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IN THE CIROUIT COURT,

Ay Opinion From Judge Taylor.

The Salmon Cases Referred Hack To The
Grand Jury,

I'ie February term of the eirenit
court for this connty began yesterday
morning, Judge F. I Taylor on the
beneh.

During the interim since the last
seasion the court room has been hand-
somely renovated and refarnished.
The sawdust and fleaas have disap-
peared, the old semi-circalar table,
the legaey from a former generation,
has gone, and the chairs with raw-
hide strips in the seats thereof have
algo gone glimmering through the
dreams of things that were.

Hnudsome paper cuvers the wall:
there i3 8 decorated ceiling, cedar
wainscoting, comfortable chairs for
the jury, an elevated position for the
witnesa, beller accommodstion for
tho comfort and convenience of the
judge, the elerk and the lawyers, and
smple room for the spectators.

The seasion began at 10 o, m: T. G,
Boelling and W. C. Logan were ap-
pointed bailiffs; jury list called: ab
sent, B. A, Abbotk, E. D. O'Neil, F.N.
Byrd, W..J. Loomis, J. N. Heckard.
Jas. MeCann, Following were ex-
cused for the term: E. D, O'Neil, Jas.
MeMallen, W. F. MeGregor, Jno. En-
berg; exeused till Wednsaday: J. W.
Maker; till Thursday, J. H. Lang-
worthy.

Eva Wallman vs. Joseph Brown,
continued; va. George Smith, contiu-
ned; J. H. Beddington vs. J. E. Thom-
us, et al,, continued; C. H. Page v=.
Astoria Coast T. Co., dismissed; W.
E. Warren va. F. H. Worsley, eontin-
ned; Fleckenstein & Mayor va. Ham-
son, continued; John Douglas vs, Ab-
bie A. Douglas: order re-relerred;
Thompson & Ross va. Wm. Beasley:
set for trial; I. W. Case va. Wm. Kyle,
continned; G. W. Nutter vs. B. Gal-
lagher: demurrer overruled by con-
sent; Olatsop Mill Co. vs. W. E. War-
ren: settled and dismissed; Chns.
Korpela, et al., vs. Bell, ot al.: demur-
rer overruled by consent: till to mor-
row to answer; A. C. Fisher vs. John
Kopp: same; City of Astoria va. J. W.
Babbage: for trial; Klosterman & Co.
va. L. Dragoviteh; State vs. Thomas
Secotchler: demurrer sustained and re-
referred to the grand jury.

(This case attracts considerable at-
tention and applies to the cases of
Thos. Scotehler, George & Barker
and M. Herrick.)

Following is the fall text of

JUDGE TAYLOR'S OPINION.

In the Circuit conrt of tho state of Ore-
gon for the county of Clatsop.

The State of O n, plaintiff, va,
Thomas Seotohler, defendant.

On the 26th day of September, 1837, the
defendant was indicted by the grand jory
of this county, charged with the crime of
purchasing salmon, knowing the same to
have been nalnwfuily canght in the Co-
lumbia river. The specific acts by which
the defendant is charged to have com-
mitted the crime, are sot forth in the in-
dictment in the following langnage:

“The snid Thomas Scotehler on the
221 day of September, A. D, 1887, in the
connty of Clatsop and state of Uregon,
did willfully, knowingly and unlawfully,
purchase and have in his possession
wighty salmon, he then and there well
knowing that said salmon had been un-
lawfally canght and taken in the Colum-
bia river, In said state and county in the
month of September, 1887, the price paid
for said salmon, and the party from
whom the same were parch , being
to this grand jury unknowa, contrary to
the statules, &o.,” :

To this indictment the defendant in-
terposed a general demurrer, that the in-
dictment does not state facts suficient to
constitute & crime, and, upon the argu-
ment, eounsel for defendant urged the
following objections to the indictment,
to-wit:

First—That the subjects of the act un-
der which this indiotment is found are
not elearly st forth and expressed in the
title, and that therefore, the sot does not
conform to the reguirements of Bection
20 of Article IV of the State Constitation.

Second—That the act is in confliot with
Beotion 16 of the Bill of Rights, in this,
that the fines provided for in the act are
eXpoassive. .

Third—That the sct is in violation of
Section 23 of Article IV of the Constitu-
tion, for the reason that it is n loeal law,
passad for the punishment of misde-
moanors, nnd ]

Fourth—That the jurisdiction of the
State of Oregon, over the watera of the
Columbia river, extends only to the mid-
dle thereof, and that any sot on the pari
of the Siate toregnlate tho fisheriea of
said river beyond that limit is void.

Farthermore that even though the jaris-
diction of the State extended to the
Washington Territory shore, the south
bank of the Columbia river is the norih-
ern bonudary of this eonn:g._ and the ex-
tent of the jurisdiction of this court. |

The sct of the legislature nnder which
this indictment is found was passed in
1878 (aoo Session Laws 1878, page 12), and
tha title of the act as follows:
“An act regulating salmon fisheries in
the waters of the Columbia river and its
tributuries.” 'The first section of the
ot makes it anlawful to take, or fish for
salmon in the Columbia rviver, or iis
tributaries, daripg the wouths of March,
Angust. or September of each year, or be-
tween the hours of six o'clock in the
afternoon of each and every Saturday,
and six o'elock of the afternocon of tho
following Sunday, du.rin;} the months of
April, Mny, Juns and July, or for any
porson to salmon so unlawfally
nlu‘gh_l, and provides that any person
violating the i of said n,
upon thereof shall, for the

dollars, to which may be added, &t the

relion of the eonrt, imprisonment in
the connty juil for a term not exceeding
one veur,

The second section regnlates the sizo of
meshes for gill nots and seines and the
manner of coustracting weir or fish traps,
&nd provides a penalty for the violation
of such regulations.

Section three provides that the in-
f"l'mfll' aguainst violators of the provisions
of this act shiall receive ong-half the fine
recovered, and makes it a misdemsanor
for any prosecuting attorney to fail to
proseouts the party accused, upou com-
pluint being made to him of the violation
of the aot.

Beetion four provides that the sot shall
not be 8o construed as to interfers with
any establishment or enterprise for the
propagation of salmon.

Section five makes it anlawfuol for the
proprietor of any saw mill on the Colum.-
baa river or any ol its tributaries, or any
employe therein to east, or permit to be
cast, the sawdust from said mill into
said river or its tributaries, below the
Cascades of the Columbia river, and the
falls of the Willamette river, and pro-
vides a ponalty for a violation of the
Provisions of that section.
tion gix provides for tho imprison-
ment of & party convicted of n violation
of any of the provisions of the set, in de-
fanit of his paying the fine imposed, and
farther that all fines and penalties col-
lected for vialations of the act shall con-
slitute & fond for the maintenance of
hatching houses, for the propagition of
salmon, and be disbursed in secordance
with the provisions of an sot entitled
“An aet to encourage the establishment
of hatohing houses for the propagation
of salmon in the waters of the Colnmbia
river,” and
_ Section seven provides that sll fines
imposad by the act shall be enforeed and
oollested as other fines and for jorisdie-
tion of eourts to enfores the fines.
Section 20 of Article 4 of the Siate
Constitution under which the first ob-
Jeotion to the indictment is urged reads
as follows:

Bection 20. “Every ac
but one subject, and
connsotad therewith, v
be expressed in 1l tle.
subject shnll be embraced 1u an
ghall not be wxpre Iin th
act shnll be void, only, as
thersof na shall not be expn
title,”

Defendant contends
matter of p ibiting the purcl :
salmon caught coutrary to ihe peo
fons of the act of 1878 is not
the title of thonet nnd that
not, 80 far as it relnten
matter is voul, nod far
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The titlo of the aot in gquestion i;
broad in its ternns, being *An act regae-
lating salmon fisheries 1in the watera of
the Columbhia mivar and its tribataries”
which in its general import includes
eyery regulation which 1ui be neoes
sary to protect those fisheries from in.
jary or destrustion. The of the
constitational provision. is to prevent
matter wholly foreign, and disconnected
from the sabject expressed in the title
from being inserted in i not, nnd it is
suflicient if the sal matier of the aot
be expressed in tha title in very gonsral
terms,

Simpaon va. Builley, 3 Orego
Washburn vs. County of

(Knn.) 15 Pacific Reporter.
Exr parte Koller, on Habeny Corpus,
(Cal) 15 Pacific Reporier, 4565,
Dallas vs, Redman, (Col.) 15 Pucifie
Reporter, S97.
State ex vel Coflin vz, County Cowir’s,
(Nev.) 10 Pacifie Rept. DU,
If the constroction conter
defendant were ta prevail, it wor
cessitate the title being nearly as loog
the act itself and the purpoese of The pro-
vision of the constitution d ited by the
rale. Thesecond objection urged against
the indictment is thut the fines provided
therein are exocssive, nnd wught A
thoaght seem to have somwe merit in it
It was nrgnad that if a person ba con-
victed of violating the provisions of this
Inw by catching or pur simgg one salmon
of a valoe not to exceed one dollar he
will by subjected to a fine of not less
than fivo handred dollars, wheeh it is
claimed i3 excessive for the commission
of so aelight an offense. Bat if we take
into eonsideration the magnitude of the
fishinz industry on the Colombin river,
the great danger of its total destraction,
unless properly rognlatad and protacted:
the ease with which lows for its protec-
tion mey be violated, and the of-
fender po undetocted, nll of which are
mutters of common notoriety, nud the
fact that an offendor agrinst these laws
commits the offenss, nat throngh ignor-
anee, bat wilfully and knowingly for the
purpase of g3 ) ustify the fm-
position of a I

The third ohjection 5
indictment, is that the aet 1s coeonstite-
tional in that 1t is a lecal law for the
punighment of a misdewmeanor. Section
ug of Article 4 of the Biate UConstitution
which is claimed the nel violates reads aa
follows:

Section 23, Tho Legislative asacmhly
ghall not pass special or loeal laws in
any of the fojlowing cases, that i3 to say;

1. Regulating the jorisdiction and
duties of justices of tho peace amd of
constables.

2, For the punishment of erimes and
misdemennara

- -

It is contended thal as this act applies
only to the waters of the Columbin river
and its tributaries il is loeal, and conse-
quently in conflict with the nbove pro-
visions of the Constitution. Aund in sap-
port of their position counsel bave cited
& number of anthorities which 1 propose
to review briefly.

In the case of Manning vs. Kipple, 9
Oregon, 8567, the Supreme court heid that
na act passed by the legislature in Octo-
ber, 1880, and which provided that the
elerks and storiifs of fourteen counties
of the state sbould receive aunun] sal-
arles, nud establishing a table of fees {or
seryvices performed by anid officers for
their respective counties, different from
those of othor counties of the stute, and
providing that said fees should be ocol-
jected by the said sheriffs and clerka of
the countics wentioped iu the not and

nid over to the said coanties, was a
ool law for the asseasment and ool-
lection of taxes for esunty purposes, bLo-
causs it applied only to thoss certain
oounties and in no way nifected or inter-
ested other loealitios.

in the case of The People vs. Allen,
42 N, Y., 878, the court held that an ap-
propriation to improve the Boquet river
was an appropristion for a loeal pur
becaunss 8§ they say, "“Its name is not
found on any of the peneral maps of the
gtate, it is net found in any gensral his-
tory of the country, and its character ia
in no way defined u any publie statute.

And it i3 not of such publio notoriety. a8
to be generally known to the people of
the stute, and benee the couris can fako
no more notice of its character and ex-
istenoe than of the charncter, location
and nacfulness of the ordinary highways
of the state. In this respect, it is unlile
the grent rivers nnd lakes of the siate,
snd the mountain ranges which are
muattars of geperal history nnd poblic
noloriety.” The court further says:

“This is unlike any of the improve-
ments of the Hodson river. That is a
nver, navigable for about one Linndred
and Gfty wiles, forming & link in the
chisin of water commumeation between
the ocenn and the great lakes. It acls
on important part.n the ecommerce of
the whola state, and the citizens of the
state, penerally, are interested in its
navigation. An improversent made in
its navigation at any point would not be
wasinly or materially, for the bemefit of
the people living at or near that point,
bat would be for the bensfit of the entire
commeree of that great river, and of the
commerees of the whole state.”

In the case of The People vs, Super-
visors of Chautcugua, 43 N, Y., 10,
whera a elnuse in the general anot of the
legislature, “making appropristions for
certain expenses of government, and for
supplying deficiencies in former sppro-
priations,” appropriating from the state
treasury the sam of £10,000 for the con-
struction of a bridge over the Cattaran-
gus creek nt n particular loonlity under
the direction of eertain commissioners,
named, and, fartber providing, that the
anpervisors of the counties of Erie and
Chantauqun shonld sssess upon their
respective coanties a molety of sach
further sum, not excecding £10,000 as the
adid commissioners should certify to be
necessary for the completion of the
bridge, the coart beld that the Intter pro-
vision was uneonstitutional nod void, for
the reason among others that it was
local. The court say, “'the provision
betirs upon the taxable property of a
certain marked out locality, the sopar-
nted taxpayers of that locality and no
portion of the state outside the lines of
those counties™
In the case of Earle vz, the Board of
Eduecation of San Francisco, 55 Cal.,
14, the court held that an net entitled
“An act to add n naw saction to the
political cods to be Known &8 scolion
1618, relating to saberics of sohool teach-
ern in ciliesd having 100,00 inhabitantis or
wore,” pnd which establishied tha salaries
oo b poid to the tenchers in the pubhe
i *in all consolidnted ies pod
vortnining more thar WK} in-
* wns a loonl lnw providing for
i the common schiools,

H eon with the Sinte Constito-
1, whieh prolibits the pussage of local
i for the management of s common

tof

nnd
[13 £+

cluoiid.

1t will be observed tlint in ecach of the
nbove cases, the Inw which was adjudged
il upplied only to a certain loonlity,
il was of no inleresl lo the people of
stite nt large. No locality, other
thun that mentioned in the act, was in-
tercsted to nny considern oxtont in
@ sabjeot mattor of t. The Inw
ed only the inbabitnnts of partion-

L

or fish for salinon,
5 of ths Columbin
e, in ils operatic
8 of the whol
jay that thoss peopl

only who are

To

inhabitants of the eounties in the jmine-

diate wici bordering upon thosa
wators are intorested in rulation
nnd protection of the fishing indastry
carried on upon the Columbin river,
indostry which prodoess aud distrily
each vear nmong the people of this sk
not only thonsands but bundreds
thousands of dollars, would be, to say
least, taking a very narrow view of
subject.

In the case of Allen Hivsch, &
Oregon, 412, was a case involving the
samg principal under consideration bere.
I'bs Sapreme eourt held in that
that “An act to provide for tl
tion of & road in Geant
counties, to be known as the
Orecon and Winnemneea
“An aAct to provide for th
of a wagon road up the
the Columbin river from b
of Sandy, in Multnomah 1 i'h
Iailes in Waseo county,” woere ol
of the Conatita-
tion which forbids the legislative assem-
bly passing specinl or local laws, fur lny-
ing oal, opening and working on Ligh
wiuys, That they were publie, nnd not
spicinl or loeal laws, within the meaning
of the Constitution, becansse, while the
roads in question were bailt in cartain
fized loonlities, and might be more con-
venient to those localities than to others,
neverthsless they were bailt for the use
and eonvenience of the publie, to faeili-
tate travel between different gections of
the State, seporated by extensive moon-
tain ranges, and wers n benefit to tho

an

ten
e,

of
the
the

'8,

‘l;:xgufi\ “;;i:o wmi: and o
le of the north ghi annel of the
Columbin river; ib&n& oa.sherle;' to and
up the middle channel of said river ¢
=0 % * incloding juris-
diction in civil and criminal cases upon
ths Columbia river * - . C
ooncnrrently with statesjand territories of
which those rivera form a boundary in
common with ihis state,” and again in
seotion 2 of the same aot, “The said
State of Oregon shall have conmourrent
jurisdiction on the Columbin snd all
other riversand waters bordering on the
snid State of Oregonu 8o far as the same
shall form a common boundary to said
state, and any other state or states now,
or hereafter to be formed or boonded by
the same.” ’

In gupport of the objection it is nrged
that the middle of the Colombia river is
the northern boundary of the state, and
that the giving of conourrent jurisdiotion
over said river, to the state, only carried
with it the right to make arrests in
criminal cases, or to serve summons and
other process in civil cases, where the
crime charged was committed, or the
cause of action sued upon, arose south of
oflthm.h'ne. ek

u givin is conourrent juris-
diction with Washington terriwrsfmr
the Columbia river, congress must have
had some purpose in view, and it seems
to me the purpose waa to prevent the ques-
tion of jurisdiction arising between the
two sovereignties, and in the courts
thereof. 1f the construetion contended
for by counsel for the defendant were to
prevail, and a crime was committed, or a
vivil canss of action arose, at a point
very near the middle of the Colambia
river, it would be nlmost, if not guite,
impossible to determine whether juris-
diction of the case, belonged to this state
or to Washington territory. By giving
this state concarrent jurisdiction with
Washington territory over the waters of
the Columbia river, congress, for all pur-
poses in oivil and criminal eases, made
the morthern boundary of snid river the
northern boundary of the state. Under
this view of the case it is unnecessary to
determine the guestion of the boundary,
or extent of jurisdiction of this county.
If the salmon charged to have been pur-
chased wore caught in the Columbia
river, where the same is a common bound-
ary between this state and Washington
territory, they were unlawfully eaught,
and the indiciment charges that they
were purchased in 1his county and state.

This disposes of all the objections
urged upon the argument, but there s
another objection to the indietment, one
which 1 eonsider a valid objection, and
which is covered by the general demurrer,
The indietment oharges that the salmon
were purchnsed by defendant, be “well
knowing thut said salmon hnd Leen
eaught and taken in the Columbia river™
. . but thers is nowhers any
allegation that they were s0 enught or
taken. This 1 consider a material and
necessary allegation, and the leaving of
it out, was evidently en oversight on the
pirt of the district attorney, in prepar-
mg the indictmont, and, may in all
probability be aveided in o new indict-
ment. 1 think the demurrer should be
sustained upon this proposition and the
cade re-submitied to the grand jury.
T. A. MeBride, Distriet Atlurney for
the stutle.
Stott, Waldo, Smith, Siott & Boise and

ite the mid-

Wool Unde

Fulton Bros., for delendant.,
Geo, W. Hume va, A. M. Johnson:|

order for confirmation of sale; Wiley |

Holman, et al., vs. Thos. Monteith, et 'I'

al.; order for eounfirmation of ssle, |

nnd nl.'lt'."‘l" e o freine,

low sheriff to file his return.

Adjonrped to 1:80 p. m.

Upon reassembling for the after-
uoon session the following grand jury
were drawn: B, Gallagher, P. F.
Bower, Wi, E. Joplin, H. E. Nelson,
W. J. Loomis, J. C. Davis, E. L.
Mitchell: sworn, B. Gallagher, fore-
man.

Anton Huber, Alex. Ohls, Lennder
Anderaon, Chas. Korpela and John
Tienl:ra admitied to citizenship;
Jury exoused il 930 A. M. to day.

Wm. Loeb vs. Fire Ins. Association,
limited: arguned and submitted; ad-
jonrned.

to al-|
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The endorsement of German
Syrep is nnparalelled. We will pub-
lish 1000 testimoninls received daring
the last six months. Rend them.
Muny save your life.
Bonnisauam, N, Y., May 31,86,

G. (. Gnens, Dear gir:—1 am fre-
quently troubled with severs colds,
and the only remedy that will relieve
me of them 1s your Bosches"s ferman
Syrup. 1 have nsed it for more than
12 years. 1t isa conslant honsehold
companion with me. Onr merchant
here procured it first at my solicita.

whola State, and therefore, in their
nntare, ceneral. 53 far as I have been |
nble to ascsrtain, wherever n question |

involving this prineiple hns srisen in the |
courts of the differ s it han re-|
eeived an interpretation in accord with
that griven by our own Sapreina court in
the above case.

Terri-

et al v,

tion, and says he bag sold a great
many bottles. It 18 a very popular
remedy in this section. Every per
gon who hns used it speaks in the
higheat terma of its merits. 1 do not
kpnow of a single case it has not
cured. 1 first used it in Vermont,
where I lived before coming here.

i

In the cass of Haycs
Lary, 5 Pacifio Reportor, toa |
court of Washington Territory beld €l |
a law which placed restrictiona upon |
bhanting in certain spocified eounties of |
the territory was not special o logal |
but general, for they say, “its provi 3
fall without distinetion upon all inh |
tanta of the territory.” Aseurly as tho |
year 1509 the oonrts of Mussachnsets
passod npon o statute nlmost wdentical in |
1ts nature with the one under conaidera- |
tion, and bheld it to bs a public statute.
The net in (hat onso was entitled *“An
nct for the preservation of fish celled
bugs in Dunston river in Searborough
in the ecounty of Cumberland™ and the
court in passing upon the question say:
“We areof opinlon that the stntote re
ferred to 15 a public statute. It is olili-
gatory on nll the citizens, aud they muat
notige it at their peril. We must thore-
fore, ex-officio, take notice of it. Indesd
all the laws regulating the taking of fish
ars made for the publie benefit, to pre
serve the fish, and are publio statutes.™

Burnham v, Webster, 6 Mass. 265, !

In the case of Pigree vs. Kimball, 25
Amer, Decis,, 537, the Sopreme oourt of
Maine held that an oot entitled “An nct
regulating the survey of Inmber in the
county of Penobkeot™ and which act
mnade it galawful for any person to sell
Jlumber manufactured in said county,
unbess the same hind been tiken seccount
of, or surveyed by the Sorveyor Generel
or one of kis deputies; or for uny person
other than the Surveyor General or his
deputies to survey lumber therein, was
not n apecial or local law, bot a general
law, and eites wills approval the esse of
Burnham vs, Webster, supra, thus
maintaining the doctrine, that while n
statnte may be loonl with respect to its
violation, it is, nevertheless, pablie if it
ia binding ugun all persons coming or b
ing within the particular locality.

T'ha fourth objection made by connael
for defendant raises the question of the
extent of jurisdiotion of this state and
oounty over ithe waters of the Columbia
river, where tho same forms a common
boundary between this state and the ter-
ritory of Washington. )

The act of congress ndmitting the stnte
into the Union provides (Hill's Code,
page 121, Soe. 1) that itsnorthern bound-

i, the ¥

ndvise everyone to nae it, o8 it is cer-
tainly the best eough medicine I have
ever known. I have tried nearly all
of them nt different times,
Yonra respectfolly,
MOSES GRAY,
Proprietor Grist Mill,

A. F. and A, M, Special Notiee.

Stated communieation of Temple
lodge No. 7 this evening at Masonie

hall. Ewvery member and every so-
jonrning brother master moson i
requested to attend. The R W.

Grand lecturer, Bro. (i W. Strond
will be present to exemplify the work.

By ardor of the W AL

E. €. HoLoex
Sec'y.
- -
Wateh Found.,

Owwier can have same by ealling on

M. B. Bozorth, at O. & N, tickot office.

At Thompyon & Ross'.

If yon want something in the line of
canned vezetables better than the or-
dinvry brands, try the Dewidrop, soid
by Thompson & Ross,

“Also canned corn on the eob, and
sweet potatoes, pronouneed a delicacy
of the season.

Our loast Coffees are excelient; try
them.

Our Ilams give the very best satis-
faction,

Wea have Pickled Beef and Sheep
Tongues, Pigs' Feet, ele,

Our Salt Mackerel, Herring, Tongues
and Sonnds, and Salmon is No. 1.

Our Rock Candy Drips. Strained
tHoney, and honey in the comb are tip

Lup.
i{f yvou wait semething nice {or break-
fast try our Flake Pearl Wheat,
Tuouprsox & Ross,

Twines, Twines, Twines,
J. 0. Hanthorn _is agent for Dunbar,
MacMasters & Co.'s salmon twines on
the Columbia river,and guarantees to

ary shall coramence ata point one marine

satisfy the trade iu prices and-quality

AT CONT!
THIS WEEK ONLY'

All our Ladies’, Misses and Children’s

rwear and Hosiery !

SOLD AT COST

In order to inake room for large Spring purchases
to arrive shortly.

(. K. COOPER.

The Leading House of Astoria.

——THE—

DIAMOND PALACE!
GUSTAY HANSEN, Prop'r.
A Large and Well Selected Stoek of Fine

[iAmonds ¢ Jewelry

Al Extremely Low Prices,
All Goods Bought at This Establishment |
Warranted Gennine.

T
|
|

Watechh nnd Clock Repairing
A SPECIALTY.
Corner Cass and Squemoqua Streets

Carnahan & Co.
. W. CASE.

IMPORTERS AND WHOLESALE
RETAIL DEALERS IN

GENERAL MERCHANDISE,

Corner Chennmus and Casa streeds,

AND

OREGON

BOOTS AND SROES!
Of Best Quality, and at

LOWEST PRICES,

SICH OF THE GOLDEN SHOE.
JOEN IETAEIN.

MURRAY & CO,
GROCERS

And Dealers In

Ganmery  Suppies!

Special Attentlon Civen to Filiing
Of Orders.
A

FULL LINE CARRIED

And Suppiles furnished at Satis-
factory Terms.

Purchiases dellvered in any part of the city.

Office and 'Warehouse

In Hume's New Bullding on Water Street.
P. {0, Box 153, Telephone No, .
ASTORIA. OREGON.

G. A. STINSON & CO.,
BLACKSMITHING,

AL Capt. Rogers old stand, eorver of Cass
and Court Streets,

Ship and Cannary work, Horseshoeine.
Wazony made and repaired, Good work
guarantead,

.“.‘a]_L ‘I_i[.\ -

equal to any on the market.

F—

Frank L. Parker.

ESH GROGERIES AND PROVISIONS

Promptly Delivered
AT LOWEST PRICES IN ANY PART OF THE CITY,

Fruits and Vegetables

Everything Warranted as Represented.
Benton Sireets,

A

= =

In Season. Corner Chenamus and

E——

0DD PANTS!

Before starting in to make improvements I will sell

300

PAIRS OF ODD PANTS AT

$1.50, $200, $2.50, $3.25, $4.00 Respectively

Rogular price for the same goods ia

$2.00, $2.50, $3.50, $4.50, $56.00

Cail Early and Secure the Right Size.

Everything else in stock now will be sold at

Egually Xsow Figures !

HERMAN WISE,

CLOTHIER AND HATTER.

THE RELIABLE

Ogeident Hotel Building.




