
WEINSTOCK ON THE STAND.

THE CENTRAL FIGURE IN THE

"BEE" LIBEL SUIT.

Said He Had Nothing Whatever to

Do With Yon Arnold or

His Schemes.

The Weinstock-MoClatchy $50,000 li-
bel case was continued before
Hughes yesterday morning, and before
the court had been in session live min-

utes there was a warm passage of
words in which all the attorneys con-

nected with the case took part, and
which was only settled by the court
after the talk between Attorneys John-

son and Mettsoa had become personal
to an extreme seldom reached in courts.

SHORT, SHARP WORB&
Th. passage occurred over a question

asked Angus Ross, who was the first

witness called for the defense at the
morning session, by which it was indi-

rectly attempted to show that C. K.
Leonard, who at the time referred to

\u25a0was a member of the Board of Trustees,

?was Instrumental in having the gam-

bling houses re-opened in the latter

part ol 1896, or the early part of 1897,
after they had been closed by order of

the Mayor.

In answer to preliminary questions,
Ross testified that during the last

three months of 1896 and the early part

of 15>y7. he had conducted club rooms
in Sacramento, at which gambling was

sometimes indulged in. He knew C.

E. Leonard.
Attorney Brunei- asked the witness

Whether or not in the latter part of
18lHj or the first part of 1897. the
games were closed, and subsequently
allowed to re-open by somebody in au-
thority.

Attorney Johnson objected, stating

that the prosecution was ready to ac-
cept any proof regarding- Mr. Wein-
stock, but it had not been shown

that Weinstock had been connected
with Leonard. It made no difference

to the prosecution what the standing

of C. E. Leonard was in the commu-
nity, and no attempt ought be made
to prove something against Leonard
until he had been connected with Mr.
Weinstock.

Judge Holl said it was not the in-

tention of the prosecution to show that
other people had been corrupt, ana

that only evidence going to connect

Mr. Weinstock with Leonard and others
ought to be allowed. The prosecution
did not intend to have anything to do

with C. E. Leonard, as connected with

the plaintiff, until evidence had been
Offered showing that there was such
a connection.

Judge Hughes inquired of Judge Holl
whether the article in the "Bee- did not

s.lv that Weinstock was a shield and

protection to boodlers and blackmail-
ers, and whether two charges were not

made?first, that there were boodlers
and blackmailers, and. second, that the
plaintiff did shield and protect them.

Attorney Bruner. for the defense, said
he did not consider it necessary for the

attorneys for the prosecution to out-

line a defense. Mr. Weinstock, he

\u25a0aid; was not charged with any wrong

by the article published, nor did it show-
that he had had any improper knowl-
edge of the matter, but it did show

that he had been ill-advised when hs

appeared before the people as having

suffered from the article.
Attorney Mettson inquired whether

Leonard or Weinstock was prosecuting

the case, and Attorney Johnson re-

plied that Weinstock and not Leonard
was the prosecuting witness. Mett-

son continued that it was the Inten-
tion of the defense to connect Wein-
stock with the .matter, or place it m

such a light that the jury would con-

clude he was devoid of sense or rea-

soninz. It would be shown that had
he used proper judgment he would not

be placed in the position he now occu-

pied?that of prosecuting witness.

When Attorney Mettson concluded,

Attorney Johnson arose and said the
plan outlined by the defense was not a

vVdn pot be put in that position."

retorted Mettson. springing to his feet.

"I want to treat this court fairly, but

1 allow no man to say or intimate that
of the defendants I represent. I will

Hot stand it from counsel on the other

Bide as long as I have a drop of blood
in my body. He shall not. nor shall
any other man say any such thing."

? You may assassinate, but you can-

not Intimidate," returned Attorney

Johnson sarcastically, quoting Attor-
ney Delmas, and then both attorneys

began talking at the same time, an 1

kept it up for half a minute. Mettson

said he could protect himself at all

times, and Johnson retorted that he

was ready to do anything at any time.
Then Judge Hughes interrupted in

a VigOKHM style and the belligerent at-
torneys quieted down. He said he

would allow no such scenes In court,

and that if they were repeated he
Would severely punish the parties con-

cerned He should, he said, try the
Case fairly on "its merits, and in decld-

'l think, gentlemen, it is exercising

a fair discretion on the part of the
t van t to direct the defense that In pre-

senting the evidence in the case that
you first show that the plaintiff occu-
pied the position spoken of?that he
occupied the position in the communi-

ty of protecting boodlers and black-

mailers. In other words you may

show he was shielding and protecting
certain individuals and thereafter show
that those individuals were what you
charged them with-being."

The defense excused the witness Ross

for the time being, but notified him that
he might be called later on.

WKINBTOCK ON THE STAND.
Mr Weinstock was the next witness

called. He said he had known C. E.

Leona:d a long time ever since he had
been a candidate for Truste -. He knew
Leonard in the latter part of IM»7. Wit-
ness said he had also known John
A. Sheehan seven or eight years, and
knew him about February' lft 1897.
About that time Sheehan had spoken

to him regarding a proposed n ?« spaper
to be started in Sacramento, which Mr.
Yon Arnold anticipated establishing.
There had. however, been no conversa-
tion about the matter, and the witness
did not respond to Sheehan's statement.
Yon Arnold and a man named Schuman
were present.

The witness testified that from Feb-
ruary 19th, he did not see Sheehan
until after the 2."tth of February. On

received a letter signed by Yon Arnold,
but did not meet him until he was In-
troduced by Sheehan about the R»th of
the same month.

Alt >r: ,y Mettson demanded the let-

dttCSd in BOUTt. Witness found the let-
ter lyingon his desk on his return from
lunch, and the marks showed that It
had come through the mail.

Attorney Mettson here offered in evi-
dence, and read the letter written to
Mr. Weinstock from San Francisco on
February 1. 1597. The letter cut quite

a figure in the former libel case brought

by Mr. Weinstock against the proprie-
tors of the " Bee." It refers to the
starting of a newspaper in Sacramento,
to conducting a big gaming house, and
speaks suggestively of Mr. Weinstock's
name in connection with the Mayoral-
ty. The letter, it will be remembered,
was indorsed in pencil, "compared by
V. 5.." etc.

On February 2d witness had received
another brief communication from Yon
Arnold, inquiring whether the former
letter had been received, and stating

that the writer would be delayed an-
other week. This, too, was rea*.

The witness said that on February
27th he had sent a telegram to Yon
Arnold in which he said he knew noth-
ing about the matter referred to in
the letter, and did not understand the
proposition. Witness again said that
on February 28th he had held no con-
versation with Sheehan. but that the
latter had spoken respecting the estab-
lishinen1 of a newspaper in Sacramento
by Yon Arnold.

At the same time, the witness said.
Yon Arnold had spoken about the
Clunie property, but had said nothing

about conducting a concert hall there.
The witness said he had been inter-
viewed by Reporter Brow n of the "Bee"
on the 27tb or 28th of February, but
that he had not told him that Yon Ar-
nold had in the conversation referred to
said anything about establishing a
newspaper or starting a concert hall.

A MATTER OF DATES.
The witness testified that about the

18th or 20th ot" March. 18!»7, he had
made notes of the matter partly from
memory and partly from newspapers
on tile and letters received from Yon
Arnold. He referred to a copy of the
notes and fixed the dates of publica-
tion by it. He received a note from
Yon Arnold on February 27th, to the
effect that he was sick at the Western
Hotel, and wanted to see the witness on
business. The witness had replied that
owing to a press of business he could
not spare the time to visit Yon Arnold,
but might find it possible to answer
any questions in writing. The letters
were put in evidence.

The witness identified the letter re-
ceived en the same day from Yon Ar-
nold, which stated that the writer had
received a letter from his brother in
Chicago respecting the establishment of
a daily newspaper. He wished to use
the name of the witness as an incorpor-
ator of the business, and stated that
John Weil would be connected In the.
undertaking. The witness had replied
in a note to Yon Arnold the same day,

that the contents of his letter had been
a surprise to him, as it was the first
intimation he had had that his name
had been connected with the enterprise,
and he could not imagine on what au-
thority it had been so used. John Weil,
the reply stated, was a good man. It
closed with the wish that the enter-
prise might succeed. These letters also
were admitted in evidence.
THE PART LEONARD PLAYED

The witness further testified that on
February "7th C. E. Leonard had vis-
ited his place of business, and urged
him to interest himself in the estab-
lishment of the proposed newspaper.
Leonard might have said that he wish-
ed the witness would think about the
proposition, but he could not recall the
precise language. What the witness
did recollect was that Leonard had per-
sistently insisted that he interest him-
self in the establishment of the pro-
posed daily newspaper, and that the
witness had declined to interest himself
in the matter, and said that he neither
could nor would interest himself there-
in. To the best of his recollection the
witness had not intimated to Leonard
that he would take the matter under
advisement.

On March 11th. the witness continued,
in answer to questions propounded by
Attorney Mettson, Sheehan, Yon Arnold
and a man named Casey called on him,
and Sheehan said Yon Arnold had re-
c< Ived a check from his brother in Chi-
cage for .<..o.(»im as a fund to establish
the proposed daily newspaper. The wit-
ness declined to have anything to do in
the matter and told Yon Arnold he be-
lieved him to be a detective in the em-
ploy of the "Bee." Yon Arnold had
laughed and left, saying he had an ap-
pointment with his physician.

On March 11th, Mr. Brown, a "Bee"
reporter, had called on the witness and
the latter had shown him a letter pur-
porting to have been written in San
FrsractSQO by Yon Arnold on March
11th. Brown, who said he knew Yon

| Arnold's handwriting, gave it as his
opinion that the latter had not written

[ the letter in qeustion.
At 12 o'clock a recess was taken until

j1:30 o'clock p. m.
j Mr. Weinstock again took the witness
stand at the afternoon session, and tes-
tified that he had no recollection as to
whether or not at the time of the conver-

[sation with Leonard, the latter had said
that Sheehan was to be at the head of

[ the proposed newspaper.
| Attorney Bruner reverted to the diary
kept by Mr. Weinstock. in which was

Inotes of the matter, and asked him to
produce it.

Attorney Johnson said there had been
no order made for the witness to pro-
duce the diary in court, and the court

(agreed with him. Thereupon the at-
[r\u25a0 rnsy for the defense made a formal
demand that the diary be-produced this
morning.

J Continuing', the witness said in answer
to Attorney Mettson, that on March 9th

! Sheehan had told him that he was to be
general manager of the proposed news-
paper, but that he had not said that
Leonard was to be one of the incorpora-
tors. The witness said he had not read
all of the matter published in the "Bee"
between the issues of Man h 4th
and March 20th. as there had been so
much of it that it became nauseous to

jhim. Sone- of the articles he had read.

jWEINSTOCK'S "RECORD-UNION**
ARTICLE.

The witness, in answer to a question.
Isaid he had made the statement that
appeared in the "Record-Union" on the

!21>t of March, IM'7, in which appeared
jtin- complaint, which about March 20th

he had filed against the proprietors of
Ithe - Ree " Attorney Mettson offered a
copy of the "Record-Undoa" of the date

I Judge Holl for the* prosecution object-
led to admitting the 1paper in evidence.

' and wished to know whether it was to

jbe put in in mitigation or justification.
; Attorney Mettson said the defense
ifished it introduced for all purposes.
I l-«.th in mitigation atid Justification.

The court adndtted the article in evi-
jdem c. It was held by the prosecution
'that in submitting the statement in
[question to the "Reeohrd-Unjkm," he
irad not attempted to'try the case out
[of court. Attorney Bruner read the ar-
Itit le. including both complaint and

| After the statement had be.n read. Mr.
V.instock. in answer to questions, said

!he wrote it at his office and at his home,

jAfter writing it he submitted it to his
jattorneys, who might have suggested

{some unimportant changes. The com-
'\u25a0 plaint was formulated before the state-
lmint was written. He read the pub-
-1 tished statement to his attorneys, and
; thought they had suggested SOOM minor

\u25a0 chnnires which were made
Mr. Weinstock testified that he had

left a verbal order with the "Record-
iUnion" for s,<A>o copies of the paper

containing the article. He furnished the
"Record-Union" with a list of the names
of parties to whom he wished papers
sent, and did not handle any of the
papers himself. There might have been
extra copies sent to his office, for pur-
poses of reference, but he was not sure
about it. He could not recall having
seen any extra copies.

A question as to whether or not the
witness had talked about the letter he
had received from Yon Arnold, subse-
quent to the publication of his state-
ment in the "Record-Union," met with
an objection from the attorneys of the
prosecution. It was contended by them
that Mr. Weinstock had a perfect right

to talk about the Yon Arnold letter or
any other letter, and that the course of
questions could be neither in mitigation
jor justification.

The attorneys for the defense, con-
itended that Mr. Weinstock, by submit-
ting his statement for publication, was
attempting to try his case out of court,

and that anything said by him referring

jto the matter was admissible as cvi-

'dence. Attorney Bruner said that the
!statement published in the "Record-
\ Union" was clearly a libel so far as
Mr. Weinstock was concerned, and that
it was only a question of degree.

Attorney Johnson said it was incon-
ceivable why anybody should say that
jbecause the witness had talked about
the matter out of court, it was a libel
jupon the defendants.

Judge Hughes held that Mr. Wein-
stock had an entire right to talk about
the case or publish an article in a news-
paper, and that the fact that he had
talked about the matter would be in-
admissible as evidence unless it was
shown that he had endeavored in so
doing to influence public opinion.

Continuing, the witness said that sub-
sequent to the filing of the complaint

on March 20th he had not told a large

number of people of the community and
county that the MeClatchys were libel-
ers.

After considerable quibbling among
the attorneys the witness said he had
refrained from talking about the mat-
ter to his friends, and confined his con-
versation on the matter to answering
questions. He had discussed the mat-
ter with four or five friends, aside from
his family and business associates.
Subsequent to the filing of the com-
plaint he carried with him neither the
Yon Arnold letter nor a copy of the
same.

A FISHING EXCURSION*.
After a short recess Mr. Weinstock's

diary for 1897 was produced in court,
and with it before him Attorney Mett-
son reverted to the 28th of February,

at which time a "Bee" reporter had
twice called upon him and showed him
a slip of paper containing writing. The
witness testified that he afterwards saw
substantially the same writing contain-
ed on the slip of paper in the "Bee."
The nature of the writing was not
brougnt out.

The witness further testified that he
had never consulted Attorney Albert M.
Johnson with relation to the matter.
He then explained several passages In
the diary, and attempted to make out
a pasage relating to the Yon Arnold
matter, which had been stricken out.

Judge Holl objected to the attorney's
dragging the diary and going on a fish-
ing excursion without getting even a
nibble. He held that the diary was pro-
duced to enable the witness to refresh
his memory and not to be put in evi-
dence.

The item that liad been cancelled
showed that on March loth Sheehan
had said he expected to be indicted by
the Grand Jury. The witness explained
that the item had been transcribed, and
WOttld be found on the copy submitted
to the attorneys for the defense at the
morning session.

The court ruled that the questions
relating to the diary were immaterial,
and after the erased article being
marked as an exhibit, the attorneys
took up the issues of the "Bee" of
the 3d, Ith. sth and 6th of March,
1S!»7, and the witness said he thought
he had read them all. The articles re-
ferred to what was termed "The Com-
bine. * one being headed. "More of the

another "Sheehan, the Pi-
rate." and still another, "Leonard Is
Guilty."

The witness said Win J. Davis had
tailed on him and asked for an inter-
view, at a time w hen he was very busy,

and that he had told him that an in-
terview published in the "Bee" on
Starch .'id, in which he had answered
categorically a set of specified ques-
tions, was substantially correct, and
referred him to the article.

Attorney Mettson next questioned the
witness respecting a conversation held
with C. E. Leonard on February 27th,
and read from a deposition taken lie-
fore a Notary Public, in which the wit-
ness had recounted the conversation.
The witness said the deposition was
correct, and that at the time it was
made his memory was much fresher
on the matter than at the present time.

The witness said he recollected a re-
porter of the "Bee" asking him for a
copy of the Yon Arnold letter, and that
he had declined to allow a copy made,
and stated decidedly that the letter
was no* written for publication. To
the best of his recollection he had not
told the reporter that in giving the let-
ter for publication he would betray a
confidence reposed in him. He believed
he had told the reporter that had
been approached by parties with refer-
ence lo establishing a daily newspaper.
He probably said that a man had called
on him, and Leonard had called.

Attorney Mettson inquired whether
or nut the witness had declined to give
the name of the man who had called?

Attorney Johnson objected and said
the "Bee" had no right whatever, more
than a private individual, to demand
the name of any peison. The objection
was overruled and the witness said he
might or might not have declined to
give the name of the person who had
called on him with reference to the
establishment of a new daily news-
paper. Th? person who had called on
him. he said, was C. E. Leonard.

In answer to questions the witness
said that at a succeeding interview
with the same reporter he had been
ask d whether the man who had called
was Sheehan or Weil.

Attorney Johnson objected, and said
as the questions had been asked cate-
gorically, they having been written on
a slip of paper, it devolved upon the
defense to produce the list and allow
the witness to identify It.

Attorney Mettson said the matter
? light to be left with the witness, who
could cither answer the questions off-
hand or request the slip upon which
the questions had been answered.

Th«> court ruled that the defens*
should produce ihe original questions if
the wilr.ess so desired.

The witness said he did not desire
the original list of questions, and At-
torney Mettson suggested that the
court discharge the attorney for the

Mr. Weinstock was still on the stand
when the court adjourned until 10
o'clock this morning.

Fin- in an--, rv butter. 25c lb: tea
bars X ya- Savon. 2-V; pure lard. 89c
pail: per cent, discount for cash.
1'? esi-y A s -n. 516-519 j street. *

Save money by buying your tea and
coffee of J. McMorry, 531 M. ?

THE SHEPLAR DIVORCE CASE.

JUDGE JOHNSON DENIES THE
WIFE'S PETITION.

He Thought the Parties Could Get
Along as of Yore if

They Try.

The divorce proceeding of Mary L. E.
Sheplar against Frank M. Sheplar oc-
cupied ali of yesterday's session in
Judge Johnson's court, and w as warmiy

fought on both sides. The charge was
desertion and failure to provide.

The testimony showed that at one
time Sheplar was quite well off, but
that he had frittered away a valuable
farm property and for a long time had
to depend on his employment as a cut-
tle-buyer for a market firm. That po-
sition he lost upward of a year ago
in consequence of a change in the firm.
Since that time he had not, he claimed,
been able to procure employment.

In the meantime Mrs. Sheplar had
been obliged to do sewing in order to
support the family, and she alleges
that her husband had not earnestly
tried to obtain employment. There
W< re many details in the complaint
of Sheplar's shortcomings as a man of
family. The plaintiff was. repre-
sented by H. G. Soule, and the defend-
ant by A. J. Bruner.

Judge Johnson, in summing up the
eas>e, traversed the main points in the
testimony, and while he found much
to criticise and condemn in -the course
of Sheplar -, he said there was nothing
to support the charge of desertion, as
he had not, apparently, abandoned his
home of his own choice. Cruelty was
not alleged in the complaint, but if it
had been ho might have found much
to sustain such a charge.

As to Sheplar's failure to provide for
his family, the court said it appeared
he had done so for some twenty-seven
years, though of late years he had not
been as considerate in that respect as
he should have been. He had frittered
away money that should have been ap-
plied to the care and maintenance of
his family. But for the past year, as
shown by the evidence, he had not been
able to obtain employment at his call-
ing, and leaving aside his former acts
it did not appear that he was to blame
for his idleness the past year.

In conclusion, Judge Johnson said
he did not think sufficient grounds had
been shown on which to grant a decree
of separation. The defendant had ex-
pressed a willingness and desire to pro-
vide for his family if he could only ob-
tain employment, and it was fhe opin-
ion of the court that he should be giv-
en a chance to do so.

An order was therefore made refus-
ing a decree, but the defendant was re-
quired to pay at least $5 per month in
the way of alimony to his wife.

Ten Per Cent. Premium.
Until further notice, we will give to

all cash purchasers a premium of 10
per cent, in either garden or flower
seeds. The Pacific, 727 to 72i) J st. *

Try McMorry's .r»Oc uncolored Japan
tea; E. B. tea, 00c; G. P. tea. 75c; P. F.
Japan tea, 40c; 531 M street. *

Palms, acacias, magnolias, fruit trees.
Best in the world. California Nursery.
M. Williamson, agent, next to depot. *

The Red House stock consisting of
dry and fancy goods, millinery, hosiery,
gent's underwear, caps, hats, etc.. is
now being closed out at big bargains. *

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

Electrical lamps at Scott's. 303 J. *
Try McMorry's 35c tea. 531 M. ?

MARRIED.
BPAKJER-KBEBS ?In this city, Febru-

ary iUh, by Rev. Charles F. (Vdder.
vhe brides home. Twelfth and H
streets. Henry J. Spanjer to LottS E.
Krebs, both of this city: no cards.
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A sick man
or a sick woman
wants to take
no chances with
pr c s c r iptions;
they want to
know that the
right ingredi-
ents, in the right
proportions, go
into them.

CATARRH OF THE STOMACH.

A Pleasant, Simple, hut Safe Kffeetual
Cure for It.

Catarrh of the stomach has long been
considered the next thing to incurable.

The usual symptoms are a full or
bloating sensation after eating, accom-
panied sometimes with sour or watery,
risings, a formation of gases, causing
pressure on the heart and lungs and
difficult breathing; headache, fickle ap-
petite, nervousness and a general
played out, languid feeling.

There is often a foul taste in the
mouth, coated tongue, and if the in-
terior of the stomach could be seen it
would show a slimy, inflamed condi-
tion.

The cure for this common and ob-
stinate trouble is found in a treatment
which causes the food to be readily,
thoroughly digested before it has a time
to ferment and irritate the delicate
mucuos surfaces o fthe stomach.

To secure a prompt and healthy diges-
tion is the one necessary thing to do.
and when normal digestion is secured
the catarrhal condition will have disap-
peared.

According to Dr. Harlanson, the
safest and best treatment is to naoafter
each meal a tablet, of Di-
astase. Aceptic, Pepsin, a little Xux.
Golden Seal and fruit aedds.

These tablets can now be found at all
drug stores under the name of Stuart's
Dyspepsia Tablets, and, not being a
patent medicine, can be used with per-
fe.-t safety and assurance that healthy
apt>etite-and thorough digestion will
follow their regular use after meals.

Sir. N. J. Booher ->f 2710 Dearborn
street. Chicago. 111., writes: "Catarrh
is a local condition resulting from a
neglected cold in the head, whereby the
lining membrane of the nose becomes
inflamed and the poisonous discharge

therefrom, passing backward into the
throat, reaches the stomach, thus pro-
ducing catarrh of the stomach. Medical
authorities prescribed for me for three ;
years for catarrh of stomach without
cure, but to-day I am the happiest of
mett after using only one box of Stu-
art's Dyspesia Tablets. I cannot find
appropriate words to express my good

feeling.
1 have found flesh, appetite and

sound rest from their use.
Stuart's Dyspepsia Tablets is the

safesl preparation as well as the sim-
ples! and most convenient remedy for
any form of indigestion, catarrh of
Stomach, biliousness, sour stomach,
heartburn and bloating after meals.

Send for little book, mailed free, on
stomach troubles, by addressing Stu-
art Company. Marshall. Mich. The tab-
lets can be found at a drug store.

The Cubans are the best
cigarmakers in the world.
Every cigarmaker in the
DOMINGUEZ factory is
an expert native Cuban.

HALL, LUHRS & CO., Agents. J
f ©?« OR. JORDAN'S Great 4
'ffgHusaum of Anatomy'
H ICS - ST. est. 6th * 7ti, S. F. CfO. f
I*l TU o'luttndiiitbeWorlA. A
I rt&itfi, tr« »r" continually adding new specimen.. \

O Bali"*' ltaru wonderfully you are marie A
'ft. Ian.i how to avoid aktacaa and Oma, Ifyou \
w B RoiJeji Specialist on tne Pacific Coaat, y
A DR. jnai»*w-i»ritate mwt:A«r.» A
W Consultation free and .flatly prirate. Treatment person- Wial.yorby letter. Mrilllllthoroughly eradicated A
W from the .T.tem without u«inK Mrrrur,, ?
\ RVKIiY WJI Ui us will rtetire oui V
A hvxett opinion of Ml couir-laint. A
V frt uiit (iuaranttt « POSITTVg CVltFln event cm \A tee undtrtake, or for'eit On, Tkeaia.il liollnra. A
f writefr>r Book?Pblluaofthw ofniarrlitee, ?

a WUnn i A valuable book former..) \
& MkJOHDAM A C0..10M Markets' 8. F. §

N^m "ERE IS Aectar- ~.
\u25a0 _ _

of the best Driedmes. Ne^.
KILGORE & TRACY,

GROCERS,
Northeast Corner Eighth and J Sts.

»|aa|?^? f« ss|s»| n|« \u25a0\i*i»|n|.i|?y. ataAsla

% PERFECT DIGESTION, I
I GOOD HEALTH, SOUND ±
I AND REhRESHING SLEEP %
4« Are obtained by using 4*
? Gogings' Vegetable Liver Pills. J
T They stimulate the Kidneys and Liver. JL
T CURE SICE HEADACHE. 4,

3. R. E. GOGINGS, 904 J STREET, t
*I*I'l I I ''I"!11!"!11 ! 1!-1!-. ***
Q H*KREBS &CO,

F. H. KREBS, Manager.
626 J STREET,

DEALERS IN PAINTS. OILS, GLASS AND
WALL PAPER.

Painting. Papering and Decorating in all its
braucues. Teleohones &>7.

SEND THE WEEKLY UNION TO TOUR
iilends in the East.

CASTORIA
For Infants and Children,

¥<w£*S^ST3a

Careful

Drug

Mixing.

Two druggists
oversee every
prescription put
up?they check
each other.
Every one is ab-
solutely correct.
Our prescription
department i s
managed with
the greatest care.

"C. C, C." Prescription Pharmacy, Tenth and X Sts.

with its rich Champagne Flavor is far
h and away the best chewing tobacco on |
[j the market. ,

I Five cents buys one of the new big
| pieces? 40 per cent, larger than the old

II piece

j Try It Once
And You Will Stick to It.

mBM KLONDIKE OUTFITS!
Gum and Leather Boots and Shoes, Arctic Caps
anc3 ' Hats, Compasses, Heavy Sweaters, Rifles,

MIKhBBR Revolvers, Ammunition, Arctic Socks, Knives,
mL Razors, etc.

Ifet, GOODS THE BEST,
Ittk PRICES THE LO^TST.

GUN STORE.
609-611 X Street, Sacramento. Cal.

Send for Catalogue.

f IT COSTS I
I BUT LITTLE f
T more at first and after *\u2666 that it is cheaper than 1
\u2666 PRINTING.
1 /Therefore have your 7
J VISITING CARDS J
: ENGRAVED, t
i \u2666

Good work and prompt \u2666
T delivery. g

\u2666 US. crockeT company, j
\u2666 208-210 J STREET. I

NEW^IRM.
Notice is hereby given that the

undersigned, Alfred Olson and W.
E. Brown, have formed a co-part-
nership under the firm name of
OLSON & BROWN, to carry on a
real estate and insurance business
as successors to Edwin K. Alsip &
Co.. at the old stand. No. 1015
Fourth St., Sacramento. Califor-
nia, where they will be glad to
meet all their friends and continue
business with the patrons of said
firm. Allbusiness intrusted to our
care will receive prompt attention.

Dated January 12, 1898.

OLSON & BROWN,
1015 FOURTH STREET-

I MATER MISb'RiCORDIAE, fjl 551sbtors' (Mew Hospital. 5
!; St., 0 ana E, Sacramento. 5
% JUST COMPLETED AND NOW 1
'\u25ba open to patitnt*. High, healthy loca- <' \u25bation; pleasant, airy rooms and waru<. }

<\u25ba All modern appliances. Terms mod- J% crate. For full particulars apply to JJ \ "Misters ofMercy," or to the Medical >> Superintendent, \< \u25ba DR. CHAS. D. M'GETTIGAN. <

For the Best
L«. ua.ro. dry \X7"orlt

GO TO TBS?

American Steam Laundry
business Hoases, Contractors and Public Men

ITHNI<HKI)WITB
NEWSPAPER INFORMATION' OF ALL KINDS

BY ALLEN'S
PRESS CLIPPING BUREAU,

510 Montgomery street, San Francisco.

ONLY ONE DOLLAR A YEAR?THE
WEEKLY UNION. The best weekly.

The nest spring MnsDoiMS moans a pood
deal in the tailoring world.

Proper preparation for spring necessi-
tates lots of hustling, and gives lota of
Opportunities to the man who has an ey»»
ogM d for bargains.

ifyon want to get a handsome, stylish,
well made suit of clothes, we can give
you just what you want at a very low
price?lf you come now. Drop in aiidiiet
us show you what we run do for you.

RAILROAD TIME TABLE.

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY
(PACIFIC SYSTEM.)

JANUARY t. 1898.
Trains Leuvo and aro Dn« to Arrtv*at

Sacramento:

leayk'trains rum dailt|artyb
IFor) i ,

vKrom>

-?! 1 .
12:01 A,Ashland and Portland...] iM A
lo:20 A,Los Angeles, F.l Puav dt|

Kast i 6:40 F
11:41: A Atlantic Express fori
i Ogden and Kast | 4:60 fl

9:05 PfSuropsan Mail for Og-i; den and Bast I 1:40 A
7:05 A jCalistoga and Nap* ] t>:00 P
2:00 PjCaltstOSS and Napa | 4146 A
5:15 PfLoa Angeles p,U:IO A
4:50 P Colfax [" 9:liD A
9:io A Knights Landing and|
I Oroville I 2:30 P

7:10 PiKnights Landing audi,
Oroville .* ? 1 1 :Gi> A

6:30 A,Po d Bluff via Knight-si
I Landing & Marysville. .L 6 m:. P

?5:3;, A Red Blufi via Woodland] s *f>:oO«P
3:25 P Red BIuC via MarysvllUl, 10:«OvA

lo:uo a Redding via Willows E -j^mp
4:;.". a San Franc via itentcia.. .F 11 :40*P
5:55 A San Fran via Benlcls...] S 40-P
7:05 A San Fran via Benicla...[? 11:05.A
i:00 PiSan Fran via Benicla...] s:StMP
1:06 P San Fran via Benicla...) H::w.A

?10:00 A San Fran via steamer... t«;:«*» A
loo a San Fran via Llvermorel 2:55*P
M3S A San .lose 356 F
1050 AiSanta Barbara I 2:56 P

Ten a Vallejo and Santa Rosa] II W P
-:"0 j' Vallejo and Santa Rossi 11 V

10:20 A Stockton and »tait [ t: P
5:15 P Stockton and Gait ft 11:05 A

Stockton and Gait 6:40 P
11:45 AjTruckes and Keno 4:50 P
9:55 PfTruckee and Reno I 5:40 A

*730 A|Folsom and Placerville.. *4 IS P
_3:15 P Folsom and Placerville.. _»:4o_A

A?For moralng. P?For afternoon.
?Sunday excepted, tMonday excepted.
T. H. GOODMAN. Gen. Pas Asent.

Strawberry
Ranch
of Ten Acres

FOR RENT or
FOR SALE,

Near Auburn. Four acres in-
vines; house, barn, etc.; rent,
$bO per annum. A rare oppor-
tunity for an energetic man.
For particulars apply to
SCHAW, INGRAM, BATCH-
ER & CO., Hardware Dealers.
2U to 219 J street, Sacramento

LIQUORS. WINE, BEER. ETC.

CALL ON

JIM & HARRY,
100i> THIRD STREET.

CALIFORNIA EXCHANGED
Hot Lunch Daily.

FRED LACHENMYER. Proprietor.
10S:i THIRD STREET.

PALISADE SALOON,
881 X Street.

HARLAN BROS Proprietor*

Western Hotel Building.

GRUHLER'S. gg*
is the favorite resort for a cool glass ot
Ruhstaller's. Pilsner on draught every Jay.
Jacob Gruhler, Proprietor, lui4 J street.

GAMBRINUS' Srf/^Sufe*©*
HAI I Props. Finest Wines, Liquors
\u25a0 ?* and Cigars; Steam aud Lager as
it should be, oc. A good Luuih always lobs
found.

UNDERTAKERS.

GEO. tt CLARK
(Successor to J. Frank Clara),

County Coroner, I'mlertaker and Funeral Director
UNDERTAKING PARLORS. 1017 AND

10iy Fourth street, between J anu iw
streets. Telephone 134.

MILLER & McMULLEN,
Undertaking Parlors.

905-9C7 I Bmt, Odd Fellows' Temple.
EMBALMING A SPECIALTY. TELE-

phones?Cap. 186; Sunset, red, tis3,

W. F. GORMLEY,
Undertaker and Funeral Director.
Mortuary parlors and hall 916 .1 street,

opposite plaxa. Telephones: Capital Toy;
Sunset, blue, 581.

E. IVI. KAVANAQH,

Undertaker and Funeral Director.
NO. oil J STREET. EMBALMING A

specialty. Oflice open day and Bight. Tel-
ephone. Sunset £43. red: Capital.

CROSSMASS SPECIFIC MIXTURE
WITH THIS REMEDY PERSONS CAN

cure themselves without the least ex-
posure, change of diet or change in appli-
cation of business. The medicine contains
rothing that is of the least injury to the
constitution. Ask your druggist for it.
Plica. |1 a bottle. TuF.


