Ruef. When the defendant was on the stand be | of such a ereature. you are asked to deprive a
was asked, “Did you get any money from | man of bis liberty under such testimony of

suich a man and under such circumstances.

Ruef?’ ““No,”" be replied. i
leave you with Mr. Ruef's testimony.

Then Ruef went on the stand and gave bis |

testimony. It was false, false as hell and vou ’ But one more point, and thea I will have done
know it. Thé exigencies of the case that Burns | all that I can. It is charged that there was &
set up at night, 4 ng from that pitiful soul | threat. Who made such a threat? [ asked the
the story of holding up the Fremnch restaurants, | prosecution to tell you in what words

by putting over that poor soul the shadow of a | made the threat. Assuming that there was a
bundred years in the penitentiary! You do | threat, was it to do ap wniawful act?

pot bave to belleve his testimony. You may This is the last word that can be sald. When
have a reasomable doubt of its truth. That!you go to the juryroom it will be
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10 Silk Skirts

= 600 at San Francisco Store—400 at our Oakland Store
Today and Saturday Only

Again we are about to offer one thousand of the famous *‘Her Majesty™ é};irts at less than
half price. The best. ten dollar skirt in America. Although we offer these skirts for today
and tomorrow, judging from the former response they will probably be gone by to-
morrow night.

Therefore, we advise early response so as not to be disappointed.

These splendid skirts are made of heavy rustling ‘“ Regatta'’ Taffeta, the silk that foek the
first prize in the Chicago and St. Louis Expositions. Thev're made extra full; deep
flounce, beautifully embellished with shirring; ruffles and tailored tucks finished with deep
silk dust ruffle and sewed throughout with silk. The color effects of this
beautiful; twenty-four different shades and black. Almeost any color to match your gown.
Both stores, Oakland and San Franecisco, at........ ..

lot are simply
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Blue Serge Suits

Sailors and Russians $

Regular Price $6
They’re thoroughly tested cold water shrunk
‘‘true blue’’ serges, built into pretty little Sail-
ors and Russians. Go on sale today and tomor-
row at an extraordinarily low price. Sailors are
5 to 10—the Russians 2/ to 6. These suits are
bedutifully finished with white embroidered
shields—they are splendidly made. The regu-
lar price is $6. We need only remind vou that
blue serge suits are as staple as gold, and to ent
the price on them as we have done in this in-
stance requires no further argument. Today
~and tomorrow, $3.85. !
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Under the New Pure Food Law
All Food Products must be pure and
BURNETT’S
VANILLA

‘was fifty years ahead of the Law. Itwas
always now
bears the Food

erial

._.—.—.—‘_._.—O-

label: ander
e R R Pl W
by the U. 8, Dept. of Agriculture. 7~ !
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““Mr. Rpef. before vou were placed in custody
under Mr. Burns, did you not always say you
bad never given the mayor a dollar of money

if at that time it suited his pur-
pose to tell a Talsehood, then the testimony l;;'m

-
then the other statemens

Then they came back with the peor, miserable

“Mr. Ruef, you were not under oath them.'
and malicious falsifier,

» asked to eounvict an in-
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