
STILL ARGUING THE POINT.

ATTORNEYS SPEAK IN TURN

ALL DAY LONG.

Motion for a Nonsuit in tie

Weinstock-MeClatchy Case Not

Yet Determined.

"When Judge Hughes' court convened
yesterday Mr. Reddy renewed his ar-

gument on his motion for a nonsuit in

the Weinstock-McClatchy case.
He said there was no innuendo in

the article complained of that related
to plaintiff. The innuendoes or paren-

theses contained in the various para-

graphs cited in the complaint all re-
late to the Mayor, the Trustees or Yon
Arnold, and none of them relate to

Mr. Weinstock. Nor is there any pecu-
liar language used in the way contem-
plated by the code. Such being the
case, it is a plain, straight complaint,

founded on the rule of pleading. There
being no ambiguity about it, it be-
comes purely a question of law. and is

in the province of the court to decide.
The burden then rests on the plaintiff
to prove an actionable meaning to the

article.
He read from several authorities to

fortify his position, and to the effect
that if the language was not sufficient
to convey to the ordinary mind the

idea of a libel an action could not hold.
In response to the allegation that the

article is false, malicious, etc., the an-
swer denies that so far as relates to
the plaintiff they are false. The de-

fendants claim that all that is said of
him is true, but that it is not libelous,
and they are not compelled to prove it,
as it does not impute anything wrong
to the- plaintiff.

He said that he had yesterday at-
tempted to show that the article was
a mere statement of opinion and not a
matter of fact. He would call the at-
tention of his honor to the article and
to that portion of it commencing with
the words "What the 'Bee' finds," in
contradistinction of the first part of
the article as to what the entries in the
red pocketbook "indicated." He
claimed that tho latter part of the ar-
ticle showed that they accused Mr.
Weinstock of nothing and exonerated
him from suspicion. Neither in the
findings nor the statement of fact does
the name of Mr. Weinstock appear, he
said. Reading the paragraph which
states that a daily newspaper is to
be started, and as the parties named
are all more or less interested, the in-
ference is unavoidable as to the uses to
be made of it*

He claimed that only the persons in-
terested were charged with being im-
plicated, and that nowhere was Mr.
A\ ? instock's name mentioned. It was
easy to find out who were interested,
and Mr. Weinstock was not one of them.
He claimed that all their names were
mentioned in the paragraphs immedi-
ately preceding, i>e.ing John A. Shee-
han, the Mayer, the combine in the
Board of Trustees. All that is alleged
concerning Mr. Weinstock is that he
was relied on by the combine for some-
thing.

The court said it was a very impor-
tant point as to whether Mr. Weinstock

han. and he would like to hear Mr. R?d-
dy's reading of the paragraph, leaving
out the phrase set off by a comma.

Mr. Reddy said that the innuendo ofplaintiff's complaint set forth what
he considered it to mean. Practical pol-
itics is now considered, he believed,
morally right, and he did not consider
that a statement that Weinstock and
Sheehan intended to control municipal
;inail's and patronage did not impute
corrupt or immoral intent, for it might
be intended to do so with the purest
motives. The intent of rogues to use
honest men to further their ends. They
had not and did not accuse Mr. Wein-
stock of wrong intent or knowledge in
the matter, but, believing that rogues
were trying to use an honest man for
their own ends, the defendants wished
to relieve him of the rogues. There is
no indication that Mr. Weinstock had
any knowledge of the intentions of the
combine, nor was he charged with do-
ing so. The endeavor of rogues to use
an honest man does not reflect on him,
so long as he does not fall in with them.

There is not a word or letter to show
that Mr. Weinstock ever intended to
make arrangements with Leonard to
run for Mayor, he said. In speaking of
the starting of the paper, *he claimed
that the naming of Weinstock and
Grove L. Johnson as silent stockhold-
ers was simply a statement of the
plans of the combine, and did not im-
pute anything wrong to him. An ef-
fort to induce a man to come in is not
apt to be made to a man who is al-
ready in, and would be an indication
that Weinstock did not Join the others.
There is nothing to show that he con-
sented.

He was sure that the language must
be greatly strained to show any
charges made against Mr. Weinstock.
It has been said that the matter had
been adjudicated by Judge Johnson,
but he would show how small a por-
tion of the article had been passed
upon by him. In the first place, the
head notes were left out. and, next,
nothing was said of the red pocket-
book. The findings are left out, which
amount to an exoneration of Mr. Wein-
stock. and all that follows has been left
out. It is stripped, he said, of every-
thing that shows the full intention of
defendants.

He cited authorities relating to the
question ns to whether or not the ar-
ticle was libelous, and said it did not
charge him with violation of any of
his duties as a citizen.

The court said that it wished to hear
from Judfire Holl on two propositions.
First, as to whether the expression of
an opinion is libelous, and second, upon
Section 4 and the right of the prosecu-
ticn to introduce the testimony that had
been objected to.

JUDGE HOLL REPLIES.
Judge Holl said that he had Intended

to do so. A great weight had been lift-
ed from his shoulders. He had ex-
pected thai the defense would mass all
its forces in column and swoop down
on the prosecution with all his power.
Instead, the learned counsel had en-
veloped the case in a mass of sophis-
try that envelops it like the mist that
tomes in over the hills wliere he re-
sides. He would sweep them away,
however, as the morning breeze does
those mists.

The first question in considering a
libel is that the whole article must be
considered. The rule in the construc-
tion of language Is that it relates not
only to the sense and meaning, but also
to all the circumstances surrounding its
all the circumstances surrounding Its
publication, and m passing upon it, the
court must place itself in the position
Of the person hearing or reading the
matter eumplained of and pass upon
the meaning of the language used. It
must take the meaning of the whole ar-
ticle and not the meaning of a partic-
ular portion of it.

Counsel for defense laid stress on the
word "indicate." The court has noth-
ing to dv with a technical definition of
the word, or even that of the grammar
of the language used. It must take
the meaning from the article itself. He
could show authority for deciding that
the expression of an opinion is action-
able, but he intended to go farther.
There is a difference between an opin-
ion not founded upon facts relating to
the stibject matter and an opinion
founded upon facts ascertained by mv-
v- .-: i.ration. The courts have decided
that an opinion of the former class
does and also that it does not consti-
tute a cause of action, but there is no
question about the latter.

Quoting from a California decision,
he said that the court, in passing upon
the question of libel, must place itself
in the position of the reader and judge
from that standpoint. This article
claimed that a little red pocketbook
had been found, the entries in which
pointed to astounding disclosures that
would result in the upheaval of mu-
nicipal affairs. The article designat-
ed the matter as a huge conspiracy
against the interests of the municipal-
ity. After an investigation of three
weeks by detectives in the employ of
the "Bee," it came forward with an
article headed "A Stupendous Charge,"
as a formulation of the results of their
investigation.

The expression that the entries in the
red pocketbook "indicate" certain
things is not an opinion, but a state-
ment founded on the facts discovered
during the investigation, which is a
vastly different thing. A man may
say "It Is my opinion there is a great

deal of gold in the Klondike," when he
has never been near it. But when a
man says "It is my opinion that there
is much gold in the Klondike. I have
been there and dug and seen the gold
that others dug out and I think it will
create an earthquake of excitement."
that is a very different statement. This
is a precisly similar case and the "in-
dications" spoken of in the article are
founded upon the facts developed by
the investigations of defendants. Such
being the case, it cannot be considered
an opinion.

The word indicate does not mean an
opinion. The dictionary says it means
"to point out," "to proclaim," "to
show," "to make known." That Is the
ordinary meaning of the word and the
rule says that words must be taken in
their ordinary meaning or acceptation,
in construing language. As to the mat-
ter of an opinion, in some cases it has
been held that it fs not actionable, but
there are others in which it has been
held to be actionable. He denied,
therefore, that the word "indicate" is
equivalent to the word "opinion" and
asserted that it means to show or point
out. He also denied that the law was
that an expression of an opinion was
not actionable. On the contrary, the
English law held that it would be dan-
gerous to allow a man to express his
libelous statements under guise of an
opinion. In the case of Edwards
against the San Jose. Publishing Com-
pany, the latter had stated that "It is
reported that Edwards is to have
charge of the sack" to be used to influ-
ence voters. A motion for a nonsuit
was denied, the court holding that the
article imputed to the plaintiff a char-
acter which, if true, would submit him
to obloquy and that the court could not
avoid taking notice of the fact that the
word "sack" had a recognized mean-
ing outside of those given in the dic-
tionary. The court held also that it
was well settled that words must be
accepted with the meaning attached to
them by the masses of men and that
the mere belief of the editor of a paper-
in the guilt or innocence of a person
cannot be received as a defense or a
mitigation of the damages.

j The next claim of defendants is that
mo harm could come to the plaintiff

jfrom the reading of the article accord-
! ing to their theory. On the contrary,

Ihe claimed, it imputes to him the most
ireprehensible conduct that can be ex-
:ereised in the community. Taking the
jsection relating to the control of the
jcity's patronage, he said that it stated
jthat a combine existed for protecting
Ithe gamblers for a certain amount, and

also for the sale of public offices to
the highest bidders, or for certain sums,
jThis would certainly be a most infa-

! mous matter. It also states that a
1 combination has been formed, which
counted on J. G. Davis for support and
jJohn A. Sheehan and H. Weinstock to
Icontrol the fall election and the city

!patronage. And defendants argue that
\u25a0 this charge does not do any harm to

.Mr. Weinstock's character, and that the

'combination might have wished to puri-
! fy politics and get good men into of-
I fice. He admired the innocence of Mr.
| Reddy in believing that such was the
? case and that was what the article, meant. There is no authority for say-
jing that the article stated the eom-
jbination was depending on Mr. Wein-
; stock for support. On the contrary, tak-
jing out the parenthetical clause, the! sentence charges that he is one of the
Icombination for a bad purpose. It
jclearly means that the alleged com-
jbination of rascals was for the pur-

' ;?? M of carrying on the city govern-
I ment in the interest of a corrupt com-
jbination and for corrupt purposes, viz.,
to control the fall elections and the city

Xext came the statement that Yon
Arnold was to open a concert hall with
gambling-rooms, which would be pro-

jfected by agreement with the Mayor

Iand Trustees and the paper in which
jMr. Weinstock was to be a stockholder
secretly. If it is not libel to say that
a man is going to associate himself
with a combination for such a purpose,
what is libel? Would not such conduct
justly hold Mr. Weinstock up to the
scorn of his neighbors and injure his
character wherever he is known?

In regard to Judge Johnson's ruling,
the only reason defendants can urge for
disturbing It la that the whole article
has now been introduced, while he
ruled on part of it only- He did not

| think there was any weight in the con-
| tention or that it was entitled, to con-
isideration.

H. W. JOHNSON'S ARGUMENT.
H. W. Johnson, Judge Holl's associate

counsel, spoke on the same two points.
He believed the contention that
the expression of opinion by a
newspaper was not a libel had
been pretty well settled by his as-
sociate. In this day it !s well settled,
he claimed, that the expression in a
newspaper of a charge against a man
will injuriously affect his character
in the community is libel. He
thought the defendants might remem-
ber the Hobson case, where the
cision in the Hobson case, where the
language was, "We believe that John
D. Hobson was guilty," etc. His
honor had heard the decision in the
Edwards case, where the phrase used
was. "It is reported." Is that half as
strong a statement as "It is our opin-

ion" that such is the case? The day

when such things were held to be not
actionable has gone by and the law
of libel has reached the point of per-
fection that a man can no more shelter
himself behind his opinion or say that

what he published was told him by

some one else. When he prints it in
his paper he becomes responsible for
it in justice as well as by every rule
of logic. If it were otherwise there
would be no limit to the Infamous
charges that could be made against cit-
izens under the shelter of "it is my
opinion."

It is all very* well to talk of freedom
of the press, but a man is made, re-
sponsible for what he publishes. The
test is, Is it libelous in itself, no mat-
ter whether it is the opinion of the
editor? Is it not libel to say that in
their opinion H. Weinstock is associ-
ated with a band of scoundrels? Ifit i3
their opinion they are not obliged to
publish it, but if they do so they be-
come responsible for It, and must pay
damages if they are awarded. Why

should they be allowed to vilify citi-
zens in their paper and damage their
characters, and then shelter them-
selves behind the plea that they only
published it as their opinion?

He quoted from several cases to show-
that by publishing hearsay a paper
places itself in the same position as
the informant. It can publish what it
pleases, but must stand the conse-
quences. If one paper publishes a li-
bel and another copies it. giving credit
to the paper it was copied from, it Is
equally liable. How would character
and reputation be protected if the law-
did not punish the publication and cir-
culation of a slander or a libel?

Other States punish libel, but our
own State Is stronger than any of the
others, and the Supreme Court has ren-
dered decision after decision. The rule
is clear in this State that if the lan«
guage is clear and ambiguous, the court
shall construe the law to determine
whether or not It is a libel, and if there
is anything ambiguous in it the court
must let the jurydetermine it. He be-
lieved, and should ask the court to so
instruct the Jury, that this article is
libelous per se.

It was stated in the Fitch-Dc Young
case by eminent counsel that a paper
had a right to sell its columns to any
one who wished to pay for it, even its
editorial page. The court said that,
while it had a right to sell its columns,
its readers had a right to know it. Is
it no libel to say that Mr. Weinstock
was connected with a paper that was to
be used to protect the gambling hell of
a drunken scoundrel? Is there no pro-
tection for a citizen from such charg'-s
published in a newspaper? Libel is
defined as a publication that tends to
damage a man's reputation or expose
him to blame, scorn or obloquy. Can
the claim be made seriously that to

that Mr. Weinstock is associat-
ed with blackmailers, boodlers and
scoundrels is not libel? Would no cen-
sure or reproach attach to him If that
were so? Is he, after for years
enjoying a spotless reputation and
being considered one of our best citi-
zens, to be at one fell blow deprived
of his reputation without redress?

In regard to the contention of the de-
fense that all the portions of the arti-
cle not mentioned in the complaint
were admitted to be true, he thought it
a very singular claim. It was proper
in this case to set up in the pleadings

only the portions relating to the plain-

tiff. What has he to do with the oth-
er portions or the other persons men-
tioned and why should he be expect-

ed to deny the allegations in the arti-
cle that relate to others. If the plain-
tiff picks out from an article concern-
ing himself portions that he wishes to
plead and refuses to plead the rest,
there might be some reason for such a
contention. In this case everything
concerning plaintiff had been segregat-
ed and pleaded, as he did not wish to
try the cases of others, which he had
nothing to do with, and it was absurd
to claim that he should.

Taking the article, he said it was a
tissue of abuse. The head is "A Gi-
gantic Combine, Blackmailers, Bood-
ling Officials and Citizens." * Mr.
Weinstock was mixed up with the oth-
ers. Ifthese people believed no wrong
of him why did they put him in there?
What need was there of publishing his
name if they thought he had nothing
to do with it? They called it a huge
conspiracy and said that the Mayor and
Trustees were to form a combine to
control the fall elections and the city
patronage. Who was the Mayor who
was to be in tbe combine? Why, the
plaintiff. Ifthey believed him innocent,
why did they connect him with the af-
fair? Because they wished to do so.
Why did they publish his name in big
type, if they thought him innocent?

They charged a crime. They made
a charge of blackmailing, the selling of
..fncial positions and the protection of
gambling. There is some difference of
opinion on the part of defendant's coun-
jsel as to the construction of the fourth
paragraph. It is claimed that they

jcounted on the support of James G.
J Davis, in the combination of Trustees
that had been formed and John A. Shee-
han and H. Weinstock. They were so
jlender of Sheehan's feelings that they
)only claimed that the Trustees counted
jon him, after stating that he was the

| head of the combine. The sentence
will admit of no other construction
than that the combine consisted of the

Trustees. Sheehan and Wefnstoek.
Take out the parenthetical clause and

the sentence would read that a combi-
nation had been formed of the Trus-

! lees referred to. with Sheehan and
IWeinstock, to control the election and

Have they any right to say that a

f gang of boodlers, blackmailers and
I -t.aindrels count on the support of Mr.

\u25a0 Weinstock. and say that such a state-
ment is not a libel per se? Why should
they count on his support if he was
not connected with him? Could there
be a combination by which a man could
be elected Mayor and control the fall
election and the city patronage and
he know nothing of it? It looks as if
they intended that Weinstock should be

jmixed in every bit of infamy in their
article.
| The paper was to be started for the

purposes named, with H. Weinstock.
D. Lubin, John Well, Grove L. John-
son and Leonard, whose interest
was to be kept a secret. They are the
only names of stockholders. Is it
likely that a paper run in the interest
of boodlers and Yon Arnold's gambling

room would have a careful business
man invest $20,000 or so and know-
nothing of what it was being run for?
Would not a report that Weinstock was
interested in the success of Yon Arn-

old's gambling hell not injure his rep-
utation in the community. They
dragged his name into this article and
spread it by means of their circula-
tion; they tried by letters and tele-
grams and messages to inveigle him
into a trap and yet they say their in-
tentions were good. It is proved that

the newspaper plan was naught. When
Dr. Van Norden came to see them,
after an hour's talk, they said they

were not prepared to consider him in-
nocent. Does that look as if they had
no charges to make against him and
that they considered him innocent?

The article says also that Sheehan
suggested to Yon Arnold that he join
Weinstock and himself in publishing a
paper that would have power to protect
him in his schemes. This is libelous
in itself, which cannot be denied and
if there were nothing else in the arti-
cle, a motion for a nonsuit could not
be granted. That they published what
was said by some one else does not al-
ter the case. . The Supreme Court has

repeatedly said that the case must not

be taken from the jury unless there is

a total lack of evidence to support it.
If there is any reasonable construc-

tion by which the article can cause
contempt and reprehension it must go

to the jury.

He should ask the court to instruct
the jury that the article is lfbelous per
se and that it must give a verdict for

damages to plaintiff.
An adjournment was taken till 9 a.

m. to-day.

Real Estate Transfers.

The following real estate transactions
have been recorded since our last re-
port:

H. Voorman and H. A. Voorman to
swamp and reclamation district No. 503
?Piece of land on Tyler Island, on

Broad Slough; $5,300.
Peter Kunz et ux. to H. J. Goethe-

North half of south half of lot 1, south
half of north half of lot 1 and all of lot
2, R and S, and Second and Third
streets.

H. J. Goethe et ux. to the Sacramento
Natural Gas Company?Same as in.

above deed.
J. F. Dickson and Edith S. Pendery to

Julia L. Mack?Quit claim of all inter-
est to north 33 feet of south half of

east quarter of lot 3, L and M, and
Ninth and Tenth streets, in trust as
stipulated in decree of distribution in
estate of Nancy A. 'Little. To correct
error in former deed to Nancy A. Little.

F. C. Hyde ot ux. to Miss Lulu B.
Butler?Lot 6, block 23, Oak Park.

Herman H. Grau et ux. to Charles
S. Robb?North 120 feet lot 1 and north
120 feet of west 73 feet of lot 2, S and
T, and Twenty-first and Twenty-second
streets.

S. P. Higglnson et al., by commis-
sioner, to GermanJa Buildingand Loan
Association ?Northeast quarter of sec-
tion 28, township 5 north, range 7 east;
$2,091 10.

Minnie F. Gormley to William F.
Gormley?East half of lot 6, J and X,
and Fifteenth and Sixteenth streets.

Thomas Colburn to William Colburn
?East 24 feet of west half of lot 3, E
and F, and Sixth and Seventh streets.

Thomas Colburn to Alice H. Darve ?

East half of lot 2 and west 1G feet of
lot 3. E and F, and Sixth and Seventh
strests.

C. N. Hartwell to Lucy R. Hartwell?
East 00 feet of south 80 feet of lot 5,
M and N, and Seventh and Eighth
struts; souith 35 feet of lots 1 and 2,
P and Q, and Second and Third streets;
love and affection.

Bstttte of Jos;» Simas Sibastlao, de-

-47.58 acres in sections 28, 33 and 34,
I iwnahip 8 north, range 4 east; $2,700.

George R. and. Alice M. Strohecker to
James H. Donnelly?Lot 8, block G2,

J. B. Harris at ux. to Joseph A.
Walker?East 30 feet of lot 4. Q and R,
and Twelfth and Thirteenth streets;

John L. Siller et ux. to Edward %
Galvin et ux.?South 50 feet of west
43 feet of lot 1, P and Q, and Four-
teenth and Fifteenth s-treets; $2,950.

Richard P. Burr et ux. to Nancy W.
Anderson?East half of lot 2. L and M,
and Twentieth and Twenty-first streets.

Accident to a Wheelman.
In order to prevent his being run

over by an express wagon al Fifteenth
and O streeits on Tuesday night, A. W.
Hodge, who was riding a wheel, was
forced to ride agaiinst the curb. He
was thrown and one of his arms broken.

Notary Public.
Governor Budd has appointed F. C.

Ford to be a Notary Public for San
Francisco, to reside at the Presidio.

Normal Kindergarten Work.
The Normal Kindergarten Training

School, sessions from 2 to 4. Mondays,
Wednesdays and Fridays, at Tenth and
Q-street Kindergarten. Apply to Miss
Valentine Prichard, 1501 N street. *

Cherubs on Top.
Try the coffee which was awarded

.first premium at the State Fair. *
Barton's Ice-Cream

Delivered on time at your residence.
Choooiate creams made fresh every
other day. *

A nice lunch or hot tamale at the El
Dorado, S2O J or lUOS Ninth. *

Coronado water, Stockton sarsapa-
rilla and iron, champagne cider, ginger
ale, orange cider. J. McMorry, agent.*

Call and see our domestic heater. Tom
Scott, agent, 30;iJ street. *

For Weiland's extra pale bottled beer,
$1 a dozen, call up Blauth. Tel. 297. *

Make Woodman Ninth Trustee. *
Try McMorry's Blend Coffee. 35. *

POLICE COURT.

A Hundred Days for Frank Hale-
Peace Disturber Convicted.

Frank Hale sitood up in the Police
Court yesterday morning and entered a
plea of guilty to a charge of having

stolon a hand saw. He was sentenced
to serve I<M> days in the County Jail.

John Norton was fined $10 for strik-
ing Echo Goodwin. The evidence show-
ed there had been trouble between
Norton's bull dog and Goodwin's pup.
and that Norton had taken up the
battle and knocked Goodwin down.

John Young and John Melby were ar-
raigned on a charge of disturbing the
pea-e. The former pleaded guilty and
willbe sentenced this afternoon. Melby

declared his inniocence and his case
will be heard to-day.

James WeJch, W. C. Clark, Fred
Bloom and John White, who were ar-
rested Tuesday night for disturbing the
peace in the vicinity of Sixth and E
streets, were discharged.

Charley West, the twelve-year-old
boy who was with the men at the time
of their arrest, and who claimed to
have beat his way from Denver, was
held and Will be turned over to the
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty

to Children.

Election of Officers.
The Sons and Daughters of Pioneers

have elected officers as follows: Past
President, Ella G. McCieery; President,
Mercy C. Farnsworth; Vice-President,
L». B. Cummings; Secretary, Annie It.
Luthor; Treasurer, Matie Johnson Ed-
inger; Marshal, George P. Putnam; Di-
rectors, George M. Lorenz, L. B. Cum-
mings, lire. Alice Wise, Mrs. Alice
Martin, Ella G. McCieery, Flora E.
Luther, Mercy C. Farnsworth, and
Marie Garrett.

Worden's Reprieve Extended.
Governor Budd yesterday further re-

prieved Salter D. Worden, the con-
demned train wrecker, until the 19th
day of next month.

When Worden's case was taken be-
fore the Supreme Court Governor Budd
reprieved him until October 15th. There
is at present no likelihood of the case
being disposed of before that date,

hence the action of the Governor in

further extending the reprieve.

Fell From a Train.
Early yesterday morning the railroad

track walker on the section east of
Emigrant Gap found a man lying by

the railroad track, who had evidently

fallen from a moving train. He was
badly bruised and his left arm broken.
He was taken to the Placer County
Hospital at Auburn, where he gave the
name of William Bry ant.

Appointed Assignee.
Judge Hughes yesterday appointed

Sheriff Johnson assignee of the estate
of Will X. Clark, an insolvent debtor,
with bond fixed at $100.
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'T.mr.TCA. xro 7»irw frmjirj iff*

An absolute, permanent and kindly
vegetable cure for the tobacco habit.

DON'T STOP TOBACCO
suddenly and rack the nerves?take
BACO-CURO ?it gently weans!
TH don't atop tobacco, Baro-Coro ct«p* ji-u !

50c. or $1 boxes. 3 boxes (guaranteed cure) $2.50.
Ifyour druggist does not sell it, we will:

Eureka Chem.& Crosse, Wis.

OTT'S LIVER PILLS, C
pldltv of the liver, sick headache, bilous-
ncss," constipation, gravel, etc. Never
gripe or sicken, nor leave one constipat-
ed. Price, 25c.

FRANCIS S. OTT,
Manufacturing Druggist,

(00 X Street. South Side Second and K.
Streets. Sacramento. Cai.

SPECIAL NOTICES.

Vehicles?Baker &Hamdton?Hardware,
Carts, Buggies, Carriages, Phaetons, Bain
Farm and Header Wagons. Wholesale
Hardware. Send for catalogue.

SPECIAL low rates on palms, ferns,
Umbrella plants, begonias, etc. Bell Con-
servatory Co., Nursery Tenth and Y.

YOUR LIVER
can be stimulated and restored
to good working order and all
that nasty nauseous feeling
dispelled by the use of

GOGiNGS' VEGETABLE LIVER PILLS.
E. E. Goiriiiffs. Plaza Drug' Store,

The Old Reliable Prescription House,
!30<q. U STREET.

f B/^^^a
M n'of

HINDOOPBODVCSH THR AEOV2 I TT* #
Remit* in :io<la>js. Cores \ iftj r A/
all Nervous Diseases. Failing Memory \ "fyl*^**
Paresis, Sleeplessness, Nightly Emis-
itoas, etc., oaused by past abuses, gives
sigor and size to shrunken organs, and <;uickly ont
snlrelj restores £o«f MnnHood inold or young.

Easily carried in vest pocket. Price $1 .OO a parkaße,
Six for $S.OOtcith a uritte.n finarantec tn eitre or
trionry refunded. Dov'T BUT AN IMITATION,but
ins'st on havincINDAPO. Ifyour druggist has not
?rot it, we willsend it prepaid.
Hl.taoO BKSF.DT CO., rroprs, Chisago, 111. or oar .'-seats.
lim ,v Alice, Druggists, [Si "J" St., SACBAMENTO,

CAL.

F\ C KNAUER'B
Brewery

BEER
IB THE BEST. TRY IT. EVERY KEG

has tbe latest improved patent valve.

NOTICE TOJiUNTERS.
NO SHOOTING OR HUNTING WILL

be alowed on the Rancho Del Paso. Any
volation of this order will lead to arrest.

JOHN MACKEY. Superintendent, _
C. H. KREBS & CO.,

F. H. KREBaS,
4£ -g © sj £» TRE" E. "T"

DEALERS IN PAINTS. OILS, GLASS AND
WALL PAPER

Painting, Paperins and Decorating in all it*
tranche*. Telephone* 267.

For the: Best
Laundry

GO TO m*

American Steam Laundry

[PRINTING ° t^X^0* j
f '?oboe as fbo* the country promptly filled 1

I Exposure |
fc&l to the weather can be counter- prc-i

acted by a dose ofFred Brown's Sgj
Wy (iinger. Stimulates the system gtfw

ESQ to throw off chill, rheumatism. WKi
or cold. Non-alcoholic

Fred Brown's
Jamaica Ginger
IHEDMfffßOft,rVlsMsMsi

Easiness House?. Contractors and Public Mcd
FTJRKISHED WITH

NEWSPAPER INFORMATION OF ALL KINDS
BY THE

PRESS CLIPPING BUREAU,
610 MontgomeryJtrwb San Fraacmco.

For that
i feeling J
r Take a Breuner couch, |
Iplace it in an odd corner of your home and throw yourself §
*down upon it whenever you feel an attack is imminent. jj
p Seriously, there is no article of furniture that makes a*f

| house look so comfortable and homelike as a couch, and X
lnone that is made use of more generously. «
f « \ We talk tco little 01 sii " wI OIIIBIWaIO verware. So much to %
I *allt about in this big store that it's IP
j smali wonder some things are lost \&

{ , sight of. 9
s c mean that this silverware ml

store of ours shall grow to be one of 3/
I il the '3?St in California. We carry iff
I jm \ only worthy goods, and select only |\|
I /iif the most tempting designs, passing |v

I- ', , by the mistakes and the common- Ifi
If J- ' place shapes that are sure to be of- m

""""" ' - fered by every maker. Judge the
V^^^-Vvs^*f stock by these quotations on some 11

of the standard goods.

jWMp ~" 1 ?wrr 1 Rogers Bros.' 1847 knives, heavy &3
\ if.*? plate, per set of 6, $1 75. H

Rogers Bros.' steel forks, heavy gl

Iplate,1
plate, with handles to match knives &

THIS COUCH But don,t 3U(3ge hy the above, per set of 6, $1 75. i|
t7 m picture. You know Rogers & Brcs.' extra quality IS
VI OU how unsatisfactory plate, satin finish:

newspaper illustra- Teaspoons, per set of G 95c Jm, tions are. Only a hint of the neat Dessert spoons, per set of G. .$1 80 c/
5 corduroy upholstering is given here. Tablespoons, per set of 6 $1 90$
I The frame is solid oak and well put fl
9 together. Length, 5 feet 10% inches; *

IP
width, 23% inches. m^mmm^^m^

Intoroctlnff Asbestos stove mats. ?==- }R

0 E * y°u kn °w what they i7i\ IIGII6fI are. For use on top /V^>, S W

l jfgjTJg of stove to set dishes \!>"*P '~ ij»

(
U

on that you wish to , IrAnjnA- The man who invented |p
keep warm. Keep dishes neat \ i'UHIIIg thjs board has improved ii
and clean 3C bCSTD on all others. It comes

!
nearer to perfection than «r

"Surprise" Egg Beater ?the sim- any we can find. It folds entirely j|
plest affair for beating eggs yet

_
up when not in use, and can be ft»

invented. And the cheapest 2.Z | stuffed away in most any odd cor-
/ ner. The top raises so as to permit *8

Round Maple Chopping Bowls, of proper adjustment of garment to [A

iwill last a lifetime. Four sizes, 8, he ironed. e>. nc H
15, 20 and 30 cents. And all it costs 13 $| 25 1

P Corner Sixth and K.

AMUSEMENTS.

METROPOLITAN THEATER. [
CHAS. P. HALE Lessee and Manager, j
L. HENRY Business Manager.

Second and Last Week of
ELLEFORD S BIG COMPANY.

Including the Charming Soubrette, JESSIE
NORTON.

Change of play nightly.

TO-NIGHT, TO-NIGHT, Thursday, Oeto- |
ber 7th THE CORNER GROCERY j

(First time here.)
Friday RUNAWAY WIFE
Matinee HEMPTY DL'MPTV
Saturday STOWAWAY

Sonjfs, Dances, Specialties.

Popular Prices, 10c, 20c, 30c. No Higher.
Seats on sale for all performances.

THE CLUNIE.
J. H. TODP Manager

CHANGE OF BILL.

C. F. GIBNEY'S ALL STAR COMPANY
TO-NIGHT AND BALANCE OF WEEK.

The Laughable Comedy,

A BULL IN A CHINA SHOP-
New Songs aud Specialties.

tfPrices-lOc, 20c, 3oc. 3

KLAMATH HOT SPHIXGS.
A NOTED HEALTH RESORT. HOT

swimming, steam, sulphur and mud baths.
Table and service first-class. Finest trout
fishing in the State. Terms very reason- !
abk). EDSON BROS.,

BaswicK. CaL_

w*&/AS& WHY PAY
FROMJWitojrV) for an ...d--ftgh fashioned Electrti

c~ prrif'''|-
''<"°'

V rMßento st.,oan Fi \u25a0iiCMMio. JFor sale InSacramento !
plaza urn <; s««>jti:. <»oi i H»,<.«-i »

Overcoats,
Office Coats*
Bar Coats,
Fancy Vests,
Underwear,
Union Suits,
Hosiery,
Neckwear,
Umbrellas,
Fancy Shirts,
Etc.,

At Popular Prices.

MASON'S
Steam Laundry and

Shirt Factory,
528 J Street,

i

AUCTIONS.

Auction Sale of Real Estate.
WILL SELL ON THE PREMISES SAT-

URDAY, October 9th, at ID o'clock a. m..«harp, to the highest and best bidder, all
of that tine corner lot No. 1. 80x1*) feet, in
the block bounded by Twelfth and Thir-
teenth, J and X streets, with improve-
ments. Sale positive. Title perfect.

BELIj, Auctioneer.

R E. GREER & CO.,
General Auctioneers.

Cash Paid for Household Goods.

OOlce and Salesroom. 1001-1006 J St.
Capital Tel. OOfl.

1 OUR SPECIAL SALE |
(© OF ?)

§ GENUINE DELFT CHINA!
?) has reduced our stock wonderfully. (?

9) We still have a fern Very desirable $
g pieces left, and in order to clean them ?)

out also cue mill continue the sale a
?3 fern days longer, Don't miss this (?

?) lifiST OPPORTUNITY to enrich your §
§5 China Closet. ?)
?) ?

1 Sacramento Glass and Crockery Co., §
i) 629 J STREET.

| The Exclusive Crockery and Glassware House, ?)


