Why is the soda
cracker to-day such |
a universal food? |

People ate soda
crackers in the old
days, it is true—byt |
they bought them |
from a barrel or box
and took them home
in a paper bag, their
crispness and flavor ||
all gone. |

To-day there is 3
soda cracker which
iS the recognized

staple — Unecda
Biscuit,

Uneeda Biscuit are
the most nutritious
food made from
flour and should
be eaten every day
by every member
of the family from
thie youngest to the
oldest.

Uneeda Biscuit— |
soda crackers better
than any ever made
before—made in the
greatest bakeries in
thhe world—bakedto |
perfection— packed
to perfection—
kept to perfection
umtil you take them,
oven-fresh and ||
crisp, from their
protecting package.
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‘\-. Andrew Van Blokland, appellant,
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mitted November 3, 1211, at Pen-
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Juo. 8. Hodgin for appellant. Bean.
1. Modified,

This is a sult to qulet title to
the south halt of northweat quarter

_l-o{ sevtion 19, Im townshlp 3 south
of range 38 B W.

M., Unlon eoun-
¥, Oregon. Froms decres awarding
one-half of the land to each party,
defendant appeals.

The plaintlt allagos that he Is
owner in fee, In the possession of
theland, and entitied to the possas-
slon of the same! and that defen-
dent Van Blokland claims some In-
terest thereln, adversely (o plala-
L

Defendant Van Blokland, by his
answer, deniey the main allegutions
of the complaint, and alleges that
he Is the owner of the land by wir-
tue of a deed from the state of Ore-
gon, and In possession thereof,

Plaintift raples. denylug the new
matter of the answer, and avers
that on August 21, 1882, he went
Into nctual possession of sald prom-
Ises. clalming to own the same
against all the world excopt the state
of Oregon, and so continued untll

the state land board refused tn|

grant him 1itle to the Iands; that
sipee that time he ha% been In ad-
verse possession of the land, and by
reason thercof, defendant fa

topped from elaiming satd Iand usz-
der his deed from the gtate, and
pleads title to the land by prescrip-
tion. The members of the
land board were made
fendant but the complaint on motion !

Van Blokisnd, rm[brmemthummmm

ythey could cancel his certificate, In

-

canveyed lo. laxton a long Ume be-
fore. Plaintiff roquested the state
land board w eredl the amount he
had paid for the south half of the
quartsr section upoun the payment
of the north halfy and informed the
board that if they would not do so,

bis testimony, referring to his claim
to the land, he sald, “1 threw It up.”
After notice and Geen  duly given
him, the gtate lAnd board, om De-
comber 27, 1898, canceliod his cer-
fificate for nop-payment, netifying
him to that effect, snd Mrs, M, R
Stephenson applied for and pur-
chased the north half of the guar-
ter section,

It appears that .plamtil, while
holding this certificata of sale, cut
from the land large quantities of
wood about a thoussnd ocords:
bullt & eabin on the tract and cultl
vated a gardén of about one more
fenced separalely. By connecling a
fonce with fatites on adjolning |
lands, he enclosed tho quarter sbe-
tion, uning & portlon thereof for
pasture. Formerly the land was |’
timbared, and mow It iy partially
covered with brash, being sultable
for pasture, about five neres of
which s tijlable.

Defendant Van Blokland, in con-

{1and in question
14, 1809,

| advarss posgession thereof

athlae |
partles de-|

slderation of $400, purchased the
about December
and obtained a deed
therefor from the state on May 3,
1810, which was duly recorded in

Suits, plain and nov su
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mm-wo have mmm
to conduct & apecial sale of

Unlon county om May 7, 1810,

It therefore appedrs that the
plaintift clalms title to the tract, by
for the
dtatutory perlod, while the defen-
dant, Van Blokland, clnims title by
virtue of hig deed from the stateof
Oregon. -

Plaintiff's contantion la that after
‘obtaining a certificate of sale from

of plaintif, wans dlamissed as tn
them. [the state In 1882, he had been In
Bean, J. It appears from the m”nm motual, excluslve possesslon of

the land, claiming W own the same
Ingainst w1l the world exeapt the
dred fo the land In question, to ons) *tAte of Oregon, fntil the state land
C. Laxton, who, on the 18th dny of{P0ard Informed him that |t could
July, 1872, conveyed the same to K, [P0t conver the land, and plaintift‘a
S and J. T. McComas: The Iatter|"OUnSel argucy that the caso comes
with thelr wives, on September 1,| WIthIn ‘the rule announced in Boe
1877, In considerstion of $560.89, exe-{¥: Arnold, 54 Or. 83 In other
cuted w deed thereal to the state ofiWords It In uot clalmed that the

slatute commencad to run as against

dence and record, that on March 9,
1872, the stote land board exscuted a

Oregon, J. T. McComas and wife act-

prinelple upon which the statute of
limitations Is applied Is not merely
that the party pleadiag it bas sct up
m adverse olalm na having existed
during the period specified In the
slatute, but that the adverse clalm
is accompaniod by such an iavaslon
of the righta of the opposlog party
ns to give tho Istter & cawse of ‘ne.
ton, which, not having been prose
cuted within the time lmited by law
is presumed to be extingulahed or

ing by E. 8. McComas na attorney ln
fact. The evidence does not disclose

Ithe state or Its grantes, unt!] De-

surrendersd.” Buawell's Limitationa
|somber, 1898.  The' plaintif, . dvir-

and Adverse Posseaslon, S 237,
the

| vember 14,

sh-ﬁ e i&ﬂl‘.l“

fng all that time, recognized
tile of the stute, and held possps-
slon of the premiges in subordine-
tlon thereto, attemipting for n while
1o obtain title from the state. At
the tims of the oangellation of his
entry und the purehahe of the north
half of the quarter spection by his
wife, the piaioti® appeary (o hHave
abondoned all clalm of right to pur-
chase from the sinte, and the whols
matter In regard 10 hils applleation
o purchase from the state was atan
and.

In the case of Boa v. Arnold, I
was leld that "“One claiming title

that any power of attorney or author-
ity was given (o E 8. MecComas to
convey the Interest of J. T. McComas
and wife, On August 31, 1883, the
state land board contracted to sell
the land fn guestion to the plaintiff,
together with the north ball of the
greater section, and {ssued to him &
certificate of sale, conditionsd upon
the payments for the land belng
made, Plalntlff made a payment of
$64.58, and executed two notes, each
for $64.68, payable In on¢ and two
yoars respectively, for the balance of
the purchase price, and as his re-
ceipts show, paid Interest on the de-

ferred payments until September 2, | land by adverse possesslon for
(1893, when payment was discon-|the period of 10 yonrs' as ngainst
ltinued. He was {nfrmed by the|8il persons, but recognieing the su-

[¢an be oo dissclsln or adverse pos-

“Where the possession commouces
by the permisalon of the owner, there

sesglon unt!l there has been & dis-
claimer by the amsertion of an adv
verse title, anid moties thersof, either
actual of constructive.””’ Weod on
Limitatlon of Actions, Beo. 356, p.
507; 1 Am, & Eng, Eno. of Law, T98.{

The plalntitt entered ubder an dx-
ecntory contruct of purchase and
thereafter fn no widy notifled the
state that he elnlmed the lund In hos
titlity to Its title, and thers wis no
overt act on his part which would
amount to constiictive notiee there-
of. In 1882 he eptgred aond beld the
Innd under the defendant’s grantor,
by virtue of Win certificate of sale or

perlor title of the Unlted Stutey guv-
ernment, and seeking In good faith
to acquire that title, may  aswent

elark of the &tate land board, on No-
1808, that unless he paid

Ithe amount then dud, his certifionts

No. 112 would be oancelled About such adverae possesslon as Agalnnt |
[euts time Mre M. R, Stephensan, the any person cldiming to ‘!u- the awn
plaintif’s wife, applied for the pur- i“r uuder o prior grant,

chause of the land, and both Mr. and | In thnt case, one Chandler, who
Mrs. Slephennson ware

the clerk of the state Iand board that "from whom defendant's: lossor des
the state could not executs a deed to ridgned title, filed  his  appifeation

the south half of the quarter section,
February 18, 1508, alleging contin
noug settlement office: 1881, and af-
ter a contest In the Togal jand offloe |

Our Way

him on Decoembep 26, 1804,
patant po the premikes issued to Lho

Of helrs of Chandler, March 8, 1008,
In the ense ut bar, plalntiff attempts

to  assart sdverse  possession e

again A anbsequent grant, defen.

Laundering

dant elaiming ttle as grantee of the

tite of Oregon, und standing In the
i L1 others It ahons of the wiale a® to the very
l ’s 2% 16 o veurs of exs title to ihe land, which the pinintiff
ta the reault of yeirs of ex
] ’ at all times recognized from 1882
rlend (4] method of uatll 1500, difering eatirely from
the facta In the vsse of Boe v. Ar
waahing fs eary on the nold .
sooids our method of The statute of limitations does

not commence to ruyn umtll a cause
starch of notlon =sectues; and It s dot
clalmed in this case, that, as agoinst
the staie, the ponsesaion of plalntiff
wits mdyerse, Or that the atatute was
got In motion until December, 1898,
It s conceded L(hat the statute did
not run afier ihe pamage of the ast
of 1908; L. O T See,

arohing places the

ahere It belongs, Our

i of lroning or press-
wry an the goods be-

dome whblly

| ficfent to sel the wiatute in motion,

| tho state,

ialmwn no dirgerent elalm expept that

informed by was the predecessor in Intereést, and [allowed the cancellation of his entry,

[tor # homestead sntry om the land. | Plajocife

the declsion being in favor of {‘hn'u-l

dler, finnl certificates wan Issued to{any title,
and a!right by virtue of hia contraot with

contract to purchaue, until 1808, His
pouseasion appears to have heen suf-

It Lis possession had been hostlle to
Bince that time he has

o abandoned his right to purchase,

and parmitted his wife o purehise
the remalnder of the goarter section,
does not show that he
clalmed owoership n dny way sineas’
‘that time op before, except I8 subor- |
dination to the title of the state, and |
it |8 nigy shown that hiw evpr asperted
He appears (o olplm pome

the atute, and Introdutea evidonte
| of paymernts |hefeunder,

It way sald by Mr. Chief Justies
Enkin {n Bayoe v. Brown, (Or) 118
Pac, 382+ "It Iy the adverse posses
plon under a Onfm of ownership ! ||t'
. oY l'lltnllff-i

edtabl!shes the title

pun::--.a.-ih-u was not hostlle to the stat
nor under elalm of ownorship,

| 1t Is urgad by counsel for plninlll!
| that om aecount of the letter of Ll

clerk of the state lind bourd to the
l--l'!'nrl that the wtate could pot con-
|vey the land; that therchy tha pre-
sumption of the dellvery of the deond
trom E. 8 MeComas et ol to (he
wiate. was conmiradjeted. It la not}
'nhuwn by any testimany that the of-
flears of the dtate did not have fall
cognlennce of the deed referrad (o
at the tme of Its exeeutlon and for
many yeurs (heréarter

The fact that the clork of the umu

gt RS _:umi as,

Thristmns goodles—|
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irlal package You know
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| Salcz1 Laundry Co.

136-166 S. Liberty St.

Telephone Main 25

13 State v,
Warner Valley Slock Co. 58 or. |
(283: 108 Pac, 861, the land 1o question Usted, and did
“in legul Innguage, the Iutentiom |got kmow ihat the ssme had been
guldos the entry, ARd fixes (s ohAr- | qegded (o the state, and the insiry
lacter.” Ewing v, Buroet, 18 U. 8 |ment doly recorded in 1877, would
§0, 51, inot, In our opinion, o the absence
It is wald, “Adverse possession may | of proof tending to show that there
| beat be defined me an actus], visible, | was to delivery of Ihe detd anid
and exclusive appropristion of luni. | without the amsertion by plaintiff of
commenced and eon'inued unnder 8 g valid culm of e to the Yand,
clalm of Pght—elther openly avawed | qofent the Litle of the atate or change
or commtructive, au Arling from the|rhe offect of the desd fo the sute,
acts and elrovmstanses alteuding tre or overcome the preswmplon of de-
appropriation—to  hold the  lund [tivery of the desd arising from the
against him who wos seized. The'rseording of the same. I so, the

land board, at one time, did not have

title of the state to its land, whlle
Ity offlcers and agenits are periods
loally ohunging, would bo of but ilt-
tie foree or veluwe. The conveyance
was apparently exoouted sl the h»
atanté of," noft accepted * by vomio
agent or attomyy of the alats,, The
clork of the state land board had
ne authority to disclaim title to the
traet of land for the board or for the
nate - .
"“Phe - mere. parol declarations, |
againat hid own Interest; of the owner
of "the MQ‘W mW'm'

Rates $1.00 up, Break~ |
fast and lunch £0c, Din~
ner $1.00. Also a la
Carte service In grill. One

block from Oregon Ele¢-
tric on 11th and Wash-
ington streets,  Salem
people cordially invited to
make our house thelr

F.P. WILLIAMS f{r;j::i:;llﬂum
‘CALIFORNIA

IS FAMOUS THE WORLD OVER

For (s splendid hostelries, Ita virled atiractiony, Its foe besches,
hot wprings and pleagurs resorts—All these can be reached with
dane by the

“Hoad of a Thoesand Wonders"
Route of Shasts Limited

Excursion Tickets Costing $55.00
Portland to Los Angeles and Return.

On sale dally, good six wonths with stop-overs golug or relurning.
Corresponding low fares from other Oregon  points, Call on our
agents for
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