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& Can it be the judge was color blind in ad-

dition to his impaired hearing?

What other conclusions can we come to?

The defense lawyer knew the man was
lieing, the whole world suspected as much
and still the judge and prosecutor never
tumbled to the fact that a cock and bull
story was going to the front—the law for-
bids such gullibillity on ‘the part of its serv-
ants.
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I am very, very lenient with those gentle-
men and would gladly defend their every
action, but I must not.

Law has been nullified and I have a
greater obligation . . .

|
; I am not weeping tears for Mooney and
3 } Billings, both are utter strangers to me.
’ My sole concern is the breakdown of law
in the states of California and Washington.
[ My tears are not for the Centralia vie-
d |tims although they are members of the same
I'| organization of which I am a part.
‘ My “bellyache” is the disgraceful miscar-
Iriage of justice and birth of INJUSTICE.
Were all of those prisoners hated ene-
mies of mine I would protest equally loud,
if not louder.
Let us reason together:
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i In the Mooney-Billings case, a dastardly

| erime had been committed, strange to Moo-

E'ney and Billings, and a conviction was had
by perjured evidence and in the absence of
all motive—just as if the crime was com-
mitted in the spirit of a lark.

Oh, what lawyers!—when the wind was
Iplowing precisely in the opposite direction.

In the Centralia case a body of innocent
men were convicted for a crime that has no
existence in law, tradition or reason and,
to all intents and purposes, the injured par-
ty was made to suffer additional injury at
the hands of a court that has no founda-
tion in fact other than the removal of every
vestige of injustice in the action.

Law demands the presence of crime in a
criminal action, and it demands, further,
the crime and accused shall be related, that
no man may be convicted for a crime to
which he is a stranger—he must stand or
fall on his own works.

Law demands a motive shall be shown in
court.

Mooney-Billings case rested without mo-
tive.

Centralia case produced no crime.

What’s law coming td—if this is not nul-
lification of the law, my head must be
mush.

Gentlemen of the jury: if those legal

mechanics are permitted to carry on that
way it shall be unsafe to live in United
States.

They have ears and they hear mot; they
have eyes and they see not; they have noses
and they smell not—good Governor Rolph
must have had something like that in mind
when he appointed Fickert counsellor for
the Medical Board, so as to have medical
attention handy in case Fickert shows
symptons of a relapse—a man can be ar-
rested and convicted for a series of crimes
that nover were committed and' a motive is
so much junk?

Where do they get that stuff that a crime
need not be proven and a motive be shown?

Justice moves slowly in this country,
more’s the pity—and when it must back-
track, its motion is slower still. If I am
correct, the courts of California have de-
clared themselves powerless to c¢orrect the
injustice did Mooney and Billings, accord-
ing to law. I believe it.

At the same time I believe they have the
power to correct the error by adding to it;
contrary to law, as in the original offense.

Be that as it may, the matter is up to
Gov. Rolph.

In the Centralia case, which should have
drawn . compulsory ‘“non-suit” from the
court, there is no such handicap confront-
mg the judges. There is absolutely nothing
to stop Governor Hartley from releasing
those men should he deem it in the interest
of preserving respect for law, to do so. But,
as I said before, JUSTICE moves SLOW-
LY, especially so in retracting its - foot
steps, Therefore: I hope, the governors
will rise to the occasion, save the courts all
that trouble of returning to the matter—
matter which can in no way react to the
credit of the courts—and turn those men
loose.

Like the famous milling company, can
only sigh: Eventually—why not now?




