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SUPREME COURT DECISIONS.

{Filed, January 6, 1891.]

Appeal from Superior Court

County—J. M. Walling, Judge. i

For appellant, George A. Rankin, of counsel,

T. . Coogan.
For respondent, Cross & Simonds.
IN BANK.
E. G. SUKEFORTH, Respondent,)
'S ~-No.13,363.

Nevada

VS.
Gro. LorDD, Appellant.

This is an action to recover aamages on ac-
count of the seizure by defendant under a
writ of attachment, of certain goods, claimed
by the plaintiff. The case arose under the fol-
lowing circumsiances:

On the 15th of August, 1888, L. M,
Sukeforth, who for 2 number of years there-
tofore had carried on a certain carpet business
at Nevada City, being largely indebted and in-
soivent, sold, transferred, and delivered io the
plaintifi—who is his_brother—for a nominal
consideration of 81,500 his entire stock in
trade, all his outstanding bills and acecounts
and all other property, exempt from execu-
tion, which he then passessed. Among his
creditors at the time of this transfer were
Sloan & Company, wholesale carpet dealers,
who eaused a suit to be instituted upon their
claim, and in said suit caused an attachment
to be issued which was levied by the defend-
ant, as Sheriff of Nevada County, on the stock
of carpets, cte,, then in the possession of the

lgintiff, and claimed by him as vendee of
iis brother. Thereupon this action was com-
menced against the Sheriff, who defends upon
the ground that the sale from L. M. Sukeforth
to the plaintifl’ was fraudulent and void as to
creditors, 5

The case was tried by a jury who found for
the plaintiff, and the defendant appeals from
thv}udgmuntnnd from an order denying his
motion for a new trial.

At the trial in the Superior Court all ques-
tions of fact were eliminated from the case by
the mutual admissions of counsel exeept the
single one of fraud in the sale, and all the as-
gignments of error which we are aslzed 1o con-
sider relate exclusively to that matter,

A preliminary objection is made by the re-
spondent to any consideration of the errors
assigned, upon the ground that the answer of
the defendant was insufficient to raise the
issue of fraud.

The allegations of the answer upon this
point are as follows:

“That the defendant is informed and be-
lieves, and upon such information and belief
soavers the fact to be, that on or about the said
15th day of August, 1888, while said L. M.
Sukeforth was so as aforesaid engage
ness, and while he was so aforesaid indebted,
he, said L. M. Sukeforth, and the plaintifl,
who is hig brother, conspired together for the
purpose and with the intent to hinder, delay
and detraud the creditors of said L. M. Sukec-
forth out of their just debts and demands
against bim, said L. M. Sukeforth: and with
such purpose and intent the said L. M. Suke-
worth made a pretended, false and fraudulent
sale of the property mentioned in plaintifi®s
complaint, and of all other property save such
as is by law exempt from execution, owned by
said L. M. Sukeforth, to the plaintiff, and with
such purpose and intent the said plaintiff re-
ceived said pretended false and fraudulent
conveyance; and thereupon said plaintiff
took possession of said property and so held
the same, and not otherwise,”

If there had been a demurrer to the answer,
it would probably be held on the authority of
Pershon vs. Hewitt, 79 Cal., 598, and other
cases cited by respondent, that these allegca-
tions were insuflicieut as a plea of fraud. Or,
if evidence tending to prove the supposed
fraud had been objected to at the trial upon
the ground of immateriality, the objection |
would probably have been sustained unless the
auswer had been amended.

But there was no demurrer to the answer,
and at the trial evidence was offered and ad-
mitted without any objection whatever,
which tended in the strongest manner to es-
tablish every fact necessary to invalidate the
sale on the ground of fraud.

The question thereforeis whether a party
who has treated an answer containing o gene-
ral allegation of fraud as sufficient to raise the
issue by going into a trial of all the questions
involved without any objection, can make the
point here for the first time that there is no
such issue in the case.

We think there ean be no manner of doubt
that if the verdict and judgment in this case
had been in favor of the defendant and the

laintiff had been appealing, he would not

1ave been heard to allege the defect in the an-

swer, which he relies on here to prevent a con-
sideration of the errorsassigned by the defend-
ant.

In Kingvs. Davis, 34 Cal. 106, the plaintiffs
were appealing and in this court. objected to
the answer on precisely the ground taken by
the respondent here. But the court said: “The
point made by the appellant that the answer
does not make an issueof fraud eannot be con-
sidered by us further than to say that it comes
too late. The answer contains a general alle-
gation of fraud, and the appellant went to trial
upon the issue thus joined without making
any exception to the answer on the score of in-
sufficiency. Nor was any objection made by
the appellant to the testimony introduced by
the respondent in supportof the issueof fraud.
On the contrary, that issue was assumed to
have been properly made and was tried upon
its merits. Under these circamstances an ob-
Jection to the ans r that it does not contain
a statementof the particular facts and cireum-
stances constituting the alleged fraud eannot
be entertalmed by us.”

This proposition, that the failure to allege |
the particular facts constituting fraud, or
estoppel, or other special defenses pleaded in
general terms, may be waived by failure to
demaur, or to object to the evidenee ofiered at
the trial, has been affirmed over and overagain
in a long series of eases running through our
reports from the first volume down to the case
of Hughes vs. Wheeler, 76 Cal. 230.

We refer to the tollowing wong many
others: (Lee vs. Figg, 37 Cal, 335; Hutchings
vs., Castle, 48 Cal. 155; Bull vs. Ford, 66 Cal. |
176.)

Against this Jong list of cases is cited the re-
cent deeision of Department One of this court
in Albertoli vs, Branhaia, 30 Cal. 633, which
is supposed to establish a ditferent doetrine.

IT that ease could not be distinguished from
this it would be suflicient to see that it is not
law. Adecisionofonedepartment of thiscourt
cannot be held to have overruled a long line
of cases decided by the whole court, especially
when they are not even named or otherwise
referred to in the department decision, and
were evidently not considered,

Jut the truth is, that case differed from this
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and from the cases above cited in the import-
ant particular that the evidence of fraud was
objected to at the trial (though the report does
not show it). By reason of tgis fact, probably,
counsel for defendant did not malke the point
that there had been any waiver of defects in
his plea of fraud, and did not cite any of the
cases holding the doctrine above quoted from
King vs. Davis. His whole contention was
that his plea was sufficient, and that was the
only question which the department decided.
Therefore, the rule of King vs. Davis isstill
unqguestionably the law of this State, as it un-
questionably ought to be.

But the respondent contends that it does not
apply to this ease, beeause:

First—The answer was in such form that he
could not have demurred to it on any ground
allowed by the statute; and, therefore, he
waived nothing by failure to demur.

Second—The record does not show that he
failed, to object to evidence of fraud.

Third—The defect in the plea was not cured
by verdict as in King vs. Davis and other
cases in which the verdiet was in favor of, and
not against, the plea as it is in this case.

With respect to the first point, respondent
says the plea of fraud was not separately
stated, but was coupled with a denial of plain-
tifl’s ownership, which made the answer good
against the general demurrer to the whole an-
swer, and a demurver to the plea of fraud im-
practicable. 'We think, however, that the plea
of fraud is separately stated in the answer,
and might have been separately demurred to.

Jut if it was not separately stated it must be
regarded as qualifying the denial in general
terms of plaintiff’s ownership, and showing
that such denial meant nothing more than
that the plaintiff was not the owner of the
goods, because the transfer from L. M. Suke-
forth was void as to creditors by reason of
fraud. In which case—assuming that the
fraud was insufiiciently pleaded—the whole
answer was demurrable on the ground that it
did not state facts sufficient to constitute a de-
fensge, or that it was ambigzuous, uncertain and
unintelligible. (Code Civil Procedure, Sec-
tion 44 4.)

As to the second point. Ttis true, as con-
tended by respondent, that there is no express
statement in the record to the eflect that he
failed to object to the evidence of fraud, but
we do not deem such an express statement
necessaty, if the fact can be clearly inferred
from the statement, as we think it can. The
defendant in moving for 2 new trial specitied
in his statement the particular grounds upon
which he relied, and every specification of
fact or law showed that he relied upon having
proved every faci necessary 1o establish a
frandulent sale. He also set out the evidence
to sustain his specitications, ail appearing to
have been received without any objection
upon the ground that fraud had not been
pleaded. I any such objection had been
made it was the right of the respondent to
amend the proposed statement o as to show
it, and undoubtediy he wonld have done so.
The fact, therefore, that no objection appears
to have been made is proof that there was
none. To hold otherwise would destroy all
the advantage of the doetrine of waiver; for in
all cases where the party had not been warned
of the defects of his plea by demurrer or ob-
jection to evidence, he would be whoily un-
aware of the necessity of making it appear by
his statement or bill of exceptions that he had
not been warned, and the court would merely
have saved him from one snage in order to in-
volve him in another.

As to the third ground for denying the de-
fendant the beneiit of the doetrine of waiver,
we phink that the facet that he is appealing is
rather in his favor than otherwise. In King
vs. Davis, as in all the casesin which the
plaintiff was appealing, the only consequence
of a reversal of the judgment on account of

| the insuflicieney of the plea would have been
| a retrial of the cause upon amended plead-

ings, but to aflirm the judegment on that
ground when the defendantis appealing would
teave bim without remedy or hope of redress.
Therefore, when he is appealing tn o meritori-
wrious case in which he might prevail on a
new trial under correet rulings, it would be
even more unjust to allow piaintitf to object
to his ]‘\ll"l in this court for the first time than
it wouid have been to allow the objection in
the cases cited. ¢

For these reasons we conclude thap the de-
fendant is entitled to have his appeal consid-
ered on its merits,

His first proposition is that the evidence
showed without substantial conflict that the
transfer of the property in coniroversy by I.
M. Sukeforth to plaintiff was fraudulent and
void as to creditors, and that the Superior
Court erred in not granting a new trial on that
ground,

It is certain that many facts were established
without any confiict in the evidence from
which the jury wounld have been justified in in-
ferring 2 fraundulent intent upon the part of
plaintiffand his brotherin mui(in_::lml:u-wnt-’
g the transfer, but we are not willing to say
thatsuch inference was absolutely nec

in that the case w.
as entitied the defendant to have the issue of
fraud submitted to the jury upon instructions
fully and fairly stating the law applicable
thereto.

This we think was not done—the ecourt hav-
ing given instractions that should have been
refused or qualified, and refused instructions
that should have been given. But here again
we are met with the technical objection that
the errors of the court in giving and refusing
ns cannot be reviewed because they
were nct exeepted to in time or at all.

The objection is based upon the following
statement in the record:

“After the oflicer had

]

been sworn to take

retiring, but before they were out of the ¢ourt-
room, counsel for the defendant stepped up to
the side of the beneh and said to the court: I
would like an exception entered to alt the in-
structions given by the court, at the re
the plaintiff to all the iostructions asked by
the defer , and rrefused Ly the court,
and to all instructions given by the court on
its own motion.’

“The court said: ‘Have any exceptions en-
tered your desire.

“Counscl said: “Shail I have the clerk enter
them?

“The court replied: ‘If you ehoose to do s0.?

“Neither the minutes ofthe court kept by
theelerk, nor the reporter’s notes of the trial,
show that any exception to instructions was
reserved or: entered.”

This shows veryclearly that a suflicient ex-
ception was taken to the written requests to
charge given and refased. (MeCreery vs. I
ing, 44 Cal. 249; Shea vs. P.& B. V. R. R. Co. Id.
429), though it was probably insuiticient as
an excepiion to the oral charge of the court.
(Rider vs. Bdgar, 54 Cal. 130, and cases there
cited). We will, therefore, consider only the
exceptions written to the charges.

It was error to give plaintift’s instruction
No. 15, which was as follows:

‘If you tind a verdict for the plaintiffin this
case, your verdicet will be for the value of the
properiy converted by the defendant at the
tinie of the conversion, not exgeeding the sum
of $4.000, together wiih interest thereon from
Angust 25, 1888, to this date, ap the rate of
seven per cent. persannum.”

The property taken by defendant was al-
leged in the complaint and admitted by the
answer 1o be worth $4,000, and a verdiet for
the plaintifl’ could mot properly have been
rendered for Jess than $4,000 and interest.
Under this instruction the jury were allowed
tofind, aud they did find, a verdict for less
than $1,000.

This does not look like an injury to the de-
fendant, but he conplains that he was injured
by the instruction in this way. If the jury
had been compelled to find for the plaintift
for 84,000, or at all, they would have found
for defendant, but Ix r allowed to find a
smaller verdict for pinintift’ they cased their
consciences by a sort of comproemise between
what toey wished, and what the law de-
manded, We scarcely think that this would
have been a ground for reversal, but as the
case i= to be remanded for a new trial on
other grounds, and as the defendant deems
himself injured by this instruction, we feel
constrained to pronounce it erroneous,

It caynot pert s be said that the first, elev-
enth and thirteenth instructions asked by
plaintifl’ are positively erroncous, They are
all to the efiect that a transfer of property by
a debtor to one creditor in preference
to others is not necessarily fraudu-
lent. It would have been better, however, in
view of the fucts of this case, to have added
the qualification that such transfer must be
miade in cood {attl.

The instructions asked by defendant, and
numbered 4, 6, 1¥ and 16, were all correct
and pertinent, and the refusal to give them
was ervor, and error clearly prejudeial to the
defendant.

By the first (No. 4) the defendant sought to
impress upon ihe jury the view that a man is
guilty of fruud in doing what the law deems
frav@ulent, although he may notbe conscious
that he is commiiting any wrong, By the
second (No. 6.} the court was asked toinstruet
the jury that the acceptance by a ecreditor
from an insolvent debtor of an amount of
property largely in excess of his demand isg
cirenmstance tending (o prove a fraudulent
intent. By the ghird (No. 11) the court was
asked to charge as tollows ;

“If a debtor who is insclvent transfers to one
of his creditors all his property, except such
as is exempt from execution, with an under-
standing or agreement between himself and
his creditor that the latter will dispose of the
property so transferred, and after paying him-
self, refund whatever remains to the debtor
such an understanding or agreement wonl
be a cireumstance tending to show that the
transfer was made with the intent to delay and
defraud creditors; and where the value of
the property so transferred is grossly in excess
of the creditor’s elaim, that is a circumstance
tending to show that such an understanding
exists, =

The fourth (No. 16) contains a correct state-
ment as to the necessity in most cases of rely-

| ing upon circmmstantial or presumptive evi-

dence to prove fraud. and of the amount of
proof r«;‘uircd to establish it satisfactorily.
From the character of the evidenee in this
case, it was important that the jury should be
correetly informed on all these points, and for
the error in refusing these instructions the
jugdment and order appealed from must be re-
vesrsed. 3
We see no error In the other rulings com-
piained of. :
Judgment and order reversed and eause re-
manded. BeatTy, C. J.
We conecur:
McFARLAND, J.
PaTERSON, Jo
SHARPSTEIN, J.

[Filed January 4, 1891.]
Superior Court Sacramento County—J. W.
Armstrong, Judge.

(s e _Justus wvon Lie~-
big®s signature as
- 4 showne

For petitioner, Amos H, Carpentar
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For respondent, A. L. Rhodes, Wilson &

‘Wilson.
IN BANK.
D. M. VANCE, Petitioner,
Vs, ‘
SUPERIOR COURT OF SACRAMENTO‘&I&QSG.

COUNTY, AND J. W, ARMSTRONG,
JUDGE, Respondent. J
This proceeding is in the form of an original

petition to this court, in which it is stated
(substantially) that the petitioner Vance was a
defendant in a certain action in the court of
respondent; that judgment having been ren-
dered against him in said action, he presented
to the respondent, Judge of said court, o draft
of a bill of exceptions which, it is averred,
contained a true statement of the proceedings
and evidence in said aection: that the said
Judge changed said draft by striking out cer-
iain things from its statement of said proceed-
ings and evidence, and inserting certain other
things therein, and settled seid bill as so
amended by him; and that the amendments
made by said Judge avere incorrect and untruae.
The prayer of the petition is that this court
“will allow and seitle said bill of excep-
tions as set forth in the printed pages of
this petition.” The printed pages of the pe-
tition contain the entire drattof the biil of
exceptions which purports to state all the pro-
ceedings and evidence intheaction referred to;
and the written part shows the amendments
made by the Judge before the settlement. The
amendments do not avpear to us to be mate-
rial; and yet they may have some impori-
ance which does not appear here,

If this procecding can be maintained at all
it must be by virtue of Section 652 Code of
Civil Procedure, The language of that section
is as follows: “If the judge in any case 7efuse
to allow an exceptior: in accordance with the
facts, the party desiring the bill settled may
apply by petition to the Supreme Court to
prove the same.” Now, it secms guite appar-
ent upen the face of this language that the
petition must be based upon the refusal of the
Judge to allow an exception which is “An ob-
jection upon a matter of law to a decision
made * > '* by a court, tribunal, judge or
other judicial officer,” (C.C. P., 6146); butin
the petition now before us there is noaver-
ment, or showing, or pretense that the re-
spondent refused toallow any exception what-
ever, or that the proceedings or evidence
about which the dispute oceurs had any refer-
ence whatever to any exception which he re-
fused to allow. Tke petitioner, therefore,
clearly fails to bring himselt within the lan-
guage of thé section. It is argued, however,
by petitioner, as it has been areued by counsel
in other recent cases, that there d be no
“narrow” construction given to Scction 632,
but tbhat this court shonld construe it to ex-
tend to cevery imaginable ease where, in o
statement on motion 1or a new H
is practically the sanic thing) ir
exceptions covering the whoie trial
dispute between the attorney and the pr
ing judge as to what evidence had been in
duced, or what in other respeets had occarred
at the trial.  This is an attempr, without wir-
rant in the canons of construiction, to assume
that the Legislatare meant more than it said.
No interpretation can be justly called “nar-
row” whnich follows statutory language, which
is itself ex industria narrow. When See-
tion 652 was enacted the statutory general law
—in accordance with the inherent distinetion
between trial and appellate courts—was, that
the Judgeof the trial courtalone should make
that record, which otherwise would not bhe
record, by settling statements and bills of ex-
ceptions; and that the appellate court should
act upon records as they came toit. If the
Legislature had intended to entirely over-

-~

turn that ancient rule, and to send the
appellate down into the trial court to
j construet  for the latter an entire
| history ef a trial there, it certainly
|

would not have contined itself to the “narrow”
Ianguage which it employs. But it ev
approached the subject with the greatest e

tion. It said nothing about statements on
motion for new trial, or about what evidence,
or what history of proceedings generally
should go into statements or general bills of
exceptions, nor did it undertake to give this
court gencral power to reg struet such state-
ments or bills, or dete ¢ what evidence
should go into or be stricken out of them. It
refers solely to a case where the Judge is
charged with havinzg refused toallow an ox-
ception; that is, where a party claims that he
made “an objection upon a matter of law to a
decision made” by the court, and took an ex-
ception to the decision, and the court refus
to certify in & bill or statement that such an
exception was taken, or that such an oceur-
rence took place. In such a case the
party may prove, if he is able, in this
court, that he did take s cception, and
may prove, no doubt, in that connection, suf-
ficient surrounding facts to show what the
point of the exception is. If he suecceed
In making his proof his exception will be
here put into a bill, certitied by this
court through its Chiet Justice, and
filed with the clerk bolow, where it
will take its place among the other thinegs
which constitute the record. But when the
code speaks of an exeeption which the judge
has refused to allow, it hecessarily refers to an
exception which the judge had the power to
allow, and Section 652 Las no applieation ex-

cept where a judge h sed to allow such
an exeeption. anevil that a statement
¢t what evidence was introduced, made by
judge who prezided over the trigl, and who
aects in his judicial character and under his |
judicial cath, cannot be overcome by the con-
tradictory statement of sonchbody eise, why it |
must be put into the lar lass of eviis (real or |
imaginary) which this courl has no jurisdie-
tion to remedy. These views s i
ance with Landers vs, Landers,
They are S ressly held in th
of Hyde vs, Boy! i Pac. Rep,, p.1.059), al-
though in the latter case it does not appear
that the opinion was coneurred in by a ma-
jority of the court, And for the reasons ahove
stated the application in the case at bar must
be dismissed,
It may be noticed that counsel for respond-
ent raises here, for the first time, the point
that Section 652 is unconstitutional, for the
reason that by it the Legisinture undertook to
confer upon this court powers, and to impose |
upon it duties, not embraced in any of the cat- |
{ ezories of jurisdiction enuinerated in that part |
| of the constitution by which this court is ere- l
ated. Dut as the case is already dispesed of |
we do not care to consider the constitutional |
question at this time.
The prayer of the petition is denied, and the
proceeding dis:mnissed. MCFARLAND, J.
We coneur:
Wonris, J:
SIrApPsTEIN, J,
I coneur in tae order.
PATERSCN, J.
A S T T g A iy

AN EVENTFUL CAREER.

|
|
|
|

Is That of 2 Billard Ball When Talken
frrom First to Last,

There are few men or things that are
called upon to roll into more olose cor-
ners or queer situations than is a billard
ball. That is, of course, after it has he-
come a full-fledged billard ball. Its
carcer prior to this is rather monotonous.
An elephant, cither in Asia or Afriea.
carries it with him in his waanderings
very near to his tgunk. Tt is then known
as his task, and bas been the causc of
some very tall lying in the way of cle-

phant stories told by various persons, of
{ whom Rider Haggard is the foremost
| representative.

The transition from being an elephant’s
tusk to beinga billiavrd ball in gouzi stand-
ingis not sudden. It takes time to efiect
it. In the ifirst place, according to the
New York Mail and FErpress,it is not
every tusk that is suitable to make a bill-
iard ball from. There are several factories
in New York City, and they say that it
takes a good while to turn out a perfect
ball. The firms here, however, have to
do but part of the work, for they get the
tusks that are of the proper quality sent
to them cut into sections, each section
being large enough to allow of the turn-
ing of a single hall out of it. Most of this
material: comes from Hamburg. The
ivory is so marked that the turners here
know what part of the tusk each picce
comes from, and in this way can caleulate
as to the grain and quality of the article.

It reguires skilled labor to turn outa
billiard ball. One-half of it is first turned,
an instrumeni, of the finest steel being
used for the work. Then the half-turne
ball is hung up in a net and is allowed to
hang there for a year todry. Then the
second halfis turned and then comes the
polishing, Whitening and water and a
good deal of rubbing are necessary for
this, It is neeessary in the end that the
ball shall to the veriest fraction of a grain
be of a certain weight.

It is after being placed on the billiard
table that the real life of the billiard
ball commences. There are pores in
ivory justasthere are in the epidermis.
These may close and then, if in a hot
room, the ball is likely to crack, or it may
crack by reason of concussion with other
balls. During the first stage the billiard
ball may mix in almost any so-
ciety. It may gyrateunderthe magic cue
of a Slosson, a Schaefer, a Vignaux or
some other ehampion, or it may be toyed
with by fair dames in private billiard-
rooms in swell houses on Murray Hill,

When it cracks it drops a step %wer. It
is sent to a factory and a small fraction
of a nick is shaved off from it.  You next
see it in some second-rate billiard-room
on Sixth Avenue. Finally it rolls even
lower and into some second-hand shop,
and thence into a Bowery saloon,
where *‘crooks” manipulate ‘it to the
dismay and diseomfiture of visitors from
the rural districts. The rest is soon
told. The balls become cracked, decrepit
and practically useless for the purpose
for which they were made. Then they
are bought up by other dealers, are cut
up and made into smaller articles, If
the worst comeslto they worst, the can be
burned and u in_the making of ivory
black., A checkered life enowgh is that
of a billiard ball,

| ferred to re:

{in the great Northwest, very thit
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The Great Liver and Stomach Remedy,
URES ALL DISOKDERS OF THE STOMACI, LIVER, BOWELS, KIDN EYS, BLAD-
der, Nervous Diseases, Loss of Appetite, Headache, Constipation, Costiveness, Indiges-
tion, Biliousness, Fever, Piles, Etc., and renders the system less liable to contract disease.

DYSPEPSIA.

. RADWAY’S PILLS are a cure for this complaint. They tone up the internal secre-
tions to healthy action, restore strength to the stomach and enable it to perform its func-

tions, PRICE, 25 cents per box. Sold by all druggists.

&%~ If your storekeeper is'

oui of them we will mail you a box on receipt of price, or five for S1.
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RADWAY & CO., 32 Warren Street, New . York.

PILL Son

ECTUALY “

2" WORTH A GUINEA A BOX. ==

For BILIGUS & NERVOUS DISORDERS

Such es Wind and Pain in the Storiach, Fullness and Sweiiing after Meals,
Dizziness, and Srowsiness, Cold Chills, Flushings of Heat, Loss of A petite,
Shortness of Breath, Costiveness, Scurvy, Blotches on the Skin, Disturied
Sleep, Frightful Breams, and all Nervous and Trembling Sensations, | ‘c.
THE FIRST DOSE WILL CIVE RELIEF IN TWENTY MINUTES.
BEECHAM'S PILLS TAKEN A8 DIRECTED RESTORE FEMALES TO COMPLETE HEALTH .

For Sick Headache, Weak Stomach, Impaired

Sold Ly Dvuggists generally., B,

N SNSNSNSNSNS,

.. e N

Digestien, Constipation, Disordered Liver, elc.,

they ACT LIXE MAGIC, Strengthening tho muscular System, restoringlong-lost Com-
plexion, bringing back the keen edge of appstite, and arousing with the RGIEBUD OF
HEALTH the whole physical energy of tho uman frame. Oue of the best guarantecs
to the Nervous and Debifitated 13 that BEECHAM'S PILLS HAVE THE LARGEST SALE OF
ANY PROPRIETARY MEDICIKE iN THE WORLD.
Prepared only by TEHOS. BELCM AN, St Welens, Tanen shire, Engiand.
s F. ALLEN CO., 3565 and 387 Canal St.. New York,
Sois Acents for the United States, who (if your drageist does 1ot Leep them) WILL M AlL
BEFCHAMW'S PILLS on RUCEIPT of P}
S e B DN NS SR T o T K

UCE, Sets. 4 BOX. (MENTION THIS PAFER.)
LU . S BTN NI INTN N

'
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OVE THEY SAY
1S BLIND

-COPYRICHT.

Butthe most loving husband will see
the difference in his home if you use

polio-lksaves labor in housework

Cleanliness and neatness about a house are necessary to

insure comfort.

Man likes comfort, and if he can’t find it at
home, he will seek elsewhere for it.

Good housewives know

that SAPOLIO makes a house clean and keeps it bright.

Happiness always dwells in a comfortable home.

Do you

want cleanliness, comfort and happiness? Try SAPOLIO

an:s e =i Ba anen~iged qf wone eniccace,

{—ELY'S CREAM BALM—Cleanses the Nasal
o Pasegages, Alleye Pain and Inflammaticn, Henls
Athe Sorcs, Restores Taste and Smell, and Cures g
. W® I ot i 3 3 R LG NI

G, S

olf
Awpply inlo the Nostriis.

L in Head.
It i8 Quickly Absorbed.

e 50c.” Droggists or by mril. LLY BROS., 56 Warren 8t., N. Y.} 2087

British Nortihh America.
The dominion of Canada embraces to-
dav, under the Federal Government, the
entire territory of British North America,

| ineluding theislands, with the exception

of Newtoundland, which has so far pre-
n outside the coniedera-
tion. This vastareaisdivided intoseven
provinees and four territories. Theprov-
inces are as follows, talzen in the order of
their popaiation and wealth: Ontario,
Quebee, Nova: Scotia, New Brunswick,
Manitoba, Prince Edward Island and
British Columbia. The four territories,
which include vast areas ef prairie land
_\' ]):‘:;‘,—
sl As-

ulated, are Alberta, Assiniboin 1o
siniboin Westand Saskatehewsan.
SN R S e R

Kunp up that rasping cough at the
peril of brealing down your lungs and
throat., Ratheriel the affileted immedi-
ately resort at ence to Dr. 1), Jayne’s Bx-
pectorant, which curcs all coaghs and
colds, and amcliorates all lung complica-
tions and throat ails.

e e
BeHAM'S pills aet like magic on a

weak stomaci,

, Macbeth's ¢ pearl top”” and
““ pearl glass” lamp-chimneys
do not break from heat, not
one in a hundred; they break
from accidents. .. o

They are made of clear
glass as well as tough, as
clear as crystal. They fit the
lamps they are made for.
Shape controls the draft; they
are shaped right. Draft con-
tributes to proper combustion;
that makes light; they  im-
orove the light of a lamp,

But they cost a dealer three
iimes as much as common
“himneys, and, as they do not
oreak, he is apt to be anxious
lest they stop his trade: Di-
minished sales and, less profit
are not agreeable to him.

, There are two sides to the

uestion. Have a talkwith him.
ittsburg. GEO. A. ngzx &.Co.

DR. JOIADAN & CoO.’'S
Museum of Anatomy,
#Y~1 MARKETSTREET, SAN

‘ e)], Francisco. Admission, 25
cents. Go and learn how to
avold disease. Consultation and
treatment personally or by let-
ter on spermatorrhea or genital
weaknesses and all diseases ot
men. Send for book, Private
oifice, 211 Geary street. Con-
Itation free. auld-tfw

SHERWOOD HALL NURSERIES
Timothy Hopkins,
MENLO PARK, SAN MATEO COUNTY, CAL.

Carnations, Roses, Chrysanthemums
and Cut Flowers.

23" SWEET PEA SEED A SPECIALTY. %8

SPECIALTY FOR THIS WEEK:

Quaker Drops!

S10 K STREET.

T 0 8

Jao

£ (VR THk

hieh il far or tte'
s DR LESIG WONSERTUL SERNAN TRVIGORATO
-]
&ﬂhl bottle ssnt free. Address, DR, LIEBIG & CO.
Ban Xranciaco, Cal, oF 301 W. #ih Be, Kausas Cty,

-

CAUTIGH W. L. Deuglan Sheie g3
warrnnted, und every paf
haos his name and price stamped oz botton

$3 SHOE cenrithen

€ine Colf and Laced Waterproef Gralz
The cxcellence and wearing quaiitics of this she
:anrot be better shown than by the strong endors:
ments of its thousands of constant wearers.
55.00 Gennine Iland-sewed, an elezant an
stylish dress Shoe which commends itsel
54-00 nidesewed Welt, A fine calf She
nrequatled {or style and durabilily.
83.50 Goodyear Welt s the standard dre:
Shoe, at a populnr priea.
63.50 }’ollcrmnn a8 Shoe is especially adapte

or rallroad men, farmers, etc.
All made in Congress, Button and Lace.

$3 & 2 SHOES 598

1ave been most favorably received sinece introduee
and the recent improvements make them superk
¢ any shoes 20ld at these prices.

Ask your Dealer, and if ha cannot suppiy you sen
iirect to mcwr{ enclosing advertised price, or
postal for order blanks.

W. 1L.. DOUGLAS, Brockton, Mas.

WEINSTOCK, LUBIN & €O., Agents,
Nos. 400 to 412 K street,' Sacramento.

" SEALOF >

NORTH CARGLINA | logH

)

A

g e s

e X Tt

st

MANUFACTURED OF

| SELECTGRANVILLECOUNTY HCLEAF
| ' MARBURS BROS.

2. _BaiLvimonre.u sa. &L
NN —— [ e—— 1 g
The great success of this well-known
brand has flooded the country with in-

ferior imitations.

SRS

Smokers—Beware of dealers who try to
Jorce on you an inferior Tobacco, under
the pretense it is as good as “‘Seal.” You
Inow what you want. See that you get it.

MWE

PLAZA CASH GROCERY

HOECKEL & (0., Proprietors,
—DEALERS IN—

Choice Teas and Coffee.

LOOK AT OUR BARGAINS:

Gilt Edge Butter at T5¢ per roll.

Fresh Ranch Butter at 53¢ per roll.

Fresh Ranch Eggs at 27%c per dozen.

Tomatoes, 10¢ per ean. :

We are still selling that fine lot of
Honey at 10¢ per comb.

Give us a trial. We are sure to suit you.

BulkTeas and Coffee a specialty
d23-tf

Tm-: NEWS OF THE WORLD IS CON-
tained in the WEEKLY UNION.

.new make

Banking '. Houses,

Dusincss Cards,

NATIONAL BANK OF D. 0. MILES

Sacramento, Cal.—Founded, 1850.
Saturday Hours...........c....... 10 A, 3, t0 1 P, M.

& 00,

. Directors and Sharcholders:

D 0. MILLS.....iccneiennicisminnnnernnis 1; 038 Shares
EDGAR MILLS, President.......... 1,538 Shares
S. PRENTISS SMITH, Vice-Pres, 250 Shares
FRANK MILLER, Cashier......... . 351 Shares
C. F. DILLMAN, Asst. Cashier.... 125 Shares
Other persons OWnh........................ 1,198 Shares

Capital and Sarplus, $600,000.

&y~ Chrome Steel Safe Deposit Vault and
Time Lock.

FARMERS' AND MECHANICS SAVINGS BN;
Southwest gﬁfﬁfﬁféﬂiﬂf‘f :l.l.ld dJ streets,

Guaranteed Capital...

OANS MADE ON REAL ESTATE. IN-
terest paid semi-annually on Term and
Ordinary Deposits.
D.U.STEINMAN.....
EDWIN K. ALSIP.
D.D. WHITBECK
C. H. CUMMINGS
JAMES M. STEVENSON ...
DIRECTORS:
B. U. STEINMAN, EpwiN K. ALsIp,
C. H. CUMMINGS, W. E. TERRY,
SoL. RUNYON, JAMES MCNASSER,
JAS. M. STEVENSON.

CALIFORNLY STATE BANK
And Safe Deposit Vaults,
SACRAMENTO, CAL.
Draws Drafts on Principal Cities of the World.
Saturday Hours, 10 A. M. to 1 P. M.
OFFICERS :
President. i ana et o N.D. RIDEOUT

....President,
ce-President
<e.Cashier
Secretary
....... sSurveyor

WADT NG CAVIVA S DIV
PEOPLE'S SAVINGS BANK,
Sacramento City........couecenenn...... California
C.\I’X?’AL STOCK PAID UP, 8225,500;
teserve and Surplus, 854,253 26. Term
and Ordinary Deposits received. Dividends
paid semi-znnually., Moneyv loaned on Real
Estate only., WM. BECKLMAN, President.
_GEo. W. LorrNz, Cashier.

A\l 3 My iZTmr
SACRAMENTO BANK.
HE OLDEST SAVINGS BANK IN THE
city, corner of fifth and J streets, Sacra-
mento. Guaranteed capital, $560,000; paid
up capital, gold eoin, $300,000; loans on real
estate in California, July 11,1890, $2,898,442;
term and ordinary deposits, July 1, 1890,
£2.700,394, Term :mrﬁ ordinary deposits re-
ceived. Dividends paid in Jaunuary and July.
Money loaned upon real estate only. The
Bank does exclusively a savings bank busi-
ness.  Information furnished upon applica-
tion to /. P. COLIEMAN, President.
Ep. R. HAMILTON, Cashier.

CROCKER-WOOLWORTH NATIONAL BANK
322 Pine street, San Francisco.

PAID-UP CAPITAL, $1,000,000, SURPLUS, $250,000.

DIRECTORS @
CHARLES CROCKER ... E. H. MILLER, JR.

R.C. WOOLWORTH iiecviveianneeiannanan, President,
W.E. BROWN........... Vice-President
W. HCROCKHER ..o L o Cashier

Zruits, Deeds, Produce, @Gic,

GV ATON VHITR 7 LT
CULTIVATED  WHITE WILD OATS
And ALFALFA SEED in lots to suit.
WL HL.  WOOn . & - CO.,
WHOLESALE PRODUCE,
Nos. 117 to 125 J Street, Sacramento.
S. GERSON & CO.,
—WHOLESALD—

Froif, Produee and Commission Merchants,
SACRAMENTO, CAL.

P. 0. Box 170. SERIRY g e R U e
CURTIS BROS. & CO.,
GENERAL COMMISSION MERCHANTS,
Wholesale Dealers in Fruit and Produce,
308, 310, 312 K st., Sacramento.

Teiephone 37. Postoiiice Box 335.

W. R. STRONG CO.,
Wholesale  Fruit

H SACRAMENTO, CAL.
EUGEXNE J. GREGORY. FRANK GREGORY.
GREGORY BROS. CO.,
JUCCESSORS TO GREGORY, BARNES &

CO., Nos, 126 and 128 J st., Sacramento,
wholesale dealers in Produce and Fruit. Full
stocks of Potatoes, Vegotables, Green and
Dried Fruits, Beans, Alfalfa, Butter, Eges,
Cheese, Poultry, Ete., always on hand. Orders
filled at LOWEST RATES.

and  Produce Dealers,

THE PARKER

HAMMERLESS MHOTGLN

T THE ANNUAL TOURNAMENT OF
1889, held at Cannes, ¥rance, the grand
rize, consisting of 2,600 francs and a valua-
le cup, was won with the Parker Hammer-
less. The first Parker Hammerless cun made
won the championship of America at Decatur,
Ill. Send for Illustrated circular.

PARKER BROS., Makers,
MERIDEN, CT.
New York Salesroom, 97 Chambers St.

“NO HUMBUG,” B CENTS
s¢Spanish Blossom,”’ 10 Cents.

THE BEST 5 AND 10-CENT CIGAR EVER
PLACED ON THE MARKET.

A. HERTZEL,
Dealer iy Cigarsand Tobacco, No. 826 K street

T tHed r \

HENRY ECKHARDT, GUNSMITH,
ANUFACTURER AND DEALER IN
Guns, Rifles, Revolvers, Ammunition and

Sporting Goods. All the 'Ic-ading makes ot

Guns and Rifles at popular prices—Parker.

Letever, Colts, Smith, Ithaca, new Baker an

Guns. Firstclass Gun and Rifle

Work. Send for priee-list of Guns. No. 528

K Street, Sacramento, Cal.

‘CAUTION AGAINST FRAUD.
N THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF
Thomas Harrigan, deceased, now pending
n tb(;‘l;rgebut% Courti, go‘ t}n:elt tﬁ«:mmt.t &s ever
bee -ndbr no final enient as yet.
MARGRET HARRIGAN, cxccutris and al

Vice-President., DK COX |
Cashier........... 3O0TT
Assistant Cashier............ - W. E.GERBER
DIRECTORS:

C. W, CLARKE, JOS. STEFFENS,

GEO. C. PERKINS, FrE’K Cox,

N. D. RiprouT, J. B. WATSON,

W. E. GERDBER.

~ ARCHITECTS.

N" D. GOODELL AND F. H. SCHARDIN
4N, have associated themselves together as
Architects and Bullders. Oftice, Pioneer
Seventh street, between J and K, Sac ramento,
Cal. Consultation and estimates made (ree of
charge,

MES. MARION STIRLING. M. D.,
ATE LADY PRINCIPAL OF DUFFERIN
Medical College for Women, and Superin.
tendent of Women’s Hospitals and Dispen-
saries in Northern British India. Discases of
women and children o specialty. OFFICE—
Room 7, (‘)del‘E‘H_(V)'\Vs’iT(-hxplc.
H. F. ROOT. ALEX. NEILSON, J.DRISCOL.
ROOT, NEILSGN & Co.,
TNION FOUNDRY—-IRON AND BRASS
Founders and Machinists, Front, street,
between N and O. Castings and machinery of
every description made to order.

Attornens-at-Jaw,

~ CHARLES H. OATMAN,
TTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW,
Office—420 J street, Sacramento, Cal.

A. L. HART,

TTORNEY-AT-LAW—-OFFICE:
A west corner Fifth and J streets.
12, 13 and 14, Sutter Building.

THOMAS W. HUMPHREEY,
A TTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW,
L\ Southwest corner Seventh and J streets;
Notary Public, Collections. Sacramento, Cal,

SOUTH-
Rooms

ENTIST, 914 SIXTH 8S1., £5

7 between I and J, west side,f .

opposite Congregational Church.
DR. W. €. REITH,

T ENTIST, LINDLEY BUILD-

J ing, southeast corner Sev-

enth and J streets, Sacramento,

al.

C. H. STEPHERSOR,
T)ENIIST, CORNER

enth and J strec

Linderviahers,

J. FRANK CLARK,
UNDERTAKING PARLORS,
1017 and 1319 Fourth street, Sacraments.
MBALMING A SPECIALTY.—( <CORGE

. CLARK, Funeral Director and County
Coroner. Telephone No. 134.

No. 609 J Strect,
7 EEP ON HAND EVERYTHING IN
A Undertaking line. Also, Aeents for
Indestrnetible Burial Caskets (made of ce
Orders from city or country attended to
hours. No Ice used. Embalming a speci:

- y v YA ¥ ;
W. J. KAVANAUGH, Undertaker.
No. 513 J st., bet. Fifth and Sixth. f
LWAYS ON HAND A LARGE ASSORT-
L3 ment of Metallic and Wooden (a S
Burial Cases, Coflins and Shrouds fur
Coffin orders will receive prompt atte
short notice and at the lowest rates.
open day and night,

Otlice

Fiquors, Aline, Beer, Cic,

Finest Lunch House in the City,

YAPITAL ALE VAULTS, NAGELE &

J SVENSSON, Proprietors. Lunch from 11
A.M. to 2 p.y. Clam Chowder and Mussel
Soup every evening from 6 to 12 o'clock.
Finest brands of Wines, Liquors and Cigars.

CONCORDIA BEER HALE,;
No. 1021 Fourth Street.
AVING MADE EXTENSIVE IMPROVE-
ments the public are now cordially in-
vited to a first-class resort. Sandwiches of all
kKinds. Bufialo Beer on draught and in bot-
ties. The finest Wines, Liquors and Cig:rs on
hand. H. KOHNE, Proprictor. 3

'EBNER BROS., :

116-118 K Street, Front and Second,
Sacramento,

MPORTERS AND WHOLESALE DEAIT

ersin Wines and Liquors. Agents for t

celebrated Pommery and Greno Clam pag

M. CRONAN,

230 K St., and 1108-1110 Third St.,
Sacramento, Cal.,

MPORTER AND WHOLESALE DEALER

in Fine Whiskies, Brandies and Cham-
pagne.

JAMES WOODBURN,

No. 417 K Street. Sacramento, Cal.,

MPORTER AND WHOLESALE DEALER

in fine Whiskies, Brandies, Wines and
Liquors. Thanking my ol@ friends and pa-
trons for their former patronage, I solicit a
continuance ot the same. All orders will be
promptly and carefully fiiled.

Railvoad Tiune Tabile,

SOUTHER PACIFIC COMPAXY,

PACIFIC SYSTEM.
January 19, 1801

Trains Leave and are due to
Arrive at Sacramento. 5

{ }
LEAVE ! TRAINS RUN DAILY. |[ARRIVE

@25 AL Calistogw and Napa...... {
3:06 P Calistoga and Napi.. ... |

sshiland and Portiand...| §:5
ming, El Paso and East! 7:0
7:30 P|.......Knizhts Jandin: 7
wrienenenenadidS Angeles
Ogden aud

-
(v\r

©
Caor=
s

P

-l =

s b1 ] o RS IR Class 2:25 :
Central Atlantic IBxy
11:00 P Jor Ozden and Euast......!  8:15 A j
2:00 I | 10:30 A
3:00 .1 10:30 A
10:40 - 4 4:00 P
2:25 11:40 A
6:15 ineiseo via Benicial 192:35 A
8:40 meisco via Ben 10:40 P+
3:05 Pisan Fra S:40 P,
*10:00 A San Fr 25:00 -
10:50 2:50 )
10:50 A 2:50 P
4:30 P 9:35 A
6:15 11:40 A
3:05 8:40
#:50 / 7:00 P
4:30 9:35 A
12:05 2:25 A,
11:00 &5 4
12:05 8:15 A
6:15 11:40 A
3:05 i8:40 I,
*5:35 Al... *2:40 P
%3:10 Pj...Folsom and Pl 1138 A

*Sunday excepted. 7
day excepted.
afternoon.

RICHARD GRAY, Gen, Traffic Manager.
T. H. GOODMAN, Generpl. Passenzer Agent,

S «
————

ZMon-*

“unday g
P.—For

L
A.—For morning.

Baker & Hamilton,

HARDWARE, TRON, STEEL,:-

COAL, POWDER,

Agricultural Implements and Machines,
BARBED WIRE, CORDAGE, BELTING.
SACRAMENTO..........c.... CALIFORNTA.

H.S.CROCKER &C0.

208 AND 210 J STREET,

The Leading Stationers,
PRINTERS AND LITHOGRAPHERS.
AGENTS FOR CALIGRAPH TYPE
WRITER AND SUPPLIES.

HANUFACTURER}S O‘F BLANX BOOKS
nlv-t

STENOGRAPHY AND TYPEWRITING

ROOM 4.

ministratrix. : Jjas-gam

AT 62392 J STREET.
L 1210-1m*

REEVES & LONG, Undertakers,’
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