
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-
sion J. C Campbell began his address
to the Jury, concluding at 5 minutes of
12. He said:

"Ifyour honor please and gentlemen

of the Jury: I. too. ask that you give
conscientious, careful consideration to
this case. It is not my province (I

could not ifI.\u25a0would, \u25a0 and Iwould not

if Icould) to indulge in pyrotechnic
flights of fancy.

"You have been selected to perform
the highest duty a citizen Is ever called
upon to -perform

—
to adjudicate be-

tween the law and the liberty of this
defendant; that liberty Inviolate .to
which all are entitled; that liberty

•which can only be taken away 'from a
person for violating the law and by

a juryof his countrymen who had con-
sidered his case after every reason-
able doubt had been precluded.

"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. Ijoin

In that statement with the gentlemen
of the prosecatlon

—
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.

"It Is charged that January 15.,1905,

tbe defendant and Abe Ruef extorted
$1,175 from Joseph Malfanti; •' that;he

extorted that sum by means of threats.
They said that Ruef and Schmitz would
prevent Malfantt from obtaining a
license for his French restaurant. IThe
threat, with the use of fear, to obtain
money was not an Injury to property
alone, but a threat to do an unlawful
Injury

—
Icrave 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.

"Bat ft is claimed by the prosecution

that this defendant, Schmitz, so; oper-
ated on Commissioner Reaga n,that ;the
license' was .held up.: To.prove .'that
yon must .find beyond ,a.doubt' that the
"mayor controlled Reagan. From Rea-
gan's "own

-
testimony that claim of- the

prosecution la false. ;Reagan acted of
his own volition and without:fear or
the exercise of

v intimidation.' ,1 'am
polns to keep within theItestimony-

there would be no ;grain
'
to me to!mis-

state it,• for you maylhave < the,tran-
script in.the Jury - room _with you;and
may have it read;to 'you*: or- read It
yourself If you co desire. ;•*

*There is no, testimony '
that ,a.threat

was made to extort
"

the money *from
these restaurant men. '\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0 Mr. Blanco .tes-
tifled' that \no

' person • made a threat
against

'
him;,Malfanti'- testified .thatIno

person' made- a' threat ragainst rhim;
Loupy testified that' no; person

'
made a

threat against him;DebreCLthe partner

of
-Priet,: testified that no person;made

a -threat; against'. hlm;yAd!erc;testlfled
that

'no \u25a0 person \u25a0\u25a0\u25a0 made a threat against

•^«t iis, iX;we can,; judiciously- and

This Is. the last word that can b« said. Wh»o
you *•> to tbe Jnryroom it will be with th-»

Gentlemen, yon are asked to convict an in-
nocent roan on testimony of that kind. - Ton
are asked to convict a.man on the testimony
of sad) a creature: you are asked to deprive a'
man of his liberty under such testimony of
sucb a man and under such circumstances. \u25a0I
leave yoa with Mr. Ruef's testimony.

Bat one more point, and then Iwillhave dons
all that Ican. Itis charged that there was a
threat. Who made such a threat? Iasked the
prosecution to tell you in whata words .Beagaa
made the threat. Assumin? that there was a
threat. wa« it to do an unlawful act?

willbe sufficient. We asked:
"Mr. Rnef. before you were placed la enstndy

under. Mr. Burns, did you not always say you
had never 'zlven the mayor a dollar of money
in your life?". "Ye*.I*aid that,** h# answered.

Gentlemen, ifat tbat time it suited his pnr-,
pose to tell a falsehood, then the testimony here
:was the truth. Ifit suited his purpose horn
to. tell a falsehood, tnen the other statement

'\u25a0 was true. . >. \u25a0 \u25a0*.
1 --Then they came back with the poor, miserable
icbterfnsre of every liar since Mnnchausen: :

"Mr. Buaf. yoa were not under oath then.'* .:
If a man is a willfuland malicious faisiaer.

what is the need of an oath?

It is their duty to have Beef on the stand
tell the full story. Did they do It? DM they
attempt to dolt? • No. -..they closed their case
without the slightest pretense of putting Ruef
on \u25a0 the stand, without showing'by any evidence
that \u25a0 tbe defendant got a single dollar from
Ruef. .: When the defendant was oa tbe stand be
was asked. "Did yoa -get any money from
Ruef?" "No,"-he replied.

Then Ruef went on the stand and gave bis
testimony. Itwas false, false as hell, and yon
know it. The exigencies of the case that Burns
set up at night.' dragging from that pitiful sou!
the story of holding up the French restaurants,
by putting over that poor son! the shadow of a
hundred years in the penitentiary!' Ton do
not

-
have ~to.believe his testimony. Too may

have a reasonable .doubt of ltd troth. Tbat

were castigated .yesterday to language so loud
and eloquent that Ishould think the very, shin-
gles would fly away to heaven

—
and the gentle-

man'who follows me will shake tbe rafters.
Ruef said Ifhe testified, to what be told

these people atoat this case it would^fcave been
favorable to the defendant. These p^ple are
the sworn offleers ,of \u25a0 the \u25a0 law. It is as much
their \u25a0 dnty to see that the \u25a0 innocent is acquit-
ted as that the guilty.is convicted.

. RUEF OX THE STA>D

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: -~. •

If-that were a, 'threat then it was not a
threat to do

-
an:unlawful Injury:•if that were

a threat it was only a threat that the restau-
rantImust comply. with the law.of the stare
sod the municipality.

After Reagan became a police commissioner
be did not remain a paver, but became an in-
surance agent,

-
and there Cew ,to him 11 per

cent of tbe .Insurance on all \u25a0 saloons. \u25a0 Then
when Reagan. was removed by tbe defendant > be
became tbe witness

'
against tbe .man who re-

moved him.' Now Eeagan does not
-
remember

that the defendant told him tbat Ifany of the
places were Immoral' he must close them. Wo
cannot go out of the record \in :this rase \u25a0 by
saying tbat tbe defendant is sleek *and fat.

The restaurant keepers did not deny tbe 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 mo - right to
operate,

-
and If Reagan said 'be would close

them if they did not comply with the
-
law tbat

was not a - threat.
\u25a0 Gentlemen.* take tbe testimony

-
of ..Beagan,

REAGA.VS TESTIMONY

"This brings me to another point in
the case. \u25a0 :Let us assume for the sake of
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. Ityou do
not pay money, your license will be
taken away?* What does Mr. Reagan
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 ifany of the places were
immoral and if the restaurants did not
take off the

'
doors of the rooms, they

would take away the licenses."

"It will not do here.
-

gentlemen, to
pbintN your "finger at the mayor and
say,

- 4San Francisco has been good to
that -man.*

•Ido not appeal to your
passions or prejudices in this case. I
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? Ifthe parties to
the fraud planned to scare these French
restaurant men to pour money intoithe
lap of Abe Ruef, why did they influence
only Reagan?. Why not Hutton? .Why
not. Drinkhouse? Why not Howell?
Why not Poheim? ;-."-' .

"After that see.what was done. Li-
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, 1804, 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 business.
Reagan says he went to the mayor and
the mayor told him that air, were bad
and that all should be' closed. That
was in November. 'Xfter that time he
says he voted against them until such
time as they -would comply with the
law.

-." ,
"The mayor said to bim, Ifthese

places are immoral and are .sending out
for women for the purpose of prostitu-
tion, then you stop It.',..".When.the'ques-
tion of Tortoni's came up, not only. Mr.
Reagan but every member Qf tbe com-.
mission voted to take away that li-
cense. No mother's son \u25a0 above -. earth
controlled Reagan. The mayor did not.
He could not even control- Reagan on
the^ vote- for chairman of the police
board.

carefully look at Reagan's testimony

and see whether or not he was acting

under the defendant's intimidation. In
March. 1904, Hutton, we don't know
with what :motive, started

—
a war we

might call it
—

on the French restau-
rants. Heagan goes to the mayor and
says that Hutton is opposing the res-
taurants and wants Reagan's co-opera-
tion. But the mayor says, 'But they are
all bad, Tom; go and see for yourself.'

"Reagan investigated and found noth-
ing evil. t \u25a0->£'•--"

HOW THEY VOTED

»ualshm«it that the majesty of \u25a0 the law m*y
le upheld. So Duef comes here and testifies
Jnd the evidence corroborates his statement.

When Ruef had the money in his pocket
Ictsiit* Vcew lc There was a complete under-
standing between these men from the time they

cntll they divided the money. Iwould
pauee here a moment to tell yoa a*story. .

There was «n Irishman, newly, arrived, .who»ras made a policeman In Broadway. New Yore.
He f«w a man in front of a, Jewelry store and
tEled him what be was doing.* "I em sola?
to open the store," replied tbe man. and the
Miceman passed on. The next d«y the captain
isled bim where be bad been, as a Jewelry
Uore on his beat bad been robbed. The poUce-
Insn scratched bis bead and said: "That fellow
tniv bave been a robber, but be was no liar."

When «M Baef ret tbls bsblt of extorting
tnooey? Was It l»03? If Bnef baa tbU babit
ifor Barrett knows be was a Xapoleon of crime),
trnat criticism has be to make on the mayor

for cot baring one eye ©pen before this? Maybe
lb» mayor heard cf tbe other $5«) that Ruef
Ka<Jift «T>Ut and w«s simply waiting. Idon't
Lnow and it doesn't appear here.

HARD TO CONVICT niCH MAX
Now, pentJemen. that's our case- That's the

v»*e of tbe people of tbe state of California
on wfclca yoa must declo>" tbe gwilt or Icd^
c<*tice of tliis man. Iwant to be serious witu
yoa for a few minutes and show you whyI
Think rou must convict bim and urge npoD.jou
tbe rralUaties that in this evidence there is
no room for the existence of a reasonable donbt
Ob to this defendant's guilt.

Tou all know it i*hard to convict a rich man.
Tfcfre is something inbnman nature that maies

"it to and we all feel the woe thing at time*.
It «-as that tame thing which caused a physician
to beeitate to perform a simple operation on
President McKinley

—
an operation which might

hare saved McKialey's life when be was stra-V-
down by th« hand of an assassin. That physi-
cian hesitated to act, not because of doubt of
Ins «wo skill but because the roan en whom
liss knife wocld fall was tbe president cf tbe
Cnited -States. \u0084 .
It Is this ««metblDg In human natare wfcl;n

makes It well nigb impoeslblp to convict a
rich man of crime, or »o convict a man high
In politics of crime.

Take the evidence. Follow tb» actions of

Mayor Srhmitx and then. Ifyou bave any donbt
cf his gtilt.If there i» the slightest belief that
lie might be innocent of this charge, vote for an
nrqclttal. Itis your duty to do so.

-
Bot If after weighing the evidence no eu;h

doabt remains. I6ay to yon it is your duty

under -the law to convict. If you have no
snen doubt after bearing this evidence you bave

the right to conclude that tbe whole people have
no such donbt; yon have the right to conclude
tbat the whole people of the Coited States have
no each donbt. Ifyou baT« no fuch doubt you
cannot permit npon your oath any feeling of
friendsalp, partisanship or any feelings on earth
to coae between you and yonr duty. This coun-
try boasts of Its republican form of government,
the fact that liberty flourishes here. . That can
only be maintained witnont regard to the power
or 'financial standing of the man brought into
court. -,

But that liberty, gentlemen. Is based mere
on the integrity of the Jtiry system than on any-
thing else in tbe constitution of the United
States. That l&erty can only b« maintained
by a fair Judgment in every criminal case, with-
ont submitting to lnflnence, wealth or anything
else Mr.Langdcn and myself are here as the
representatives of the public We are here to
prosecute without fear where prosecution Is de-
served. 'VVe are not nrged on by any influence;

we are not backed by any interest.
Now,- gentlemen. It remains with yon. Iam

coaSdent that yoa b«ve followed the case care-
fully acd arc prepared to Co yonr duty as yon

f*e"it. Whatever way your verdict, jou have i

mv confidence. _ ,- ..
Ifit is "innocence" or ifyou declare ScnmlU

guilty you have my confidence, provided that is
'\u25a0our'bonest conviction.

Uy AM sincerely sorry for the verdict, both for
\u25a0\u25a0- Mayor Schmitz himself and for his family.

Further than thisIhave nothing to say at present."
—Comment of Abe Ruef on the verdict of the jury
that convicted Mayor Schmitz.*

Ruef Expresses Sorrow for Schmitz

'-jGraveyards -on;the sides of
-
many green hills

are . filled jwith \ the bleaching bones ofjthe vic-
tims of a common Informer. •

-----
\u25a0

\u25a0ißaef/was eweaxing to pullhimself from under
100 •indictments

'
by. testifying here as he - was

fold to do. Do yoa believe in a midnight;vigil
Burns < kept.with \u25a0 him? How,

-
like the frogs of

Egypt..Burns would. climb . into -,hls
-

chamber,
into . the :: bread \u25a0 bowl, to .instruct :this man

'
sis

to what be was to swear to \u25a0In:this case... -Do
you believe him? It suits his purpose 'now to
swear to what he.s*-».ls true." .Gentlemen, we

Fie on soch an argument; away with neb a
pjea-t» Et«7 self -respecting man and government
should 'pat foot upon such proceeding. ,\u25a0 :\u25a0-..'

Rnef may be guilty, but the man who rlola te»
the law Inthe name of the law Is doubly guilty.
He brings Into disgrace the foundation of Ameri-can rights— the law. In the nama of justice, la
the same of .decency, will you stand thlsl ;•;-.•

:*.'Then: they ask you \ to belleTe.hlm when t*>
goes < upon • the stand , with •sallow • smile. . and
when*" asked "How -

many Indictments • :hare
been ,found ;against you?"." repHes. \u25a0."1vdo not
know<how. many; there are a great many."• -."So.many yoa haren't counted 'them ?"
\> "No.'lihaTen't- counted

-
them." \u25a0;> ; .;... ,

i 1;:Rnef, what has this • prosecution '
prom-

Uad-you?"; . \u25a0
-

< "Oh,? they.told me that:If.Itold :the
*
trith

Burns jwould see - what. he ;conld do for me."-
L-Who,jIn-the name of beaTen.'ls :William I.

Barns ? % Wha t *.:position .has • Barns *• under th«
law of California? ;What power has Burns to
usurp .the

'
functions of Justice? .<What right has

he \u25a0,toisay.- "No matter what thon hast -done, :If
thon jdost -' testify against Eugene -E. - Schmitz
thou shalt go free ?'v :':'

-
." \u25a0\u25a0

\u25a0

\u25a0\u25a0; "Who felse "told jon that 7 you \u25a0 could go
free ?"• was iasked- of Rnef. \u0084. :T: T -

\u25a0 .' "Heney. andM.angdo'h." • • , -
\u25a0 '.

Ifthose men are under oath of office they aremisapprehending the law Ifthey think they eaa
give liberty to one man because he swears away
the llbertyVofs another. -\u0084. '.-

_

'•.-They hare adopted an entirely different method
in this day and ape. ... In this ,day and- age we
hare ;a. form of*espionage by men r called •

detec-
tives which has been used against this man, un-
der co manyIIndictments that he could not tell
you \u25a0 exactly •how many .there :were.

-
This man,

Ruef, poor. Insignificant creator?, under the com-
plete-domination of one 'man and eight guards,
has • been subjected to

-
these modern \ tortures.

There la ? the man who 'crawled "Into
*
hU bed

chamber Iat ,dead ofnleht
'
until,his \u25a0 mind, jrare

way and he shrieked with despair:
*
'Iwill plead

fruity,but lam not guilty.". - . , .. .:..

,-They. tell'<\u25a0 you;that ';Ruef pleaded ,*guilty,and
that ;this was ;equal to a plea of!guilty-on:the
part of the :defendant."' Gentlemen of t the :jury,
we have heard of confessions wrung by various
means . through the ages of.time. .Gentlemen of
the Jury,", there lis today/ in:London,* down | three
pairs of. stairs in a room so dark that Iyou can
feel the darkness, and on-the walls of this dun-
geon you can see the thumb screws, the old In-
struments of. torture, the knee masher,' the rack.
t>y a which men have been 'torn.limb • from :• limb.'
By!these .tortures men,- strong and great, \u25a0 inno-
cent a s on the day they wer« born, \have :made
confessions. i<;,'\u25a0

''i^Wi)llillil»piMMiiiiiiPi||>lltwT>i^< ill'

convict :this 'defendant " you
'

must .-.believe .that
the French \u25a0; restaurant ,;men • paid money under
threat \u25a0 of;unlawful "injury.\

-
"

RUEF'S COSTFESSIOV"
~

read it line by line,'then on;your oath; can yoa
say .that there.was \u25a0. any threat; \u25a0 real \u25a0 or:implied,
by the Imayor to do janything -that • would \u25a0be }a
violation •of .his ioath 1:of office? '.;:-.-

i.-,>--•\u25a0•: '..:-.-"
It will not do.to say that* the defendant was

thrice elected mayor, elected by.tbe !labor ipeo-
ple and then turned to the .rich—that :Is;not «-.
gument, tbut an;appeal Ito 'your Iprejudice or an
attempt* to:

-
appeal to them ilnithis case. *-;

Reagan Ist contradicted *by* three 'gentlemen
who come on the stand and sar that it was at.
tbeir instigation that be \u25a0started r his ;war on
the \u25a0< restaurants.. \u25a0 They *are £Scott,' >.• Smith * and
Condrotte. They went and got -Reagan evidence
against Torton Kg:and ;. U.'agan 'sent .them .. with
.it to tbe secretary of:the board of.police:com-
missioners "and.the Secretary :filed'a complaint
before the. 'board j and the license was then
taken from that -place.' \.

* •\u25a0•_*-\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0
" •

v
All this. time, from March on. the Poodle Dog.

Marchand's and . tbe \u25a0 Pnp had '• not!been touclt^d
and Ithe | license Iof, Delmonlco's ;andIthe * Bay
State bad :just

'
been

-
held -up for one iw^eek.'

This is the evidence -they ask: you -to -convict
this

'
defendants on. .'\u25a0•

I.'1
.' •. •' '.'•>< Mind you. -gentlemen of the- Jury, -there is

not a scintilla .of evidence \u25a0 that :either one of
the . defendants . ever ~ spoke a

*
word > about \u25a0• a

threat. You.can't < presume iagainst r

the:liberty
of a man; you can't presume they.did.

*It'.was
tbe •duty of,tbe:prosecution to prove .• that

'
and

they have not done so. . \u25a0
• v.--.;\u25a0.•\u25a0'\u25a0'- \u25a0• •'/: . :

The. gentleman who;opened Fays,? '^Don't -you
b«lte*« that |Loupy iwas .the Iagent • for Ruef?"
But - what is the \u25a0 evidence ?

-
They •>askiyon <to

consider the facts which fit-into their :theory of
the case. '.\u25a0\u25a0 . \u25a0 . . • '\u25a0':\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0

LOUPY'S TALK.WITH RUEF
« Loupy had a talk with,Ruef and ;Roef said:|
*'Ifr you;, want to employ me as your' attorney
I'll' take the case aad charge

"
you >so

-
much.

"
What >Is • there s about' Loupy's-^ testimony \u25a0 that
you'd take . it:to

•deprive ,a man 'of ;his :lib-i
erty?.'

---
[..\u25a0..-: \u25a0\u25a0\u25a0 \u25a0-\u25a0

-
\u25a0;.. --, --_; ... .\u25a0;\u25a0-;-.' r. '. ..\u25a0\u25a0 ;i- Does the great "fttnflamental, principle -of our;

government require that', you. should -.dp that?
Do the great people thirst for a victim so that
they urge you to • take half tut testimony of a
witness, disjoining

-
the
'

other.ha lf?,-:,-\u25a0; Is
'
that

giving the. defendant the presumption \u25a0of \u25a0inno-
cence? ' I'care not who 1he is, whether be Is
the president of the .United- States or^the**man
who sweeps the !streets, before the -law,-' when
he comes into a court of Justice,' be stands .with
every ctfcer m»n. . • ...•".'\u25a0• : :.

-
\u25a0

What was It
-
moved these French restaurant

people, to fear?. What did/Malfantisay?r Did
these- people, not say when they: saw Hotton
and Drinkhoußc voting.:.-jt was all? up? \u25a0

* . ;\u25a0'
Reagan .and Hutton ,'bad 1? said r that ;they 1in-

tended to vote tagalnst c the• places ;so-,- long-as
the present- conditions 'prevailed. All;that shows
that the7entire.' campaign was against the man-
ner in which the places > were <conducted. :• That
is the test>nony in.this cane, thst Is tbe testi-
mony on .whlch\;theyS|tskvyou to;nnd^th«. de-
fendant *guilty»of.«njaking:;a.threat to .do an
unlawful injory to'."Ofc business. ., -The " defendant > went on- the stand and ne
met 'the case brought -by tbe people; -he told
yoa just what !his eondnct had :been. .;- On the second or third of January Pierre Priet.
Blanco and Malfanti went .to see him. Whit
did he say ? \u25a0"I • have

-
enjoyedieating lln:your

Pisces and win see that you get your licenses.**,

A few days later Reagan called on the mayor.

44 \XZE shall not slop until the whole situ-
*Y alion has been > cleared up. Again

may we repeat the statement made at the inau-
guration of this campaign : No innocent man
need fear the law, no guilty man may hope to
escape it"

—
District Attorney Langdon. -\

iiijDO-not desire to say 'anything at this
-f time. I[believe that the developments

of the day speak: more eloquently than could
any words, iltis not our desire to talk, -but
rather to act. There is much to bedone, and
the prosecution willhot pause inJisWorfc'—-Rudolph $precl(els

iifflJ'S all over now— this quick? H£?V>'
-"./ have nothing but sorrow; and sympathy

for Mayor Schmitz:now. ]Ifhe :tidd taken my
word;my advice, he d not be where he is now.

tAndl^feel sorry^/or'/irm-T!/^; an^/^or Tifs
family^^E^PoliceCqmnn

MJftNEW from the first that with an Kon-
r" est jury:no other result than the verdict

ofguilty Were possible in this case. The presen-
tation of the cause of £he state by Francis J.
Heney and Hiram W. Johnson was superb"—
William J. Burns.

Heney's Great Speech Convinces Every Hearer That Schmitz Conspired With Ruef to Hold Up Restaurateurs
T^v\SAN FR^GISCO^

August :22, 1864^—Born inSan Francisco.
"June, 1871-—Graduated from boys' high school.
; June jlO, 1891~Married to Miss Julia Driscoll of- !Watsonyille.

"

-November, 1901—Elected Mayor of San Francisco:
November, v^^l9o3—Elected Mayor of San Francisco

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

for third term. x

October, 1906^—Left for European trip.
November 15, 1905—Indicted for extortion.- May, 1907~-Indicted for bribery.
May 22, 1907— Trial for extortion begun, s
June 13, 1907— Convicted of extortion.

Rise and Fall of Mayor Schmitz

-.;Let ns bnlld np ? San Francisco. • rehabilitate
San Francisco, bnt let us be moved In all our
building at God made us, in truth and honesty.
Let Itgo forthHo the world that the rebuilding
is",founded.onIlaw \u25a0; and :right;on•lawiwhich \ls
Just fto the \u25a0rich, and

-
poor, the .young and. the

old," the great and the small. ;Let us not.build
up las E ParisIwas tbuilt after 1.1700," with1the
mortar." of the *blood and ,libertyiof*the » people.
Let ns not .buildiby trampling down the 'liberty
of \u25a0 the

-
citlsens."-;. '\u25a0;.,\u25a0-- •\u25a0-<\u25a0 -\u25a0 \u25a0-'\u25a0*-\u25a0 -.%-.--• .,-'rv;~" i*v-~-'-

---
prosecution '

would =establish Its% case ? on
the evidence jofiMichael Debret,

-
the ipartner .of

Pierre Prletr ? Prlet told him,? Debret •
said." that

he had made a contract .withiRuef. that he bad
paid-•Ruef \u25a0 Inimoney-; there was ;no •check orano
receipt.' /.\u25a0 Ruef. ion •, the *stand -yesterday, :;pro-
duced the contract. Mind yoo. they said he was
paid;In cnrreßcy ;jthere twas »no check.* nothing
to Incriminate any one. Ifa man will sign a
contract; though,*,why:win he not sign 'a check?
Euef ;took s the \contract a signed *byiPrlet. Is
there

"
any!extortion,*,anything illegal,-J gentle-

men, if for $5,000 this man agrees to prosecute
and defend any. and.all actions Ibrought against
these !men ? >One had \u25a0 $400,000 s lnTeated >In his
business; Blanco !had -'1200.000. \u25a0\u25a0 '.They'say >there
Is something (wrong

-
because this

-
man would not

take- a|check ;ihe would InotItake a check, jbut
be !signed his .name to a contract. Ifthis con-
tract, is:pnyred- the case ends. here.* --• .•»»'-. • -^
1 .What would 'become of.the \u25a0 case ifItwere*a
ciril action'and |we were bound to establish 'the
fact of this :contract T:NowIthe • other side is
bound to establish beyond a donbt the fact that
there was no such contract. • • - ,

.Rnef was a political boss, they say. Suppose
be

'
was. \ Did:he igo out as a.politicalIboss and

tell the restaurant men 'to come to time? They
went .to.him and

'
asked .himIta toke charge lof

the ca5e... :,::.. \u25a0•\u25a0;•\u25a0
-

--.--•-\u25a0i-^^-:; \u25a0- :.- :- -. ? r..-, -
. -The crime of extortion Is akin, to robbery.. To

who. said. "Mr.
'
Reagan. \u25a0Ithink that :to 'make

war
"
on these *places ana f. to? keep It\ up jwill

Injure us politically.-s-jA•great s many -big men
hare come to -me \ and \asked me \u25a0to do > what - 1
could

*
for
'
these people. ;;Glyo *them their li-

censes .„:and 'see .that . they \u25a0\u25a0 comply > with ';'• the
law.?--:. ..::;- .. :.-. \u25a0;..:\u25a0.;._;\u25a0-,. -. .. :: ..-.-. .\u25a0„--..-

They say there was a meetln* at the mayor's
bouse. ;Tea, (there .was. *Itwas shown that the
mayoricould not control Reagan when. the ques-
tionvof ;presidency ;of.% the tboard came np.
Mr. neagan himself tells r yon ;. that v the mayor
worked himself into a towering passion because
the men refused ;to take |orders from 'him. \u25a0\u25a0>.If
the mayor .:could .: not <even tget

-
Reagan ito'Toteas Ibe wanted IforIthe chairman how Icould ne

control him In other,matters?.- .'V / ;.';->
Ruef ,iwas there ias >attorney •» for the French

restaurants.* .The mayor 'said to Buei:'">"lam
going to remore 5Hutton.'-^ tThey ,say rthat this
showed ;the mayor's 'motive, v Read the record:
you will see why.Schmitz remored Hutton. Hut-
ton

'for:years Jhad tstood oof fighting|the policy
«f the \u25a0

mayor,« and \u25a0 the * mayor ;h*d a
-
right -to

remore him as a political \u25a0 measure. Jv: •\u25a0. v^. Gentlemen sof
-

the -Jury,"; was V there
-
anything

In
-

that
-
meeting fat *the -imayor's •;: house "that

makes yoa bellere him guiltyof extortion?
We must 5 upbuild v S«n Francisco; .» we ;must

rehabilitate San Francisco. h"But.Is. the way to
build up, to

'
rehabilitate ;San •Francisco, to con-

tl« this defendant?
- ' -

:
', *.\u25a0•"\u25a0• '

\u25a0'\u25a0
' '•- -.. "i"••"V.*- :\u25a0'.-'\u25a0\u25a0'.-

' -
\u25a0

w froseccti6?ps;cask \u25a0

3

I^^^^^\ ~'' 60
°'"**San Fr n̂cisco Store— 4oo at bur Oakland Store JB^S^ I

I 7v M^ims\\ Ag™ w^^ r̂e about^to offer one thousand of the famous "Her Majesty" at less than 1

I , : half price. The best ten dollar skirt in America. Although we offer these skirts for today 2

I*gas3c^^^^^®P^jreivv\ and tomorrow, judging from the former response they will probably be gone by to- I
ffl\\"l!wVi: morrow night. Therefore, we ad^"ise early response so as not to be disappointed. 1

i^\^s^ These splendid skirts are made of heavy rustling "Regatta" Taffeta, the silk that took the I

I' «s^^^^^^PsK first prize, in the Chicago and St. Louis Expositions. They're made extra full: deep I
flounce,' beautifully embellished with shirring; ruffles and tailored tucks finished withdeep I< ÎHl^^§^^^^ silk dust ruffle and sewed. throughout with silk. The color effects of this lot are simply |

| \u25a0
beautiful; twenty-four different shades and black. Almost any color to match your gown. |**

'\u25a0\u25a0"''\u25a0[" " A Both storesj Oakland and San: Francisco, :at.y'.-y.^^< i
n;.^;::s^^^.f.:;.... .-......$4.75^ I

I Boys Suit Specials
——

n j
Pretty^Mauninish Suits Blue Serge Suits •

|® :

Ages 10 to 16 x• . <t-| Q^ /fl^^»W^^' SaUors and Russians $O 85
S Re^ Price^ Regular Price $6 ™g* N . j
I Snappy double breasted garment innew wide '^^m^/p^[^o% They're thoroughly tested cold water shrunk j
j lapels-modeled exactly after the latest men's jßHßr^r % "^blUe

"
S - rgeS'built int°pretty HUle Sa>

'
II-

fasm>s and builtW l^^H^^^W ors and Russians. Go on sale today and tomor- j I
1 than the cost,of 'production. "^^ • row at an extraordinarily low price. Sailors are I

due to overproduction, accounted for by stag- wWli sto 10—the Russians 2Vz to 6. These suits are | •
. nated trade conditions •

. fflgf Mj^h, ' b ûtifully finished with white embroidered I
1

. ;."'\u25a0\u25a0 :
;:';

\u25a0\u25a0 -\u25a0\u25a0';
- ..;- :V-;'--^\u25a0 '= -\u25a0\u25a0

::- :; -.' 'y:\u25a0'-'''\u25a0
'

\u25a0'.
"

• '^^H *\^^^^^m \u25a0shields— they are splendidly made. The regu- | I
j I These are regular $4 suits inpretty wear resist- ff^ lar price is $6. We need only remind you that j \u25a0

\"' ing Scotches. See. them in:our windows. We "\ w ;ML^^^^"%i^fe^ ue ser &e suits are as staple as gold, and to cut I
" positively refuse to sell any to dealers. .-j|tr^Kp^»^^'^SJF ji".; thepriceon them as wehave done in this in- j I

and Saturday, instead of-/s4j^choose among the v stance requires no further \u25a0 arsfiiment. Today i 1

I*"
*

seven hundred different patterns at $1.95. s V*^ 1
• and'tomorrow,-!53.85.- |

J - 1 ;" •\u25a0" •• \u25a0'\u25a0, ;-' . "".
'*' -^ -: ,":

"

\u25a0

-:'•,,. .-.' - J

I UPTOWN STORE D^mofN^OßE OAKLAND STORE I
j Fillmore and Ellis _ '

730 Market . llth and Washington j
"\u25a0 . \u25a0':\u25a0-,\u25a0 \u25a0\u25a0

-
-..-» -, . ,-\u25a0-,

- - - -
\u25a0

- - -
'\u25a0••-\u25a0.'\u25a0\u25a0-\u25a0\u25a0- '-.-.-\u25a0\u25a0-' -•

...--\u25a0 -7 -.\u25a0\u25a0 '•:" -i.. -
"!• r-.v. ; *-\u25a0..:\u25a0 :-r

,
•..-\u25a0. .:-\u25a0;-.\u25a0..-- ".-,-—»\u25a0 .\u25a0- \u25a0 \u25a0-\u0084- . •'

-
.'-..--w--'\u25a0-"«-\u25a0- "'--. -^- '-. -:\u25a0 \u25a0. \u25a0"- \u25a0-.\u25a0'."*.J '-\u25a0\u25a0' :\u25a0*\u25a0\u25a0 .:\u25a0-- -. ,- -..-.. '\u25a0 r« : *-- -

r•'. -*-.:\u25a0• \u25a0-\u25a0\u25a0--- i\r-i.r -\u25a0\u25a0i mi

-- -— "
—

\u25a0

- '-
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\ Hunyadi I
! Janos I
% • Best Natural m

TjkMineral Water ML bj

Undtriht NiwPurs Food Law
\u25a0

*
"AllFood Products must be par* and

'

\u25a0
\u25a0
' honestly labelled.

- ''
:.

BURNETT'S
VANILLA.was fiftyyears ahead of the Law.. Itwas.

\u25a0' always pur*Vanilla. Every |bottle nowI
bears this label:Guarantied undtr tht rood

:\u25a0 and Drat* Act Jan* 30th, 1906," Serial
iNnmhtr 9lfwhichhas been assigned tous '

bythtU.B.Oept.of^Agriculture.- '<>
JOSEPHBURNCTTCO., \u25a0orrow, t,^: \


