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Appp.il from-the Superior Court of the
County of Slitter—Hon.'Vhil. Keyser, Judge.

A. L. Hart and M.K. Santiora, attorneys for
appellants.
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IN BAKSi

Shanklix, Respondent, 1
vs. VNo. 13,563.

McNamara bt al., Appellants.)
Ejectment. Judgment for plaintiff. Motion

for a new trial by defendants denied, and ap-
peal fronUhe judgment and the order denying
the motion.

The plaintiff claims title to the land in con-
troversy under aJpatent of the United States,
issued to Willard Hodgea, dated iJtvember 15,
ISS2, which was put in evidence, as was ul-n
a conveyance of the tract by Hodges to the
platntitl". The claim of HodSCB is under the
seventh section of the Act of Congress of July
2:!. 1 888, entitled "AnAct to quiet land titles
in California." (14 Btatß. at lar^e, p. 220.)
This section provides that when persons in
good faith and for a valuable consideration
haw purchased land of Mexican grantees in1

:i--i^mi-es, which grants bare subsequently
been rejected, or when the. lauds bo purchased
have been excluded from the llnal kui"\c.v of
any Mexican grant, and haw used, Improved,
and continued in the actual possession of the
game, according to the Uni a at their original
piircha.se, and when do valid adverse right or
title (except of the United States) exists, such
purchasers may purchase the Batoe, alter hav-
ing such lands surveyed under existing laws,
at the minimum [nice established by law,
upon iirst. making proof of the facts as-re-
quired herein, under regulations to be pre-
scrilied liy the Commissioner of the Qencro]
Land Oilier. Hodgesand Dpharn made proof
before the proper land office of their vigiii to
pun-luise itie land in suit under the section of
the Act of i.^<><> above referred to, bringing
themselves within its provisions, and wen:
allowed to purchase, and did purchase, on
this proof and purchase, the potent of the
United States above mentioned under which
the jilainlilVasserts title. This patent estab-
lishes priinafufie the right of the plaintiff to
recover,and must be regarded as conclusive
against the defendants, unless the latter can
attack it and successfully Impeach its s::iti-
efency to vest title in those claiming uuder it.

lK'TciKlauts ciaiia that the rights possessed
by them entitle them to attack the patent.
They say, that as a matter of fact, the laud
sped for was on the 28th day of September,

11860, swamp and overflowed land, and by
virtue of the Act of (Xegress of that elate, en-
titled "An Act to enat'e too State of Armin-
kus and other States to reclaim the swamp
lands within their limits,"' the title to this
tract passed from tin- United States to the

| siate of < California, and that it was out of ihe
power of Congress, or of the United States

I Government, in any way or nude, I<> divest
this title so passed to the State by the Actof

I 1 850.
itmust tie regarded as settled beyond con-

troversy that the first section of the Swamp
Ijind Act (Act of September "i^. 185O) is a

I grant in praexciiti to each Suite of the swamp
I and overflowed lands within its limits. The
Supreme Court of the United Stairs, speaking

I through Justice Field, have Bald Of this Act
in Wright vs. Roaeberry, 121 (7. S.B. 486:
'The words of the first Section of the Act
\u25a0shall Ik* and are hereby granted' Import an
inimediate transfer of interest, not a promise
of transfer in the future."'

This construction of the Act has been sus-
tained in several eases. (See Tubbs vs. Wil-

I holt, 73 Oat. <>3, and cases there eiled, and
cases cited in Wright vs. Uoseberry. supra.

The contention of the defendants is that
I they can impeach the patent ofplaintiff by
I snowing that the land In suit was on the day
of the passage of the Swamp Land Actof

I 1850, in fact swam]) and overflowed lands.
I To this contention plaintiff replies that de-

fendanta are estopped from making such
I proof by an authoritative decision ofacom-
| !>. tent 'tribunal to the contrary, binding on

both plaintiff and detundanis.
When the defendants Offered to defeat the

effect of the patent to prove that the land was
1 swamp and overflowed on the :ifitn day of

\u25a0 S*pteniber, ISoO, the plaint ill' met it with
I i roof Of-.what he claimed to DO an authort-
I tat've <lecision and adjudication to thocon-I trary, as above slated, and with the objection
I thatby reason of such decision such evidence

was Incompetent and Improper.
I The material bets pertaining to this adjiu'.i-
--| ration are as follows: in 1871 a contest arose.I acd was carried on in the United states i^ind
I Office in Marysvillc, in the contested case of
Willard Hodges and (Jeoree 15. Upham in re-
gard to tract Xo. ]2, township 12 north, range
:: east, to which John McNiimara (One of the
defendants In this case), and the Stute ot Cali-
fornia, were parties. Tract 12 includes the

I land in suit in this case. Hodges and Upham
claimed the whole of this t lact 12.

This contest involved the right to a portion
ofthis tract 12 as between Hodges and upham
and John McNamara. and to a portion of the
same tract as between Hodgeeand Upham and

j tbe State of < 'nlifornia. There were other par-
ities to the contest, but as their claims are not
I m tiny way involved in this action, they need
not be further referred to. Citations were
issueo" and served on all theparties. McNamara

I appeared by counsel and with his •witnesses.
Tiic State of California did not appear, nor did
anyone appear for it. The Register and E*>
eiiver awarded the land in contest (insult

I here) lietween the claimants Hotiges and
I'pham and the State of California, to the

I former. To John McNamara a portion of
i tract 1~ was awarded, as against Hodges and
I Lrpham. This last-named portion awarded to
' McNamara is not included in the land sued
I tor in this action.

Th (s decision, as bet ween Tlociircs and Upham
nndtii" state ofCalifornia, does not seem to
I.aye l«-^'v carried by appeal to the Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office at Washing-
ton. The_<' ncisioii of the Register and lle-
ceiver remain unchallenged by the State of
California, or any one claiming under her.

in a contest with another claimant, as to
lots 2:2 and 2 1 (involved herein), these lota were
on appeal awarded by the Secretary of the in-
terior to Hodges and Upham.

In j'.wcrd'ng the laadu in suit here to Hodgi s
and Upham,'the Register and Receiver held
that their riirut to purchase tlie lands was
superior to that of tile State. As the ruling
was not appealed' frolii, it would usually be
regarded a-s <-on< Sucting the State and estop-
ping her from any eiviiui to the land in con-
irovirsy. '.', \u0084 :

But did the Register and Receiver hold that
i tin 1 land was not swamp and overflowed ?
; On 1his point they say in their opinion:

•'Contestant, State of Coltfbrnta, does not ap-
pear to oantesi tlfc claim of Hodges and Up-

I nam,aiwno direct testimony wascaUedout
las to the alleged-swamp and overflowed

character of the land in dispute between these
parties. The evidence, however, shows that
allot" said tract ». 12 has lor many years
been used forordinary purposes ofagriculture

'ingrowing grain and grass forhay and past-
| ivage. And the fact Of its adaptability for
the cultivation of these siupl'1 agricultural
products would seem to determine the ques-
tioii as to the character of the land as against

I the (Stated At any rate, thesedrcumstauees.
eonpli'd with the fuct that prior to the Actof
July Hi. 1866, and to the Btato'a disposal of
the lami to purchasers iv good faith, the

I chiimailtn .became !purchasers in good faith of
the grant iitle to the same should, In our
judgment conclude the state In the premises."

It is iinaoiK>!<;dly held In the opinion of the
Register and Receiver that Hodges and l'|>-
bjun were entitltd to the land involved in the
contest with tlie h'au; under the seventhseo-

' tion o£ the Act of July is<;c. As foras
regards the land in s<.'it. the decision is bind-
iieon the State in so £irrs the Register and
H.-eo)ver have decided on the right of Hodges
and Upham (see llosmer vs. Wallace, :<7
U S K. 580). and also binding. In our jodfe
n.i nt,.on defendants, the McNamaras. In
:i efle canteste belore the officers of the Land
Department as to the right to enter land, the
parties to whom it could be awarded on the
contest are the proper and necessary parties.
in (he contwt we arc considering between
Hodges and Upham and the State of
California, hind could be awarded only to one
of these parties. It would not and could not be
awarded toagranteSoftneState-asinthiscßM!
to McNamara. The (tatted Btates authorities
innurh conicsts only notice the rights of par-
ties who have a right under the laws of the
United States to enter and purchase the land.
\i)V ix'rson cliiinnng under the Stair must
prosecute or defend his rights under the State
cs aparty to the contest. McNamara claim-
in" under the State in this caw, must have de-
fended his rigtrt under the State as a claimant,
•md it was Incumbent on him to do *o, There-
fore it follows that whatever was binding on
the S'ctc. bound MeNarnara. If. as the result
of the contest between Willard Hodges and
i! c State, it had been adjudged that the land
was not swamp and overflowed, that would
have bound the State within the rule laid
down in Johnson vs. Towsley. 13 Wall. 72,
approved andJ'ollow.-d in Hosmcr vs.Wallace,
I'C'tl 471 (See, also. Samson vs. Smiley.
13 Wall.,!)i:Warren vs. Van Brunt, lit Id.

{•:\u25a0>?,- Sheix'ey v>. Cowan. Ul. U. .S. H. 33t);
Moore vs. H<.:l>bins. S»8 la. 530: Hosmer vs.
Wallace, *J7 /a. 680; Marquei vs. Frisble, 101
J<l. 47: ii) The d*"U:rminailon"of the facts in
the same contest adjudging the right of
liodg<si»r.d Upham as against the State to
enter and purchase the land insult is for the
same reason binding on McNamara. The
.stoppel as to the StaU' exists only as to the
determination by the ofiiefrs of matters of
fact: Their determination, iffree from fraud,
and not the result of a fraudulent imposition
upon them, is final and conclusive. It is still
conclusive, though they may err in judgment
:i-!.> the weight of testimony, or may decide
directly against the evidence—subject -to the
limitation as to fraud and fraudulent imposi-
tion atx>ve stated.

It- may be remarked that thi* matter of
fraud, or fraudulent imposition, could not be
set irp in an action at law, as this is. The pat-
ent on the.se grounds must be assailed by a
proceeding in etjnity. Such is the law on this
subject. <Sw Ji iimson vs. Towsley, supra and
Moore vs. Robbins. supra.)

But if the officers of the Land Department
award land to one person which lias been
cmuted to another, tlic courts of law can fur-
ui<>ha remedy. It is not within the power or
jurisdiction ofthe Land Department to award
that to one person. 1 which by an Act of Con-
tress hiu» bflen granted to another. The Land
IXpartmefit cannot grant land. It i* incum-
bent on the Lund Department in executing
the laws of Congress in relation to the public
lands, to award to a party claiming to enter
and purcluise land, such right as the laws of the
United States have invested him with in regard
to the land lie claims; but ifthe laws have in-

vested another with title by grant to the land
to that other, the decision of the Land Depart-
nu-nt awarding it to another is a nullity. No
titlepasses by Bach decision, though theotli-
eers ot the Land Department have decided
that he is entitled tn it.- To decide otherwise
would be to hold that the Land Department
can grant land eontmry loan AttofGonareac

It is tamed here on behalf of appellants
that the officers of the Land Department have
not decided as a matter of fact that the land
in controversy was not swamp and over-
flowed.
It siTins to us that this contention on a fair

consideration and interpretation of the opin-
ion el the Kejrister and Heceiver. i.s sound and
maintainable, and that the decision of the
Register and Receiver awards the land to
Hinlscs and Upham on their claim preferred
undo the seventh section ofijhe Act of July
23, lH<io\ and regardless of the fact whether
the land in contest before them was swamp
ami overflowed or not. The language of their
opinion \u0084ii the point whether the land is
swamp and overflowed or not, is indefinite
and ambiguous, and such that it cannot
be said of it that it determines that the land is
no; swamp and overflowed. The opinion re-
fers to the evidence andsayi ofit "That it
would Been t.> determine the question as
to the character of the land as against the
State," Itdoes not say (as will !»\u25a0 observed on
a perusal of it) that the evidence shows the
land to be dry lana,and not swamp and over-
llowed, luit that it would sii:m to do so. The
opinion in '.^.e next sentence proceeds, "Vt
any rate, thesr circumstances, coupled with
the (act that prior to the Actof July :.':;. 1860,
and to the State's disposal of the land in good
faith, etc.. etc," proceeding then to award the
land to Hodges and Upham upon this claim
under the seventh section of the Act of Con-
mi B8 ju.-t referred to.

The Judgment ofthe Register and Receiver
is too Indefinite in its terms to bo regarded ajs
a decision that the land here was hot swamp
and overflowed.

Under th. w circumstances it isargued ilia!
the defendants have a right to show that the
land is swamp and overflowed; that as such it
vested in the siate by the Actof 28th Septem-
ber, 1850, known asthe Swamp Land-Act,
and thai having so vested, ii could not bo di-
vested and the Otic conferred on another hy
the subsequent Act of .Inly '_':{. isiitj.

Did the Swamp i^uid \<i of 1850 grant Un
swampand overflowed hauls within the ex-
terior bounds of a grant, which were excluded
on the flnal survey, to liie State of Galitornial
This is a question of Interpretation of the pro- ;
vlsionsox the Act of 1850, considered i;\ the I
light of and influenced by the nature of the I
grants made by tin 1 Mexican authorities In
California. Was it the intention of the law3

makers to '.'rant to the Stoic lav.d;. of the
nature and character above mentioned? Toe
question is one relating t<i tiio Intent of the
law-making power.

We are or opinion that there was bo such in-
tent to errant by the Act referred to.*The
reasons for this opinion we will proceed to
give.

It is the settled law c-f this State thattho
grantee ofa Mexican grant la entitled to the
possession ofallthe land within the exterior
limits of the tract designated in the map or
ieseno (which generally attended the applica-
tion fora grant), though the quantity intended
to be allotted to him on the final survey isa
I'iticii less quantity than that designated in
themapor descno,and this right continues
until ilic linal survey lias been made and up-
proved, an<! perhaps until the patent is Issued;
>r, to express the rale more briefly, where the

.rant is of a smaller quantity (say three
leagues) within a larger area (say* of ten
Ii agues), from which the three leagues
sro to be taken, that the grantee
Is entitled to the possession of the
whole until the quantity (three teaanes) to i>e
illiniii!to him is Set Offby the final survey,
nix! that he (the grantee) Ii entitled to recover
possession of the whole ten leagues by action
eproprl&te to that end, until the specine quan-
titj \u25a0 rante 1 him is Bet off.

The above is the rule declared in Ferris vs.
Cbovcr, lo Cal. 621, followed in numerous
cases t(i the Same effect. (Cornwall vs. ('nlvcr,
1(. Cal. \:i\>; Itiley vs. Heisch. is Cal. l<>s ;
Mfthoney vs. Vamwtakle, 2\ CbL ~>~>:i.) The
same rule has been approved and declared to
ii- the law i y the Supreme court of iln United
H:;t.'s iii Van Reyacgon vs. 801t0n,96 U.N. U.
;;.~i. ;»(>. We Insert Here that portion of the
opinion (hy Fieid, Justice) which relates to
this point, as a clear exposition ofthe rule and
!!:\u25a0• reasons on which it n-sts: "In the case at
bar the Burveyqr-Qeneral tat California dis-
regafdad the boundaries established upon the
juridical possession delivered to the grantee.
Jli 1 proceeded upon the conclusion that the
confirmees wen- pestricted by the decree to onesquare league; fa. bo tneasured oul of the tract
within those boundaries, which exceeded that
amount by a Itout fifteen hundred acres;
WtieUnT the terms of the decree justified his
eonclunion isa question upon which Itis un-
necessary for us to express an opinion. Thai
Is a question which must, in tbe first instance,
be determined by the Luid Department In car-
rying the decree into execution by a survey
and patent. It Is sufficient (orthepresent case
that the survey made wsis contested by the
confirmees, and the contest, was undeter-
tulueil when this (action was tried, until
finally proved, the -survey could not impair
their right to. (hepqsseasion of the entire tract
as delivered DyHSe former government to the
grantee under whom they claim. Until then, it
was inoperative for any purpose. Even ifthe
limitation t<> one square league BHeuldulti-
mately be held cornet, that square league
might be located Ina diSerenl portion of (!;*•
tract by tli\u25a0•• cti'.n of the Land Department.
to which the supervision and correction of
surveys of private land-claims are Intrusted,
The confirmees could not measure off the
quantity for themseiv. s and thus legally se-
gri gate it from the balance of the tract. The
right to make the segregation tested exclu-
sively with the Government, and could only
be exercised by v.-> officers. I'ntu they acted
and effected the segregation, the confirmees
were in'in "-!<\u25a0(! in preserving the entire tract
from waste ana iivuiry. and in Improving it:
for until then they could know what part
mlirln. be assigned to them. Tutu then, no
third person could Interfere with theirright to
the possession of the whole. No third person
could be permitted to determine, inadvance
of such Bc;;rcjßition, that any particulnr
locality would fall within the si'ivplas. tin.'.
thereby Justify Dls intrusion upon It and Its
detention from them. Ifone person could In
this way appropriate a particular parcel to
himself, all persons could do so; and thus the
confirmees would soon !»\u25a0 stripped of the land
which was intended by the Government as n
donation to Its grantee, whose interests they
have acquired,** the benefit of parties who
were never In Us oontemplatlon. Ifthe law
were otherwise than as-stated, the confirmees
would lind their possessions limited, first in
one direction,and then in another,each In-
truder asserUng that the parcel occupied by
him fell within liiesurplus, until in the end
they would be excluded from thecntire tract.' 1

This right of possession is property, and full
protection ofitwas granted to the Mexican
grantee by the treaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo,
and by the Constitution and laws of The
United States, (Ferris vs. Coover. 10 Cal.
620-21.)

That the tract Of land involved in this case
waswithln the limitsof the grant to sutter,
was conclusively determined against defend-
ants in the proceeding in the ljimiiifflce, con-
sidered hi a former par! ofthis opinion, where
the land in suit was awarded to Hodges and
Tpham. under the seventh section of t he A«t
of Congress of July 28, lf-KJIi. When the
s«:ini|i Land Act of the :j,s(h of September,
isv>. was paseed;, Sutter had aright to i
idon of the land Rued for, and it. is not to he
tuppascd that the Congresß of the United
Slates would land to one when another
person hail to it a right of possession fur ,-iti

indefinite period, guaranteed to him by its
l.i .- ;;t the time the niant is.-^ud tohaveUi-n
made. It cannot be presumed that Con-
eress would have granted directly and uncou-

.::\u25a0 lonally t" a person v trac^tof (and ofwhich
the United States did not have the absolute
and uncontrolled title, so that Itßgtttntecroight
;;: once tstEG possession. Itcould not be [iredi-
cati d of sncli a BQl&tas Ihe Swamp Land Act
tliat Con^rc*s Istended to grant land t..•('.:!\u25a0
State when ul the time of the grant Gutter had
title to possession of the land, and might bo-
come Invested wtth the full, legal title. lie
would have beeu so invested if. on the final
survey of hi grunt, the land in suit hid been
included in such Una] survey. The principle
here invoked and relied on was adopted
t>j the United States Supreme Court in
1.. :> vinworth, etc.. lUillrond Company \s.
United States ('.»-' U. s. R., 7SA). wliere it was
held that a grant of land to the State of Kan-
s<ii4 to :'.id in tlie construction of a railroad
embraced only the land whereto the complete
title was i:i the United (States at the date of
the Act, and ui-.s applicable only to public
lands owned absolutely by the United states.
This was hiiii m regard toa grant of land to
the State of Kansjus, where, at the time the
grunt was made, the land in question
was included in a reservation made to the
Ctsugc tribe of India!is.

We think the rule of construction laid down
in the case lust Cited shows that it was not t!:e
Intention ol Ciongress to grunt to the suite of
California by the Act of September.2*. IhOO,
lands the rijjht to the possession of which was
then vested in a Mexican grantee, and
tci-U to him by a treaty us well as by the Con-
stitutlon and laws of the Ur.ited Suites.

We see nothing in Ni v.hall vs. Saiiger. !>2
U.S. 7H1,0r United States vs. Mcl.au.^hlin.
127 U.S. Hi,lh conflict with luiythin™"raled
herein. We cannot see that these eases have
any direct application to the case under con-
siifenition.

From the fore°:oins It fiillows that the judg-
ment and order lire without error, and must
i>e affirmed.

There is some very significant evidence in
th>- record In relation to the land in suit, upon
which we will make some observations In it«
relation to the legislation ofCongress In regard
to >wuinpand overflowed lands. .

The fourth section of tue Act of July 23,
ISO6, is in these words:

"Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, that in
all cases where township surveys have been,
or (hall hereafter be, made under t ho authority
of the United States, and the plats thereof ap-
proved, it shall be the duty of the Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office to certify
over to the State of California, as swamp and
overflowed, all the lunds represented as such,
upon such approved plats, within, one year
from the passaue ot t his Act, or within one year
from the return and approval of such town-
ship plats. The Commissioner shall direct the
United States Surveyor-General for the State
of California to examine the segregation maps
and surveys of the uwanip and overflowed
lands made by fiwjJ State: and where he shall
find them to conform to the system of surveys
adopted by the United States, he shall con-

struct and approve township plats accord-
ingly, ami forward to the srMieral larnl office
for approval; Provided, that, in segregating
largo oodles of land, notoriously undobviously
swampand oversowed, ttshall uot betaeces-
sury to subdivide the same, but to run the ex-
terior lines of such body of laud. In case such
State survey&are found not to be in accord-
ance with tin-system ofUnited States surveys,
and in such.townships as no survey has been
made by the IT!ilted Suites', tlu^Comnnssioner
shall direct the Surveyor-General to make
segregation surveys,-upon -application to said
Surveyor-General by the Governor of said
State, within one year of such application, of
all the swamp and overflowed land in' such
townships, and to report the same to the Gen-
eral IjuidIMllce, represetrthiK and describing
what land was swamp aud overflowed under
the grtint, according to the best evidence hecan obtain. If tin- authorities of said State-
shall claim as su.imp and overflowed any land
not represented as such upon the Jnap or in
tin- returns of the surveyors, the character of
such land at the ilate of the «raiit, September
28y1850, and the rlght.to the same, shall be
determined l>y testimony, to bo taken before
the Surveyor-General, who Shall decide the
Hume, subject to the approval of tiie Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office."

The record shows that the plaintiff offered
in evidence the approved official township
plat, of township 13 north, range 3 east,Mount Diablo meridian, filed In Ine United
States K-ind OHl'-cut Marysville, in this Slate,
on August 2,1869, and also the approved
diagram of amendments to said pint from the
Office-of the Surveyor-General of the United
States, n>r the st:it<- of California, dated 6th
of September, lsiiit. filed in the United states
1-xnd < mice aliove-niitioned, of the land dis-
trict in which the land hi controversy is situ-
ated on September 9, ]si>:>, showing the pub-
llc lands and claims with specific boundaries
within the rejected limits of the New Helvetia
rancho. The above plat and diagram Include
the land involved herein, which Is designated
thereon as lands claimed by purchasers of
Mexican grantees, or their assignees, and
Which have IM-en excluded from the final sur-
vey of the smter grant.

fi will l>c observed that the land involved in
1 this suit was not represented on the approved
plat, or the approved diagram ofamendments
to ii. as swamp and overflowed, and it. there- !
tore, (Hit not become the duty of the Commis-
sioner of the Genera] L.iml Office, under the

I fourth section of the Act of 1866, above
I emoted, to certify such land ovfer to the State.
1 Nor i'.ocs it appear in the record that any
\ township plat Has been constructed which
j repreuentfl such land to be tswamp and over-
trowed.

Under the provisions of the fourth section
it will i><- seen that the Governor of the
State was vested with authority to have the
swamp ami overflowed lands segregated by
surrey011 application to the Surveyor-Gen-
eral, and itwas further provided In the same
section that if the authorities of the State
shall claim as twainp and overflowed any laud
not represented us sm-h upon the map, orIn
the returns of the surveyors, tiie charade:- of
such land at the dnte of the rrunt (September
•_:s, 1850), and the right to the same, shall be
determined by testimony, 10 be taUm before
the Surveyor^ jeneral, who shall decide the
.same, subject to the approval of the Commis-
sioner of the General (xuid Office,

In this case no steps have been taken by the
I Governor or the State authorities to have the
character of this land determined—to have it
decided whether it was Bwamp andoverflowed
at the date of the grant. Nor does it appear
thai the defendant* have ever taken steps to
have the Governor or State authorities move
in the matter. The patent under which the
plaintiff makes title was issued on the 16th of

: December, 1882,0n a claim commencing us
far had; as 1850. Defendants claim that their
claim rested on a certificate of purchase issued
on the 2lßt of July, 1856. The delay in this
matter to have the character of the '.and de-
terinined, as it could have been done under
the section of the Act of 18G6 above quoted,

j though not conclusive, is strongly persuasive
! thai the land was never of the character de-
acribed by tin- &warnp I^uid Act of 1850 as
swamp and overflowed;

The court did not err in refusing to allow de-
fendants to prove that the lands in suit tx'-
langed to the category of swamp and over-
flowed lands.

Wi find no error in therecord, and the judg-
ment aiul order are affirmed.

Thornton, J.
We concur:

ftfCFARLAOT), J.
WIIIiKS,J.
SHAiu-sit:ix, .7.

CONCUKETNQ OPINION.
Iconcur in the Judgment. The swamp land

grant of LBSOU one in uuwwttf, and passed
the tit it- to the lands as of Its date, but it could
npl attach ti any specific tract until it was de-
termined by the proper officer that the land
was swamp la character, tinder the Aetof
1850 itwas the (inly of the Secretary of t lie
Interiortomake out accurate lists and plats,
and transmit the same to the Governor of the
State, and at the request of the latter cause
patents to issue therefor. No provision was
made tor» review of his action inascertain-
ing and designating the character of the lands.
Under the Aetof July :>ii, 1866, which was
passed toi|Uiet land titles in California, the
duty of identifying swamp lands by survey
and segregation was put upon the Surveyor-
General, subject to the approval of the livid
Commissioner. Itwas provided that a hear-
ing might be had by the state before the
Surveyor-General for the purpose of
Showing that the township pints were
incorivci. Provision was also made

i for the adjustment of the claims otbonaflde| purchasers from Mexican grantees, where the
: land purchased had been excluded from the
! survey of the grant on its final confirmation.
These contests were heard before the Register
»nd Receiver of the local land office, under
certain rules formulated by the Oommission.

On August 2, im»",i. the 'and in controversy
\u25a0was returned and designated upon the official

! plat as public land claimed by purchasers of
Mexican grantees,ortbeiraasigns. it was notI returned as swamp land, and was not desig-
nated on the officialplat with the usual Gov-
ernment sections and subdivisions, but in ac-
cordance with existing lines of subdivisions,

\u25a0 so as to include '-permanent improvements,'
as provided by Section 7 of the Act of July
23,1866. This plat, which in ct'i-ct showed
that tiie land was not regarded >\v theSur-
\vyoi--G/ neral as swamp and overflowed laud,
remained on file In the local liimd < ilticc from

I Aau'ust, is(i9, to June: 1888. without chal-
lenge by any one —the State or its grantees —as
to the eharael.u- Of the land. Hodges aud
Uphamftled in the local l.aiul < mice, in Sep-
tember, lst>!>, a pre-emption claim tor the
land under Section 7 of the Act Of J Si!l>,
claiming to have purchased it for a valuable
consideration from the Mexican grantees, and
placed valuable improvements Hun-on in port
only. On this statement citations were Issued
by il-.e olficirs of the land Office to the defend-
ant, who bad filed on a portion of tin-trait
described ill the lloiiycs claim, and to the State
to show cause against the application of
Hodges and Upham to purchase. The state
did not appear, but the defendant herein ap-
peared and contested the application. An
appeal was taUen to the Commissioner of the
General Land i '(lie< 1. and from his decision to
the Secretary of the Interior, who finally de-
termined that the applicants were entitled to
a patent.

1 think the proceedings had on application
of plaintiff's grantors, who purchased the
land under tbo provisions of the seventh seer
tion of the Act of July -J3, 1 *(".<>, and the >le-
cislon rendered by the department are a oom-1
plete bar to any claim of the State, and to the
claim Of the defendants. It, is true, tin- pro-
ceedings against McNaniara involved other
lands than those In controversy here, but they
also involved the right of said grantors to pur*
chase the litnds in controversy :us asuinst all
fmrties to that action. -\t. th^time tKose pro-
ceedings vvercpunding MeNamara heldacer-

\u25a0fiftaitc of puiiliase under wliich he now
claims titie to the lands in suit. Although
that certificated wan issued in 1860,iind the
hearing before the Jjind Office was not had
untilMarch. IS7I, yet I think McNamar.i's
right was coiji-huled therein. The application
ol HoiljTi'S and Upiiam was based upon theal-
legatlon that they were Junta flde puix-basers
for a valuable consideration from Mexican
grantees of land which bad been excluded
liom the final survey of the grant; that they
had made Improvements and occupied the
land according to the lines of their original
purchase, and that there was no valid adverse
right except that of the United suites. Inac-
cordance with the rules of the department the
said McNaniara and all other persons Inter-
ested were duly cited to appear and contest
their right to purchase the land under

| the Act of July 2:J, l^Ufi. The defeiul-
I ant did appear and contest the claim-
ant's iii;lit. DO a portion of the land, but
made no contest, as to that portion which is
in controversy here, and for which heat, that
time held a certificate of purchase. The State
had parted with her title to the defendant and
was interested In the contest. It was the duty
of MeNamara, as grantee of the State, to defend
whatever claim he hud under his certificate.
Itseems tome that in the absence of fraud
the decision Of the I,and Department was
binding on all the parties and all the world.
(Wright vs. Boseberry, 121 U. 8. 12S; French
vs. Kyan, IK} U. S. 169.)

The defendants did not offer to show that
the land was swamp and overflowed at the
time the tyrant took effect, to wit: September
28*1850. The evidence offered w;is all ad-
dressed to the question »s to its character at
the time of the trial. The court did not err,
t,here£jre, in excluding the evidence.

Patkuson-. J.
«.

Beecham's pills cure sick headache.
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Weak k^^kn Strong
Arms //xS. Arms

Wj)J*u*aa*~S rK same level when v^^WXj|
V you wash with Pearline. The woman whc>^ tt

4fi is strong can keep her strength forsomething v
else ; the woman who is weak willfeel that she is strong.
It isn't the woman that does the work—it's PE ARLINE.

So it is with the clothes. They needn't be strong. The
finest things fare as well as the coarsest. . They all last
longer, for they're saved the rubbing that wears them
but. Work was never so easy —never so well done. And
safe, too. Nothing that is washable was ever hurt by
Pearline. Ifitwere othcrzvhe- —do you.think we would
conlimce to sell enough Pearline yearly to supply every
family in the land with/several packages.
~JT\ Peddlers and some unscrupulous grocers willtollyou, "this
iS^Wf^lre is as g°°4 as" or " the as Pearline." IT'S FALSE—

V'r Pearlinc is never peddled, ,8a IAMES PYLE. New York.

A JOB LOT OF CLOAKS AND ULSTERS
FROM $2 60 TO $3.

Also a Full Line of Medicated Underwear
AT 73 CENTS.

E, LYQIST & CO., 625.J St.

JOS. THIEBEN CROCKERY CO.

Special Sale for 10 Days.
A reduction of 15 per cent, on anything in our store outside of the

regular staple goods, such as White China, Plain Crockery or Plain

Glassware, on account of making room for our spring stock, and to
save expense and trouble of taking inventory. As ALL GOODS ARE
MARKED IN PLAIN FIGURES you can buy for yourself.

JOS. THIEBEN CROCKERY CO.,
NO. 518 J STREET.

fiST" "We are the recognized headquarters for BAR,
HOTEL and RESTAURANT SUPPLIES.

HUNTINGTON-HOPKINS COMPANY^
Sporting Goods, Shotguns, Rifles, Standard Loaded

Shells, Pqwder, Shot, Etc.

SACRAMENTO AMD SAN FRANCISCO.

$IO—NCX7"COOK STOVE--sld
We offer you the largest Cook Stove, with the largest and

best oven to be found in the State, for sio. Come and see
it. Every one warranted. New price-list free on application.

ROOFING, PLUMBING AND GENERAL JOBBING.
i;ii»i»i;:::,:!:mi:ili.ii.,.ii»uli::i.::i;m;»ii;,::ii .i

CIKCAIarBEirg.LIISr <5t CO., 313 PC Street.
1 1 — j

NATIONAL BANK OF D. 0. MILLS I. CO,
Sacramento, Cal.—Founded, ISSO.

Saturday Hours 10 A. M. to 1 P. M.

Directors and ShnreUoldei-s:
it. O. KlXiUa 1,538 Slmros
EDOAB MlliiS,Prcsulinl..., 1,53s SUiins
S. I'ltr.NTlss SMITH, Vlce-Pres. 250 stmns
FRANK MIi.I.KU.fiisliHT a.r>l Slituvs
C. F. DII.I.MAN.AsM. C;i.-liiiT.... l:.T> Shares
Other yetataa own l,l<.)^: Sluiros

Capital and Surplus, ;««<>»>,<)UO.

JCClirome Ktoel !S;ife Deposit Vault and
Time Lix-k.

FAHMKKS' ANMIFXIIANK'S'SAVINGS BANK
Soattiweet Corner Fonrtta and J streets,

HaeraineiiU), till.
GunranttHHl tapltul 8500,000

LOANS MADK (IN REAL ESTATK. TN-
terest paid scmi-annually on Term and

Ordinary I><')K)sits.
B. I.STKINMAN President
EDWIN K. AXJ3IP Vice-Pivsident
I>. I). WHITBECK Cashier
C. H. CUMMINGS ....SecrvUiy
JAME« M. STEVENSON Surveyor

DIRECTORS:
H. U. Steisman, Kiiwi.vK. Ai^ip,
C. H. CIMMIXtiS, W. E. TKIU'.V,
Sou Kcsyon, .lamus McN.vsser.

.las. M. Stkv.-.nsos.
_^

CALIFORNIA STATE BANS
And Safe Deposit Vaults,

SACKAMKNTO. CAT..
Draws Drafts on Principal Cities ot the World.

Saturday Hours, 10 A. M. to 1 P. M.
OFFICKK.S:

President N. D. KIDEOrT
Vlee-Fresldeat PRED'K COX
Cashier A. AHI'.oTT
Assistant (,'a.sljkr W. E. OEKBSB, DIKECTOKS:

C. W. CI.ARKE, JOS. STEFFEX9,
<;ko. C. I'i'.ukins, I-'iiv:i)'k i'o.x.
N. I). Hideout. J. K. Watsok,

\V. E. Oekhek.

PEOPLE'S SAVINGS BANK.
Saernmoiito City C'allfornin

CAPITAL STUCK PAID IT. 988feSOO;
ITift 11 11nnrlftnrplnn. %tft ,***ift26i Ttrm

und Ordinary Deposits received. Dividends
iiaid semi-HniHinliy. Money loaned on lUtil
Estate only. \V>[.BE4 XMAN. I'resideut.

UEO. "W. Ix>RENZ. Cashier.

SACIUMENTO BAM.-
mHF. OLDEST SAVIN(iS HANK IX THE
J_ city, corner of Fiftli and .1 streets, Sacra-

mento. Guaranteed capital. $600/MO\ paid
up capital. ooln, SSOO.OOU; loans on real
estau' in California. July 1.1 890,f2,898*442;
term and ordinary depooto^ July 3, IbHO,-
-fB|594.>7091 Term nud ordinary depoalta re-
celved. Dividends paid in January and July.
Money loaned upon real estate only. The

• Bank does exclusively \u25a0 savings bunk busi-
ness. Infomiaiion furnished ui>on applica-
tion to W. P. OOLEMAN, President

En. K. Hamilton, Cashier.

CROCKER-WOOLWORTH KAT»SAt BAHK,
323 I'inc street, Ss»n Francisco.

PAID-DP CAPITAL, $1,000,000. SGEPLUS, $250,000.

directors:

CHARLES CnOCKEH E. H. MILLER,JR.
R. c. Wocil.wokth President
W. E. BKiIWN Vice-President
%V. H. CKOCKER Cashier

/-^ DR. JORDAN & CO.'S
faj7 Museum of Anatomy,

f- .- 1 MAI.KET STRE ET, S.\ N
f^SSK <»)1 Francisco. Admission, 2s

sBUI cent.'-. Gt> und learn bow to
j| vh avoid disease. Consultation and
« ami treatment personally or by lct-
l^nl tiT0:1 sjxTmutorrhoaonr siniuill«*R?p tt weaknesses and all diati-es ot
Al I R» men. Send for book. Private

A. R office, 211 (Jeary street. Oon-• A 1 sultation free. au!4-tf«-

mHE NEWS OF^THK WORLD IS LXIN-
X tamed in the WEEKLY DHIOH.

\u25a0

WHAT THE DOCTOR SAYS:
A WELL-KNOWN NEW YORK PHY-

SICIAN GIVES THIS ADVICE IN CASES
OF CATARRH:

" The mucous membrane feeing
relaxed an astringent is required

to resiore it to a healthy condition.
POND'S EXTRACT is such an as-
tringent. Used as a gargle, wash,

or injection it is exceedingly bene-
ficial."

WHAT THE PATIENT SAYS:
11 I havo boon a constant suf'orer for

years (from about Nov. Ist until the fol-
lowing Juno) from se/oro colds in my
toead and throat ; in fact, tho wt'ole mu-
ioui tissue from the nose, down to and
Induing the rronchiil tubes, were rr.oro
cr i^iz affortofi.. Itwas fast developing
into CHROMIC CATARRH. I nad tried
most known remedies, and was finally
persuaded last March to use POND'S
EXTRACT. I snuffed it up my noso

and inhaled it; garjlod my throat with
it 2nd swallowed it. It relieved mo

wondsrfuHy and ha* effected almost a
radical cur«. 1 hevo used it for burns,
bruises, and sprains, end believe it in-
valuable in «uch cases. I believe also

that no family should bo without itin the
house, fcalins »* I do tl»*t it cemprvsos

% whole Phatmacrpneia within itself. 11

—FREDERIC E. FINCK.

REFUSE SUBSTITUTES^^
BE SURE THAT BOTTLE H^ffl
WITH BUFF-WRAPPER||g|y
LOOKS LlKETMiS^^|p|§l

•MNUFACTVRtO'OIILV O*

PO N O'S EXTRACT COMPANmjS^gI
76 FIFTH AV^tttWYOfirU f - "*

CAST YOUR ®OVER TP.Ii
write for free Ulttitr**

|^^™^M^^^^^^^T^pfainily laper on *ar;ie»lopen^U*!
9 U I f&g tumon, I'utiu.m, pUet, vancooe
E^jij II A^Bm hydn'cele; Li-mcea. tpp'iiuioca 1

•^\u25a0^\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0\u25a0^\u25a0i^ta^Klaljo, (x-:il:ilentUl txx>k. fur itk
IcxpUißinf whythoosands cuiaut get cured vt ipeci&l,priva!
I ctuonic iiirtwrr*.eyet, ears, hugs, wmiiuU *f»kiicai, loaa
I iu*!.h^>i. ;i«et, KTi'hilU. aiia»tarAl lusma. roiulta of abuse .• excewes, »hich unfit aii *»r m*rri*£«*. lu\pi-iu«M,or lifetA

tie*. DH. UCBIG'S WONDERFUL OEftXAf* IMYIGOKATO
the gr»: —t rvmot; for abov« compiaiuU. Toprvv« its meti:

• $1 Ui*lbottl* teitt tnm. AJ.li«. Dit. LIEWQ A, CO. 4>: Qtm.
\u25a0 SV- Sw >-TVirt3co. Cat. or Wl W. Wtß BU, Kansu Cttj, Mo.

I rjKXD THE WEEKLY UNIOX TO YOUB
iri.'Ti-i.s in tho iuittt.

REMEDY
FOR PAIN

ATT. AROUND THE WORLD.

One hundred and fiVe Americans vis-
ited Burns' birthplace in Scotland in one
day last summer.

At Milwaukee all tlieater bills are here-
after tobe subniittttl to tho Chief of Po-
lice before being posted.

A Mormon ze&lot luis started a p.ipor at
EiiHt JonliMi, .Mi<!;.. which he christened
Herald of[he Afillmnium. Oik; article in
his creed is thnt it is ungodly to wear
boiled shirts.

Tho v.hito mourning' oi" the youthful
qneen of the.'Netherlands is a revival of
an old custom. Some ancient orders of
nuns, corropWtadingto the passionate one
of men, used to dress in white.

A negress oamedCaroline Jenkins, liv-
ing near lToiiston, Tox;is, is a veritable
Sampson. Four police offioers wi'nt to
arrest her, when she took them one by
one. threw them out. at the house and
locked the doors upon them. She can
break a half-inch rope with ease by
stretching itfrom hand to hand.— — —

S"| Will

All on one side—tho offer that's made by the pro-
prietors of Dr. Sage's Catarrh
Remedy. It's §500 reward for
an incurables case of Catarrh, no
matter how bad, or of how long
standing. They mean what they
say ; they're responsible, and the
offer has been made for years.
It's all on your side—you lose
your catarrh, or you're paid $500
for keeping it. But it's safe for
them, tco — they know you'll be
cured.

Dr. Safe's Remedy produces
perfect and permanent cures of
Chronic Catarrh in the Head, as
thousands can testify. "Cold in
the Head " is cured with a few
applications. Catarrhal Head-
ache is relieved and cured as if
by magic. It removes offensive
breath, los3or impairment of the
sense of taste, smell or hearing,
watering or weak eyes, and im-
paired memory, when caused by
Xhc violence of* Catarrh, as they
all frequently are. Remedy sold
by druggists, 50 cents.

Of Pure Cod Liver Oi! with
• Hypophosphites
: Of Lime and Soda.
j! There are auulsioiio atul cniulr.iotts,

1 a»i<i there is r.till much rflrfrmrtfttf mi!/:
( which masquerades as fream. Try .<«
( thett u-ill tnaiiy manrifact»rrr3 cannot

so MWH(n their end liveroil as to ntako
it palatable to sennitiv?1 atomaehs. Scott's
Emulsion of I'VKI!NOlitriSGlAy COO
tilVKllOIL,combined with I!tnu,j>lwi-
phitea is almost as palatable, as tnilk.For this treason as well as for the factof the >ithniilathifi tjualities of the Uifpo-
phasphitts, I'hi/siciaiut frwiuntly pre-
scribe it in cast* of

CONSUMPTION,
SCROFULA, JiUoyCUITI3 and

CUltOyiC COUGH or StiVJJKE COCO, l!
j AllDruggists sell it, but bo cure, you get '( the aennliie,astlurt: are. fioor imitations.

Ws'<S-' j:*'s V-l ACOUGH"B
•yf\V\u25a0'* & 'T *" J'1 to •""ntiiKclj e-avcs.i

"jtS J/ifll W1|nt is \u25a0\u25a0•\u25a0 cough? I
Xk^SSSK. ** V ''Jf The ll}']i5""i> thr«»at<»|
\/.\^^^r^^,

«-*> -^.-.^^^lironchial tubec have g
attacked by ag

VvlV^^I**^^ coM; nature nountis .in

V\v\N \Vr ?lafm/t>^" tclHns v. hcic the dJsosM
>l\ A\v>y '*ca- Wisdom Bucar^lo " TRY
'voNxVvr of Wild Cherry;"
\'\v\N\y It ha>j cured thousands of pen-.ons.
\WAVr "^" '""^"' J'ou <;o"?'l! them is denser,

|W>'V\\/^ •"'\u25a0^ OOOgfi in :i D:iD?cr Hi^nnl. Uto

o\w nolouc^s'jed '• I.BUTTS" oawrapper.

SPECIFICS
For Horses, Caxtle. Sheep. Ecgs, Hogs, .

AND POULTRY.
SGGPagc Boole «n Trfatracnt ofAnimals

unit Chart Sent Free.
Cuhem Fcvrrs,t;onceßtion», Inflnmmntion
A. A.' !-;>mui! MeniiiKitis, MilkFever.
lt.lC.—Strains, LucßaMi Uhcuinntism.
C.C.—l)istc>npcr, .N;.r.n! Uixcharsca.
1). :>... \ioir- or Nriib-. WorniM.
1-..V;.—('miuhs llraven, Pneumonia.
K.F.—Colic or Uripcs. BellTacbc.
(;.(..— .tii.M. n rri ;-.«:»•. l!< in;:1111. }_-\u25a0•.

H.H.—.Criiiary nud Kiiluey Diseases.
I.l—Eruptive Discnheu, iMnngp.
J.li.-- l>isfa»cs ofDiecxtioß, i'nrnlj\u25a0•i.
Single Bottle (over 50 ciost-.s), - - .00
Stable Vase, with Specifics, Manual,

Veterinary Cure Oliaiui Medlcator, 87.0O
Jar Vctcriunry Cure OH, - - 1.00

Sold by DroKsists; or Sent Prepaid aaywhero
and in any quantity on Hcceipt ofPrice

HTIMPKREyS' MEDIC1173 CO..
Corner William and John St»., New Tork.

y]|F^SUMP E£ SYS'
f/^^^_ls HOMEOPATHIC f%f|

iI^KISPECIFiC Np.fili
In une 39 years. The only succcmsfai remed) for

Nervous Debility, Vital Weakness,
»nd Profitrdtioa, from over-work or other csubcs.
91 per TiaL or 5 tialjend large vi_i powder, /or $5.

Solij E» Brugoists, orgvnt ptist;vald on receipt
of price.-HOI«PHREYS' MEDICIHE CO.,

Cor. William and John Sts., 2i. Y-

TTft I&MTIkUU.BEhS Sai.c-ia. from

1U Bf t«I% iflkB1. y.,uth:ul orrora
porly deciy, wastlnp; weakness, lont t_auhoo<l, etc.,
Iwill sond avaiuaolc treatise _*lll"])oontalnlng
fuMparticulars for home cure, FltKli of charge.
AFplc:i'iid medical work; BhouM t« road byevery
man who 1* uprvn-is nnf) di-hllltaUil. Ailoresß,
Prof. F. C. FOW.EB, SlooduSf Conn*

%Hli&ccU.ctxtcovt&.

THE CHEAPEST AND BEST MEDICINE FOR FAMILY USE IK THE WORLD.
Trxstnntlv stous the most o\t nichitiiv.; pains; never fail.-: to srivo ease to tho suflbrcr. Forsri\(i\^ uuisKs i;a\'K.\oiik: Vain in the chKst or sn.Ks, hjeadache,
T.M) rH \r\il-' ("uNUIiSTIoX. IN:'LA.MMATIONS. RHEUMATISM, NK[:UA.r,<HA.IA-.v'lVv;.' sri VJH A, FAINS I>7 TliK SMALL OK THB BACK, or any other external
]>u\ a tew onollcatlons act likemazteiCaaslDg the iwm i» Inatantlystop. All intkh-
NAL PAINS. SIARRHEA. I.YSKNTKHY. CofrC, srASJLS, .\Alsi:\. KAINTIN(r

SPELLS NEL'.Vi)t'SXI-"ss, SLEEPLKSSNESS, arc relieved instantly ami quickly cared
l>v liikiiii'ii'.v/iiiMiv30 t<» <;0 drops In l-.nila tumbler <;t wnn-r. s(> (cuts i\ ];oit U-. sold
by JH-nwists. With KADYVAY'S I'ILIJS there is no better CUKE or PREVENTIVE
OK KKVi:HAND AGUE. WM&w

3___a

ABCHITECTS.
Xr I>. GOODELL AND F. n. SCHAIIDIN
Li. have associated themselves together iv»
Architects and Efon_sm. Office, Pioneer Hall,
Seventh street, betw vi.l and X, Suoranieiito,
Cal. CoiiKUltalioiiiiiitl cstlinutu.s made free of
chaige.

MKS. KA»Yoj7STIELIKO. U.li^~
LATELADYPETNCEPAI- OP DTTFF^BIII

Medical College forWomen, and suj-erin-
tendent of Wonrcn's rlOßpltiilg and J>isix)n-
saries Id Northern British [ndUv. Jyiseamm ot
women and children n specialty*. OFFICE—
Roorc 7, Odd Fellows' Temple.

It. V. KOOT. ALEX. NKi IAON. J. DHISCOI_

KOOT, IiEILSON 4: Cf).,
TTNION POtWDBY—IEON AND BRASS
U Poucdfirs and Machinists. Front street,
between N ami (>. t listings and machiuery oi
every description made to order.

gLttjxrvtr tn^ -at- 41aw,

CHARLES H. OATXAS,
\ TTOKNEYAKD COUNSELOR ATi»AW.
J\ Offloc—!:J0 J street, Bacnanento, CuJ.
Notary Pablic

A L. HAEtT"
A ttoijinv:y-AT-r.Avr-office : souta-

I j\_ wist, corner Fifth and .Tf>lfeeLs. Kouint
ITJ, 13 and 14. Sntti r Bcildlug.

THOMAS W, HOTCPHREY,
A TTGKXKY ANJI fOirXsK!.()i! AT I,AAV.

2\ Southwest«sornei"Seventh and .f streeta;Rotary Public. Collections. Sacramento, Cal.

gU-»tisix-y.

F. F. TEBBETS,

DENTIST, 914 SIXTH BT., _fi?_£S__£J*
between I and .1. west Kid(-,m9=gE*§sW

opixisitc Congregational Climvh. M-iJJxi3_r
DR W. C. EEITH.

~

DENTIST. TJXDLKY BUILD-^ r̂^^
ii)'.r, souUieiist. corner Si-v-J^P -!^enth and J streets, hfaeramenlo-^T^^^^S^

C. H. STEPHEHSON,

DENTIST, CORNER
rath am! J sir \u25a0.\u25a0!>. over 1.\ •

on'^Dry G<x>ds Store. "

giccb*, yvo'ottcc, <&tc.

mMW white wp oats
And AI/FALKA BEED in lots to suit.

W. H. WOOD & CO.,
WHOIJESAX3Z PRODUCE,

Nos._ii7_to 125 J Street, Sacramento.
S. GERBON & COn

—WHOUESAUB—

Fruit, Produce ami ('omiaissioD Merchants,
SACRAMENTO, CAL.

_P. O. Box 170.

CURTIS BROS. & CO.,
GENERAL COMMISIOH JSLRCHAHTS,

IVholcsalc Tu'iilors in Fruit anil Produce,
80S, OK), 31-i X st., Bacrnmento.

Telephone 37. POBtonlOß ltox 335.

W. R. STRONG CO.,

Wholesale Fruit and Produce Dealers,
SACRA M ESnCO, CAX.

i EUGENE J. GREGORY. FKAKK {iREUORY.

GREGORY BROS. CO.,
SUCCESSORS TO GREGORY, BARNES <ft
O CO.. Nos. 126 and i

_ - .( st.. BacramcntO,
wnolesale denlers in Prodnce ana Frnit. Full
stocks ot Potatoes, Vegetables. Green ami
Dried Fruits. Beans, Ailuila. Batter, Eggs,

I Cheese, Poultry. Etc., always on band; Orders
j filled at LOWEST UATKS.

' —— —\u25a0— \u25a0

THE PARKER

wtaas mm

AT TTIK ANNUAL TOrRXAMENT OF
1889, lield at Cannes. Franco, the grand

prize, consisting of2,000 francs and a valua-
lilc ci;j>, was won with the Parker jlatnmer-
Icss. l'lictirsi I'arkc r ifrunuit-rii-ss mm madewon the champioosblp of Ajrncrtca at IJcciUnr.
111. send for .ulustrut tl circnlar.

PARKER BROS., Makers,
M^KIDKN', CT.

j Xotv York S:i!i>; 1-nom, !)7 < liarnbcis 9U

f^ Uquqr Habit,
arwTze wo/>w tmliz/sßirr one a&3.

Itcan be g: yon in coO'eo, tea. or in urticlosof fo^without the knowH-dK*' of j.aii.-ut If necrssar)it is absolutely harmless and will pffect » lierml
nent and speedy cure, whether tli<- naUcnt is
niodC'rat'Mirt.'ikerornnali.-ohollc-.vrcct ITKZT"EX FAILS. It.jper:ites so quietly and withsaocertainty that the jmtient undergo,'^ no incwvenionce, and soon his complete reformationeffected. -IS pace book true. To b« had ot

JOSBPH HAHW 4 CO.. Fifth and J Streets.

TWILCOX'S
COMPOUND

Safe, Certain and Effectual. /»J"»«*ftiaUorbj miSm -if. t**T "\%MDllllVSi»f**«
Uoard." WILCUX.brKtlVlC tU., l'bUa4«l|>l>l_,

Sold by Kirk, Geary <fc Co., Saeramenfca,
Its


