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h Mattle Jenkins, as the case stands
| present, has won nine points out of a

. Good, big chunks of law were bandied
about in the township court yesterday

. in the prosecution of the defendant for
. Baving, by false pretenses and misrep-
,© pesentation, obtained from Dr. Bert Ellis
the sum of $500. Deputy District Attor-
‘mey McComas, in behalf of the people,
put in a clean cut case, but in some

. particulars it was just a trifle too clean
 eut, for Attorney Frank Davis, who rep-
resented the defendant, in arguing for a
dismissal of the action made a very

. clever showing that detracted very much
- from the strength of the prosecution’s

case.

Briefly put, there were on August 12th
four notes made by Mrs. Jenkins, each
one being for $250, or $1000 in all. Of this
total amount $500 was to cover certain
‘business transactions between the de-/
gendant and the prosecuting witness,
which were legitimate and were not im-
pugned; the other two notes, for $500,
represented the gullty money, so to
speak, obtained by Mrs. Jenkins by false
representations made to Dr. Bert Ellis.
Counsel for the defense, in his argument,
wanted to know who could discriminate
as to these notes; whether the two notes
‘reposing in the bank vaults might not
represent the guilty money, and the two
submitted in evidence represent the un-
impugned business transaction between
the parties. As a matter of fact the
prosecution, in claiming that the $500
had been unlawfully obtained, there be-
ing a shortage of that amount on the
four notes for $250 each, took any two
of the old notes to represent the guilty.

That such a determination may be ar-

rived at by reasoning is true, but counsel
showed that the law does not counte-
nance any such hap-hazard way of die-
criminating documents upon which the
liberty of a person is made to turn.
. When Dr. Bert Ellis put his signature
to the accommodation paper and Mrs.
Jenkins drew down the money it was the
bank that paid the money, counsel con-
tended, and not the doctor. It was the
bank’s money that paid for that trip
of Mrse. Jenkin®’ to Chicago, and al-
though the doctor’s signature on Mrs.
Jenkin®’ notes may have established a
Hability on her part, such a thing would
be & matter for civil action at the time
the note arrived at maturity, Primarily,
Mr. Davis urged, the bank was the suf-
ferer, if*‘the money had been wrong-
fully obtained.

Then when the notes became due, and
$500 was lost to Dr. Ellis, no allegation
bhad been made of any date when any
amount had been lost. On August 24th,
when he paid over to the bank the
amount of the notes, he himself testified
that the defendant was not present or
& party to the transaction.

The burden of counsel’s remarks was
to the effect that if any wrong had been
ecommitted, it certainly was not that
«charged, either in the first complaint
or in the later one filed just before the
trial of the case. Mr. Davis, in a semi-
humorous way, dealt Dr. Ellis one or
two sharp knocks, He alluded to the
pection of the penal code defining the
crime charged, and drew attention to his
own statements that he had backed the
Judgment of Mrs.. Jenkins with his
money and had lost. He had never
taken the slightest trouble to verify
her statements or inquire in any way
about - them, although he had a tele-
phone in his office.

On this last proposition Mr. McComas
wanted to be heard, He contended that
the supreme court of this state had held
that a man may lie back and make no
effort whatever to protect himself, and
yet have cause of action if anything
should go wrong.

Counsel couldn't quote chapter and
wverse, but he knew of the decision and
ecould put his hand upon it. Justicc
Young stated that the lack of any rea-
sonable steps by an inured party seemed
to him to nullify such a proceeding as
that at bar, and he would much like to
#ee the decision alluded to by Mr. Mec-
Comas. Counsel will file briefs on this
point and then the court will decide
whether the case shall be dismissed on

. the prosecution’s own case or give the
defense a hearing.

Meantime, and through the long day,
MMrs. Jenkins sat between her couns:l
and her brother, W. G. Antrim, who

. eame from San Francisco to be with his
eister in her trouble, She was garbed

. in black, with a jaunty black velvet hat,
fashionably trimmed, and a double-
breasted jacket of rough, black goods.
A dainty brooch formed of pearls and
. surmounted by a tiny cross, formaed also

..of the delicate gems, was the only ar-
‘ ticle of jewelry she wore. Throughout

. the examination she was impassive, and
only on occaslons would she turn and.
eonverse with her counsel.

Before the examination opened Mr.
McComas drew ancther complaint in
. place of the one upon which the de-
fendant was arrested. The first being
M-ed., Mrs. Jenkine was arraigned
‘on the second, waived time and the

‘hearing began.
2 ON FRIENDLY TERMS

Dr. H. Bert Ellis of 731 West Eleventh
_street, the eye, ear and nose speclalist.
was the first witness and gave his ag:

@ 34 years. He stated he had known

'rs. - Jenkine for about four years and

‘esponse to the request of Mr. Mec-
he told how it came about thal

d for her certain paper whicr

the ‘very doubtful pleasure of

) later. The witness began by

that on May 10th he received a
om Mre. Jenkins, which, upon

‘of defending oounlel was read
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10th.
this cpml. Mr. McComas,
wm he reached the word “dear,” vol-

‘| unteered the explanatory remark that
| Mrs. Jenkins had evidently omitted the

‘Dr,.”” she intending to write
“Dear Dr.,” as In her opening address.
Mr. Davis urcmlully remarked that
if counmsel for the prosecution would
confine himeelf to reading what was in
the letter, and not into it, that it would
be probably more satisfactory all
around.

“This note was brought by a messen-
ger boy,” remarked witness, in beginning
his story, “and I sent a reply. She called
in the afternoon and said she had pald
8500 to Mme. Gotthelf for a fourth in-
terest {n the millinery atore and unless
she paid $500 more by 3 oclock she would
lose what she had put in. I told her it
was impossible for me to lend her the
money and advised her that she had
better see Mme, Gotthelf and try to
get an extension of time. Next day she
again called and said that Mme. Gotthelf
had granted her an extension of time.
I then told her it would be very hard for
me to lend the money, as I was going
east and when I came back would need
more money than I had, and would have
to borrow from the banks. Mrs Jenkin=
was much affected by my inabllity to
help her, and I told her finally that I
would go on her notes if Mr. Holliday
of the Merchants’ National bank was
satisfied. I endorsed two notes for her,
each for $250."”

“Now, doctor, who paid those notes?”
irquired Mr, McComas.

“I did when they became due,” was
the witness’ answer.

“Why?”

“When they fell due Mrs. Jenkins was
not here, and the bank demanding the
money, I had to pay.”

“Did you know where Mrs. Jenkins
then was?”

“Yes, in San Francisco.”

THE DOCTOR CROSS EXAMINED.

“Doctor, how long have you lived in
this city?"’ began Mr. Davis, Im cross-
examination.

“Since 1884,” was the reply.

“And you have known Mrs. Jenkins
how long?”

“About four years.”

“You became acquainted with her in
the ordinary professionml way?”

“I did.”

“Up to the time of the notes you saw
her frequently?”

“Sometimes I would see her quite
frequently, and then again I would not
see her for a prolonged time.”

‘“Was there any time when you saw
her and treated her professionally quite
frequently ?”’

“Yes, this spring.”

“About what time in the spring?”

“I think about the months of Febru-
ary and March.”

“Did these treatments continue to the
time when the notes were made?”

“Sometimes omce a day, sometimes
once every three days.”

“Any financial transactions previous
to that time?”

“Yes, on the 12th of March I loaned
her $200.””

“Just tell the court the system adopted
in that transaction?”

“She told me her seal skin sacque and
other things were in pawn, and that be-
ing the last day for redemption, she
wanted to get them out. I had not the
money, but consented to go on a note
with her. She said Mr. Chase had prom-
ised to pay her part of Charlle’s salary,
and there were four notes made for $50
each, all on the Merchants’ National
bank.”

“Themn there came another financial
transaction?”

“Yes, sir. On February 9th she came
to me and said her father was in the
city, and was acquainted with a drum-
mer Who had some good whisky. That
her father could buy advantageously
and she could make a trade that would
give her the $300 she then wanted and
the $200 she had raised. 1Itold her those
business matters were risky things to
go into, but she sald her father knew all
about the matter,”

THE CONSOLIDATED NOTES
“Then, on her representation of her
father’s and her own business aptitude,
you advanced that sum?”

‘“Yes, sir.”
“Then were there any more notes
made?”

“On May 10th, when she repreuented
that she wanted'$500, I told her she had
better take up the $300 and $200, and so
four notés for $250 each were wmade.
These were made to let Mrs. Jenkins
have a longer time within which to pay.”
“It was a single transaction, the mak-
ing of those notes?”

“Yes.”

“All made at once, and the money re-
ceived from the same bank?”

“Yes, sir.”

“Explain how Mrs, Jenkins got the
money on the two notes i evidence and
not the other two?”

“That’s a law quibble, but I can tell,
I think.”

‘“Well, go along.”

“The two notes im bank liquidated the
money overdue.”

“And yet those two notes in the bank
may have been the money on the Gott-
helf matter, may they not?”

“If you like to put it that way.”

“Where does Mrs. Gotthelf live?”’

“I really don’t know.”

‘““Her business place?”

“On Spring street.”

‘“Were you in good health and mentally
sound at that time, Dr.?”

‘“Well, we can't alwayssay as to that.”

“Yes, but as a physician, how would
you say?”

“Yes, I think so.,”

‘““Then why did you not go down to
inquire of Mrs. Gotthelf regarding th:
matter?”’

‘‘Because Mrs. Jenkine wanted it kept
quiet.”

“Yes; she didn’t want It bruited
around; she was treating you confi-
dentially, was she not, and you her?”

‘“Yes; sir.”

“And it would have just taken five
minutes by the watch to go down to
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| Mre. emmr- and find out about the

matter?”
“About ten.”
“Did you ever, until the arrest of Mrs.

re- | Jenkins, make any inquiries of Mrs.

Gotthelt?”

“Yes; when I returned from the east
in July, through my attorney.”

“But not personally.”

“I considered-if I did it through my
attorney it was the same as if I did it
myselt.”

“When you returned did you find
where Mrs. Jenkins was?”

“I saw by the papers she was at the
Auditorium, Chicago, and went to San
Francisco in August.”

“Why didn’t you have her arrested at
San Francisco?”

‘‘Because the notes weren't due.”

“When did the firet falldue?”

“On August 26th.”

“And when did you pay it?"”

‘I can’'t say without looking at my
check book.”

‘“You had not been sued or any pro-
ceedings taken to make you pay?”

“ ‘."I was notified by the bank, and paid

“Did you notify Mrs. Jenkins that the
note was about due, and give her an
opportunity to meet t?"

“I did. I wrote her on August 17th.”

AFTERNOON SESSION

Upon court reconvening at 2 oclock
Mr. Davis resumed his examination of
Dr. Bert Ellis with regard to the letter
which he sent Mrs. Jenkins, notifying
her that the notes would soon fall due.
The witness submitted a copy of the
letter, which he had retained. Other
letters also were submitted by witness
as being coplies of others sent to Mrs.
Jenkins since the time when he discov-
ered that the Gotthelf partnership
scheme was a myth. One letter, Dr.
Ellis stated, he had sent to the defendant
last Friday, a copy of which he had not
retained.

With regard to the letters under date
of August 30th, and September 16th the
witness stated that they were exact
copies of the letters sent. Upon witness
reading the first communication, Mr.
McComas moved that it be stricken out.
It referred to an operation that Mrs.
Jenkins was about to have performed
in San Francisco. The court overruled
the motion. Mr. McComas maintained
that the letter was foreign to the issue,
but Mr. Davis explained for the benefit
of the deputy district attorney that he
would attempt to make it domestic to
the issue. And in went the letters.

‘“When the money was obtained, in
May, it did not pass® into your hands,
did 1t?”

“No, sir.”

“And of your own knowledge youdon’t
know she ever got a dollar?”

“No, sir.”

“The money you paid to the bank was
not in her presence, and she had nothing
to do with the transaction?”

“No, sir.”

“You are confident Mrs, Jenkins said
she had pald madame $500 and that it
was necessary to put up $500 before 3
oclock in the afternoon?”

‘“Yes, sir.”

“And she told you next day that she
had had an extension of time granted?”

“Yes, sir, My remembrance is that
she telephoned me saying that Mme.
Gotthelf had extended the time to 3
oclock next day, the 12th.”

“And on the strength of her represen-
tation that payment was to be made on
the 12th you helped ar out?”

“Yes, sir.”

It seemed as if witness was drifting
his own case away, the charge alleged
being specific on the 10th, and so Mr.
McComas interposed to ask witnessif he
knew just how he was answering coun-
sel’s questions. He warned him to look
out, as Mr. Davis was a very cunning
fellow and would lead him astmy.'

THE ARREST PLANNED

Dr. Bert Ellis, being asked to recite the
substance of the letter he sent to the
defendant on last Friday, said it was
merely making an appointment and say-
ing that he would be in San Francisco
and would send up his card at a certain
hour,

“You made an appointment in order
that she might be expecting you, and
that she might be captured by the dep-
uty sheriff, did you not?” inquired Mr.
Davis.

“I guess that’s about how it was,” was
the reply.

“And you had no intention of going to
San Francisco?”

“Not at that time.”

“And your personal card was sent up
by the deputy sheriff so that Mrs. Jenk-
ins might anticipate receiving you with
pleasure and be captured by the officer?”

“Yes; that’s about {t.”

“Is that, doctor, not a case of willful
and false misrepresentation?”’ And Mr.
Davis injected a tinge of sarcasm into
his voice as he asked the question.
Objection was taken by the prosecu-
tion and sustained.

Witness, in answer to Mr. Davis’
queries, stated that he paid the notes
two days before they fell due, in order
chat if ever opportunity offered to sue
for recovery he could do so.

“You were thinking, then, of recov-
ering by civil process?"’ was Mr. Davis’
next inquiry.

“Yes, oir.”

“When did the question of false rep-
resentations first creep into your mind ?”
"1 really could not tell you.”

Dr. Ellis was questioned at length on
this point, but could not tell just when
the idea first occurred to him. He denied
that any suggestion came from the dis-
trict attorney, and could not say wheth-
er it came to him by intuition or not,
That ended his examination, and he was
retired from the stand.

MRS. JENKINS' AMBITION

Madame Dora Gotthelf, of the fash-
fonable millimery store at 121 Spring
street, testified that she had carried on
business for thirteen years. She knew,
she said, Mrs. Jerkins as a customer,
but denled that she ever paid witness
any money for any interest in her busi-
ri2ss.

On cross-examination, Madame Gott-
helf stated that Mrs. Jenkins had been
a customer of hers for about five years.
She sald she remembered one day Mrs.
Jenkins made a remark that the busi-
riess was a good one, and she'd like to
be in such a one. Witness laughingly
replied to her that she ought to, buy
her out. That occurred somewhere
about a year ago.

W. H. Holliday, cashier of the Mer-
chants’ Natioral bank, testified to the
two notes for $260 each having been paid
on the day they were endorsed. He
testified that there were four notes of
$50 each, and one for $300, and Mrs. Jen-
kins came into the bank and wanted to
know if she could get $1000 if Dr. Bert
Ellis went with her on the notes. She
said she was going into some enterprise
for herself, and the doctor was going to
help her out.

Charles Udell, the attormey who acted
for Dr. Bert Ellis through the transac-
tion, stated that he had met Mrs. Jen-

1 kins @8 three occasions. On August 25

or 26 he had a conversation at the San
Nicholas hotel at San Francisco. She
then stated that she had put in over
$1000 into Madame Gotthelf’s business,
and had got nothing out. That there
had been made & written agreement be-
fore witness, and that Walter Trask
drew the agreement. During ome of
these conversations, too, she said
the agreenmient was executed in Walter
Trask’s office. She said she couldn’t pay
the doctor the money, and that she was
sorry, and would pay him some time, In
the second conversation Mrs. Jenkins
sajd that the Gotthelf’s owed nearly
$2000, and upon questioning her on. that
point she said she had put in $1000 to
protect the $500 she had first put in.
There were four notes spokem of, the
first of which had already fallen due.
At ‘the third interview she sald the doc-
tor had very kindly consented to go on
the notes, in order to help her save the
$500. We discussed the subject of the
money first put in, the Gotthelf’s, and
asked her If she could not sue them
if the doctor put up the money. I was
afrald that the agreement might have
been, 8o loosely drawn that they might
beat her out of the money. It was then
that she spoke of its having been drawn
up by Walter Trask.

That erded the case for the prosecu-
tion. Mr. Davis then proceeded to argue
in favor of a dismissal of the case
on the grounds mainly as outlinedin
the introduction. The counsel is bless-
ed as few others at the Los An-
geles bar with a flow of speech that,
whether one agree with the arguments
advanced or not, s never wearisome.
For about’an ‘hour he addressed the
court, and with the result that the moot
point i{s to be decided om briefs as here-
tofore indicated.

BLACKBURN’S SENTENCE

For Mailing Scurrilous Postal Cards
Postponed Until Monday

Charles F. Blackburn, convicted of
having sent scurrilous and threatening
postal cards through the malils, was
taken before Judge Wellborn in the
district court yesterday morning for
sentence. The attorney for defense made
a strong plea in Blackburn’s behalf,
urging physical and other extenuating
circumstances, and the court took the
case under advisernent. Sentence will
be made Monday, the 4th inst.

New Suits Filed

C. J. Fox vse. George Herger—A suit to
recover $1734 on a note, attorney’s fees
and decree of sale against lot 6, block
B of the Finey tract.

8. J. Smith vs, I. W. Cahill et al.—A
suit to recover $117.07 on a mechanic’s
lien against lot 13, block A of the Ninth-
street tract.

The guardianship of Harry Thompson
and Van Nelson Thompson—The peti-
tion of Amanda D, Thompson that she be
appointed guardian, and that Archibald
Thompson be made to contribute to the
family maintenance,

The estate of Lulu Mazie Young—The
petition of Catherine Sweet to be ap-
pointed guardian. The estate consists
of a $1250 interest in her father’s insur-
ance policy and a share in hisestate.

The estate of Alvin B. Judkins, de
ceased—The petition of Laura A. Jud-
king,for letters of administration. The
estate is valued at $16,000.

The Divorce Mill

Judge Allen yesterday granted a de-
cree to Jeane H. Golding, divorcing her
from J. H. Golding, the veterinary sur-
geon, on the ground of desertion,

Court Notes

Jean Lhez, a native of France, was ad-
mitted to citizenship.

In the case of E. R. Nichols against
‘Mrs. Anna P. Spencer, an order in fore-
closure for $1015.30 was yesterday made
by Judge York.
The suit of Downey vs. the Southern
Pacific Railroad company, inyolving the
question of ‘double track laying on Ala-
meda street, was argued before Judge
Van Dyke yesterday and submitted.
The old time suit of Mrs. Emma H.
Woodham against J. C. Cline and Niles
Pease is on trial before Judge Clark.
The defendant purchased $1000 worth of
furniture from the last-named defend-
ant, and failing to pay up for it, it was
distrained upon. Then Mrs. Woodham
instituted suit to recover $2000 damages.
Some time ago M. S. Ballard had H.
Clond arrested at Pasadena for wvul-
garity and disturbing the peace. Upon
being examined before the justice of the
peace he was discharged, and thereupon
he instituted suit against Ballard to re-
cover $6000. The case came before Judge
York yesterday, but as plaintiff wanted
to amend his complaint, he was given
ten days’ time,

COURT CALENDAR

Cases to Be Called in the Departments
Today

DEPARTMENT ONE-—Judge Smith.

(240-1-2) Harry Horner; burglary;
raignment,

(2423-4) Joseph Burden and C. W. Fel-
kins; burglary.

DEPARTMENT TWO—Judge Clark.

(25,947) Butler vs. Tolville.

N. P. (626) Camula M. Sanford; final ac-
count and distribution.

N. P. (2213) Charles H. Young; probate of
will,

N. P. (1518) George J. Hopkins; final ac-
count and distribution.

N. P. (1400) Silas E. Morrow; petition to
set apart the whole estate for use and
support of family.

. (2216) Robert H. Lawrence; letters
of adminlstratlon

N. P. (2216) Stephen E. Douglass; letters

of administration.

N. P. (2186) William Bourke; probate of
will,

N. P. (1931) Alexander Lothinn final ac-
count and distribution.

(14,873) H. L. Rosenberg, minor; final ac-
count and distribution.

N. P. (2218) Henry Eisfeller; letters with
the will annexed.

N. P. (2219) Mary Johnson et al., minors;
letters of guardianship.

N. P. (1081) Jose Carse; citation; annual
account of executor; final account and
distribution.

N. P. (1932) In the matter of estate and
guardianship Steele minors; letters.

N. P. (2120) J. C. Drake; citation.

N. P. (78) J. 8. Neal; citation to give ad-
ditional bonds.

(10,334) Jacob Hammell; citation.

ar-

account of administrator.

.will; letters of administration,

DEPARTMENT THREE—Judge York.

(27,610) Wook vs. O'Reilley.

(2’: rel:.sl) Redovich vs. Schillinger et al.;

DEPARTMENT FOUR—Judge Van Dyke.

(27,923) Oldersham vs. Barnes,

(28,609) Peck vs. President Lake Vineyard
Land and Water company.

(25,448) Jacoby vs. Doheney,

DEPARTMENT FIVE—Judge Shaw.

STEINWAY PIANOS
—SOLE AGENCY—

Bartlett's Music House

N. P. (84) Elizabeth H. Douglass; final | .
N. P. (2191) William Lacy, sr.; probate of

Awarded
Highest Honors—World’s Fair,
Qold Mﬂlll. Mldwlnur Fair.
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A Pure Grape Cream of Tartar Powder.
40 YEARS THE STANDARD.

Los Angeles City Water company Vs.
Cross et al.
DEPARTMENT SIX—Judge Allen.
(27566) Tower vs. Boguer et al.
(14636) Woodworth vs. Southern Califor-
nia Railway Co.; argument.
TOWNSHIP COURT—Justice Young.
Rummels vs. Holway; trial, 9:30 a. m.
Kroom vs. Hatch; 1:30; motion and de-
murrer.
Adkin vs. Varley; 2 p. m.
People vs. Bird, felony; 9 a. m.
House et al. vs. Shippen; sup.; 9 a. m,

To Be Called Tomorrow

DEPARTMENT ONE—Judge Smith.
(2390) Plerre Etchmondy; trial.
(2407) W. J. Green; appeal, hearing.
(2418) John Doe Wiiliams; appeal.
(2426) Mrs. M. L. Martin; perjury; ar-
raignment.

DEPARTMENT TWO-—Judge Clark.

Nothing set.

DEPARTMENT THREE—Judge York.

Nothing set.

DEPARTMENT FOUR—Judge Van Dyke.

(28825) Bundy vs. Spoor; trial.

(28852) McKeeby vs. city of Los Angeles;
settlement of statement and motion for
new trial.

DEPARTMENT FIVE—Judge Shaw.

Los Angeles City Water Co. vs. Cross

et al.
DEPARTMENT SIX—Judge Allen,
Nothing set.
TOWNSHIP COURT—Justice Young.
People vs. McLean; 1:30 p. m.
Carlisle vs. Costa; 9 a. m.; motion.
Kellogg vs. Griffith; 4 p. m.; sup.

——————

The San Gabriel Electric company, now
developing the water powers in the San
Gabriel river, will be in position to supply
arc and incandescent lights and power for
all purposes February 1, 1808, at prices
lower than can be made by companles
using steam. They would, therefore, re-
spectfuly request that users of light and
power make no contracts extending be-
yond February 1, 1898. Consumers will find
it to their interest to wait. San Gabriel
Electric Company.

B
Latest styles wall paper at A. A, Eck-
strom's, 324 South Spring street.

—_———————
Purchase a few shares of Mohawk-Acton.
8. H. Ellis, 213 Stimson building.
———e

JOTTINGS

Our Home Brew
Maler & Zobelein's lager, fresh from their
brewery, on draught in all the principal
saloons; delivered promptly in bottles or
kegs. Office and brewery, 440 Aliso street;
telephone 9L

Wolcott’s Mining Manual
Contains the new mining laws of the state
and & valuable mining dictionary; price, 25
cents; also Wolcott’'s mining blanks; all
booksellers.

Hawley, King & Co.,cor.5th st. and Bwy.,
agents genuine Columbus Buggy company
buggies and Victor bicycles.

Largest variety Concord business wag-
ons and top delivery wagons. Hawley,
King & Co.

Agents Victor, Keam; Werld and
March bicycles. Hawley, King & Co.

Everything on wheels. Hawley, King
& Co., cor. Fifth street and Broadway.

DEATHS

McKEAN—At Randsburg, Cal.,, on Sep-
tember 29, 1897, Mrs. Sarah E., wife of
H. W. McKean, aged 29 years, 3months
and 19 days.

‘Funeral this (Friday) afternoon at 2

oclock, from the parlors of C. D. Howry,

Fifth and Broadway. Relatives and friends

are respectfully invited to attend.

Roman
Stripe
Ribbons...

Everything points to the fact
that these are to be the only rib-
bons the coming season. We
are prepared for this state of af-
fairs. We have them in all
widths, all color combinations.
We are making a great show
of these

At.. 25C Yard
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= Lud Zobel & Co.

The Wondcr Millinery
219 South Spring St.
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. FIND
GOOD
TENANTS
for your houses
by advertising in The
Synday Herald,
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‘DR. WHITE'S DISPENSARY

128 NORTH MAIN Estb. 1888
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In one of The Hub’s $20 Outfits
4 To fit anybody anl everybody with any' of
we re Pr epar ed the latest fall productions. Our garments
have a cut and finish unequaled in the clothing market.
l 0 For a Model l O
[ ] [ ]
Business Suit
Ask to see The Hub’s
] ; Special HAT 1 ; 5
. Others ask you S2 50 end
they’re worth
The shapes represent all the New Flve Dollar Blocks.
SEVERAL hundred pairs of 75c Boys’ Knee Pants are on sale for Frldny
and Saturday at 35c—simply done to give the little gentlemen going to
school a chance. Friday and Saturday are bound to crowd the Juvenile De- *
partment of the Hub, so come early. Two hundred Boys’ School Suits, that
would make a great showlng for $3.00—they’re on sale for
two days at s.eceecieraiiiiiiiinnieiiitiitcatettiiiinanniinne

We are alive to the wants of the People of
Southern California—that’s where our success
comes In. . ’ . s 3 s .

|
|
|

/54 156.758,160 ﬁemmw

Los ﬂNGELE S y CALL.

Strictly Reliable
Dr.Talcott& Co

The only Specialists in Southern
California treating every form of
weakness and

Diseases of Men Only . « 3

Varicocele, Piles and Rupture cured
in one week. Any form of weakn
cured in six weeks. Discharges
Blood Taints a'specialty.

“To show our good faith WE NEVE
ASK FOR A DOLLAR UNTIL CU

IS EFFECTED.

\g:dmun cthls omplaatlcally .l“: Ift“lll' flc-l
every , - Correspondence, givin
lormnﬂotz cheerfullg answeres

Corner Main and Third Sts’

Over Wells Fargo.
] Ptlvub ‘Entrance on Third St.




