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and on the east sido of the belt, from the Mary Ann, going south-wost,
granite; and from the snme place going north-cast, a slate belt of about
four hundred feet in thickuess.  This belt of mineralized quartzite, found
between sluto and granite wally, ns at some period been subjected to
some foree of nature, by which it has been broken up and crushed, disin-
tegraled and fissured in all directions, so as to destroy, except at intervals,
wll fraeey of sbratification, thereby fitting it for the reception of the win-
eral thal hag come up from the depths below in solution, and doposited
in it.  This formation differs from the boundary rock that follows the
belt, the stratification of which has never been disturbed, exeept at the
Star Hill, where a cross-fissure penetrates the east wall of the belt, 1
have particularized those two points, the Pacific and the Star mines, on
account of their more extensive developments; but there are claims on the
same belt that are superior to either of them, on their surface prospects,
for quality and quantity, IFor want of mills that would reduce ores at
reasonable rates, and the capital the country so badly peeds, these mines
must go undeveloped; and there are poor inducements for the prospectors
to do much more thau their annunal assessments to keep their mining titles
good, and which they propose to continue doing; for it will be observed
that this speck on our planct’s dise is no exception to other mining dis-
triets. It has its accomplished croakers, with no limit to their profound
wisdom. i

The above described mining ground is known as the east lode or
mineral belt. Leaving this and traveling west over slate and quartzite
for about three-fonrths of a mile, the limestone is met with. This lime-
stone belt is continuous, and has o uniform width of about five hundred
feet; it runs parallel to the lower belt. On the enst vim of this belt is
where the Bonauza, Alta, Geneva, Tischequer and Victory mines are situ-
ated.  The croppings of these mines ave vich in gold and silver, besides
carrying a large percentage of lend. On the west rim of the limestone
belt, between the lime and the shale, is where the black metal ledge is
situnted. The claires most prominent on this ledge are the Pine Nut,
Ticup, Chance, Baltic and Wonderer mines. This ledge, like its com-
panion on the east, has a dip to the westward. The stratification on the
east and west vim of this limestone belt is undisturbed; they -constitute
continuous, separate and contact veins. One is called the middle ledge,
the other the west or black mineral ledge. It will be perceived by this
statement that there is a lower mineral Delt or east lode, and a middie and
west ledge, all ranning parallel, north-easterly and south-westerly; that
the east lode has no connection whatever with limestone,

WARD DISTRICT.

This is still the most important district in White Pine County, and
Ward the most populous town. It is situated on the eastern slope of the
Robinson range of 1sountains, about one hundred and ten miles from Fu-
rekn and one hundred and seventy-five miles from Wolls, ow the Central
Pacific Ilnilrond, T'ke geological Tormationg are quartzite, limestone and
granite. The facilities for mining and milling in this distriet are not sur-
passed in enstern Nevada, Wood and water nre found here in abundance
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for all purposes.  Willow Creck, a short distance from the mines, aflords
an inexhaustible supply of wuter, while the precipitous mountain in
wlich the mines are located is very favorable for their exploration by
means of tunnels through which they are ab present worked. ™ The ores of
this district, although of high grade, are very difficult of treatment.,
Trom this cause chiefly, and partly owing to the bad management of
thoso in charge of the reduction works, the resnlts obtained here have
not been as favorable as the prospects and developments of the mines
would appear to warrant,

MARTIN WHITE COMPANY,

Somo of the most valuable mines in Ward District Delong to this Com-
pany, viz: Paymaster, fifteen hundred feet; Defiance, fifteen hundved
feet; Mountuin Pride, fifteen hundred feet; Young Americea, fifteen hun-
dred feet; Caroline, fiftcen hundred feet; Mammoth, fifteen hundred fect;
Ben Lomond, fifteen hundred feet; Ben Voirlick, fiftecen hundred feet;
Land Grampus, fifteen hundred feet; Home Ticket, fifteen hundred fect:
Wisconsin, fifteen hundred feet; Ben Nevis, fifteen hundred feet; Maggie,
fifteen hundred feet; Cyclops, fifteen hundred fect; Nestor, fifteen hun-

_dred feet; Ward and Henry, two hundred feet; Alamedy, two hundred

feet. The Paymaster mine has been opened up in a very systematic
manner by means of tunnels, of which there are three, twelve hundred,
thirteen hundred and seventeen hundred feet in length., The most ex-
tensive developments in the district have been made in this mine, and
from it has been produced about all the hullion shipped from Ward. The
yield so far has been about five hundred and fifty thousand dollars. No
dividends have been declared, but instead assessments to the amount of
five hundred thousand dollars have been collected. During the past
summer another mill has been erected. It has twenty stamps, and
commenced operations about the middle of November. This mill is very
complete in its arrangements, and has in connection with it three of the
improved White and Howell furnaces. This plan of roasting before
amalgamation, it is thought, will obviate the difficulty heretofore experi-
enced in working the ores from the Paymaster mine. The process of
lixiviation introduced here by this company has been abandoned. The

. principal portion of the ores have heretofore been smelted, and two water-

Jacket furnaces were erected. A wire-cable tramway has been consiructed
from the lower tunnels to the ore-house at the new mill, which will
greatly facilitate the transportation of ore from the mine. It is nine
hundred feet in length. The latest information from Ward ig, that the
new millis working splendidly. The ore is now being chlorinated by
roasting with salt, which converts from ninety-three to ninety-seven per
cent. of the silver to a chloride, and of this amount, cighty-three per
cent. is saved by amalgamation, The ore averages about seventy dollars
per ton, :
During the past two years the Martin Whito Company has been ecu-
gaged in expensive litigation to determine the right of possession to a

- portion of its ground. The decision of the Supreme Court of this State

in the case of Ilatie Gleeson v. The Martin White Company is of so much
importance in setiling certain questions which have arisen under the
United States law regulating the location of mines, that it is hore given
in full,
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OPINION BY JUDGE BEATTY.

This is an action fo determine the right of possession of certain min-
ing ground in the Ward District, White Pine County. The plaintiff
dernigns title from the loeation of a claim called the Shark, and the
defendant is the grantee of the location of the Paymaster. DBoth claimg
were loeatod on the same ledge—the Paymaster in July, the Shark in
September—and the principal question in tho case is as to the validity of
the Pnymaster location. '

The faets in regard to this location are very clearly and fully pre-
sented Ly the findings of the Distriet Judge, which embrace the special
yverdict of n jury upon a number of issues submitted to its decision. No
exception whatever is taken by either party to the findings of the jury,
and the objections of the appellant to the additional findings of the Court
relate rather to the conclusions of law involved than to the facts on which
they are based.

The ¢uestion before us is therefore narrowed down to a construction
of the legislation of Congress and the local rules of the Ward District
governing the location of mining claims.

Before entering upon a discussion of the purely legal questions in-
volved in the case, however, it will be best to give a connected statement
of the facts, which arc as follows:

Mineral deposits were first discovered in what is now the Ward Min-
ing Distriet by Thowas I, Ward, in March, 1872, On the first of May
the district was organized, a set of local rules adopted, and (it scems)
Ward appointed Recorder. The rulesso first adopted were, in their general
features, like the rules everywhere prevalent on this coast before the
enactment of the Law of Congress of May 10, 1872. Claims were to be
located Dby posting n notico at the point of discovery; the notice to be
recorded in filteen days; this to hold the claim good for one hundred
days, within which time a certain amount of work was to be done on the
ground in order to hold the claim a year. Each locator was to have fifty
fect of the surface on each side of his ledge or vein, but this not to carry
the right to any mineral deposit therein distinet from the one located.
These rules, so far as they were not inconsistent with the Act of Congress
of May 10, 1872, continued in force nntil the first of October, following,
when the miners adopted a new set of rules.

Such being the law of the district for the location and holding of
claims, Ward, on the seventeenth of July, 1872, discovered the vein or
ledge which is now in controversy, and placed upon the croppings at the
discovery point the following notice:

‘¢ Paymaster location notice.~~We, the undersigned, do hereby Iocate
and claim fifteen hundred (1500) feet on this ledge, lode, or deposit of
mineral-bearing quartz or rock, with all its dips, spurs, angles and varia-
tions, together with all privileges prescribed by the mining Iaws of the
TUnited States and this district, and intend to hold and work the same
according. We claim three hundred (300) feet easterly, and twelve hun-
dred (1200) feet westerly from this monument, running along the course
of the vein, This shall be known as the Paymaster, ;

¢“Ward Mining District, July 17, 1872, situated about fifteen hun-
dred feet north-west by north, from Mountain Pride lode.”

To this notice were appended the names of the locators, and opposite
- the name of each were set the numher of feet (undivided) to which he was

to be entitled. ; '
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On the following day, July 18, the claim was recorded Ly Ward, as
Mining Recorder of the district, by copying into a small memorandum”
book, which he earried in his pocket, and which at that time constituted
the record book of the district. Subsequently, about the first of Auvgust,
o larger book was obtained, and the records traunscribed from the little
book. Im the meantime, however, the Paymaster notice, and the record
of it, had been changed as follows: It scems that there was some sort of
an agreement subsisting between Ward, John Henry, . C. Hardy, and
three others, that they should be equally interested in the locations made
by Ward. But in the location of the Paymaster, Wurd had omilted
Hardy’s name, and inserted that of Dave Pearson, who was not o mem-
ber of the company. A few days after the location and recording of the
claim, Henry called Ward’s attention to the fact that Pearson’s name was
improperly on the notice, and Hardy’s name improperly omitted. He
also objected to the unequal distribution of the cluim among the six
locators, Ward thereupon changed the notice on the ground, and the
record in the little book, by erasing the name of Pearson, and substitut-
ing the name of Hardy, and by changing the figures following the names,
so as to give to each locator two hundred and fifty feet of the claim,
These changes in the notice and in the little book were made before the
transcription to the large book, which, since the first of August, 1872,
has contained the records of the Ward District. -

Subsequent developments have shown that the vein or ledge upon
which this Paymaster claim was located has a course or strike from south-
enst to north-west. According to the magnetic meridian (variation 163°)
it runs more nearly east and west.

In September, 1872, some work—it does not appear how much—had
been done on the Paymaster location, but the course of the vein was not
clearly determined. ‘

Such being the condition of that claim, on the ninth of September
tho locators of tho Shark discovered the croppings of tho snmo vein ab a
point about four hundred feet north-west of the location point of the
Paymaster, and posted the following notice:

¢ Shark mine No. 1. Notice: We, the undersigned, do hereby locate
and claim fifteen hundred (1,500) feet on this ledge, lode or deposit of
mineral-hearing quartz and rock, with all its dips, spurs, qngles and vari-
ations, together with all privileges prescribed by the mining laws of the
United States and this district, and intend to hold and work the same
according. We claim seven hundred and fifty feet on each side of the
menument running along the course of the vein. This shall be known
as thie Shark mine No. 1, :
“ Ward Mining Distriet, Nye County, Nevada, September 9, 1872,
“ Joux Tavror, 375 feet. . ;
¢ Tuoyas Coxvor, 375 feot:
¢ Maraew Grezsox, 375 feet.
¢ Cas, Srruressirces, 375 feet.”

On the following day this notice was recorded, the certificate to the
record being as follows: - :

“‘Recorded September 10, 1872, at 10 o'clock a. ». Situated about
600 feet north-casterly from Young American mine, and about 300 feet
north-westerly from Paymaster mine, 4 '
; ¢ Tyos, I, Warp, Recorder.”.
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Some significanco iy atlributod o tho faet that Ward, tho loeator of
the Paymaster, goiug upon the ground for the purpose of making this
record, nud necessarily observing the proximity of the Shark to the DPay-
master, made no complaint at the time that the Shark locators were on
his elainn, It was not until October, and after some work had been doune
by the l()(',:lt(n".s‘ of the Shark, that notice was given that they were on the
Puynueler vein, Thoy, however, denied that it was the same vein,
They claimed w eross vein, and declared that if it turned out that they
were on the Paymaster they would give it up,

About this time—on October 10, 1872—John Henry, one of the Pay-
master loeators, took down their notice and put up another, the same in
all respects us the one removed except that it claimed three hundred feet
southerly and onc {housand fwo hundred feet northerly from the monu-
ment, instead of three hundred feet easterly and one thousand two hun-
dred feet, westerly,  On the same day he drove down two stakes, onc at
the north-west end of the Paymaster and the other nt the south-east end,
They were marked North-westerly stake of Paymaster” and ¢ South-
casterly stake of Paymaster.” These stakes were on a line, or very nearly
on a line, with the croppings of the vein as now developed, and within a
few feet of the center line of tho claim as now surveyed. At some time
subsequent to the change of the notice on the mine, a corresponding
change was made in the record of the claim by erasing the words casterly
and westerly, and inserting the words southerly and northerly. The jury
could not find who made this change in the chrd, butthe District Jndglf
was of the opinion, und so ave we, that it was done by Ward and Henry,
but without any fraudulent intent,

In the meantine, on the first of October, the laws of the distriet had
been changed so as to eonform more nearly to the Act of Congress of
May 10,1872, it being especially provided that locators should have three
hundred feet of surfnee ground on each side of their vein—to include, of
gourse, uot only the vein originally located but all veins within the sw-
face lines. (R. 8., See. 2322.)

It is found as a fact that sufficient work has been done under each of
these locations to satisfy the reqnivements of the law of Congress and the
rules of the district, 1'he Paymaster location was never marked upon the
ground in any other way than by the three stakes on the line of the crop-
pings—one at cach end and one at the point of discovery—until it was
surveyed for the purposeof the patent application in Octoler, 1875. The
Shark location was nevey marked on the ground in any way, except by
the mouument at its initial point, until April, 1874, when Gleeson sot
stakes at the four corners of the surface claim, On these facts the Dis-
triet 7 dge concluded that the Paymaster location was valid, and, as a
conscquence, that the subsequent location of the Shark on the same
ground was invalid. In accordance with this conclusion, the judgment
of the District Court was for the defendant,

. The plaintifr, appealing from the judgment and from the order de-
nying her motion for s new trial, makes a number of assignments of
error, which, however, ave all involved in the three propositions following:
It is contended:

1. That the Paymaster claim was not located in conformity with the
“Act of ?ongress and the rules of the district, and consequently ‘that it
vas void;

2. That tho Paymaster locators, if they ever had a good claim, aban-
doned it; and, i

¢

-l o el —

3. That hey nro astopped by their own aels from asserline any elajim’
O

“adverse to the Shark.,

Keeping these propositions entively distinet, and confining our atten-
tion for the present to the first, it is to be observed that there Is no ques-
tion that the locators of the Paymaster were the original discoverers of {he
ledge in controversy; that they made a bona fide attempt to loeato it; that
their elaim was noforious; thut they and their successors have continned
to oceupy and develop the property; that the Shark locators Were aware
of the priority of the Paymaster claim, and originally repudiated any in-
tention of locating upon'the same vein, Theso fncts being conceded, the
only position open to the appellant, and the only position her counsel have
attempted to maintain, is, that a mining claim cannot be held except by
compliance with certain requirements of the mining laws; that the Pay-
waster locators did not conform to those requirements, while the locators
of the Shark did, and that, as a necessary consequence, the law gives her
the property. Aside from the questions of abandonment and estoppel,
she claims nothing except from a strict application of the law, regardless
of any seeming hardship in depriving the defendant of a mine which its
predecessors were the first to discover, claim and develop.

There can be no doubt as to tho correctness of the position upon
which this claim is founded.

The United States have granted to their citizens, and to those who
have declared theiv intention to hecome such, the right to explore and oc-
cupy the public mineral lands. (U. 8. Revised Statutes, see. 2319.) Those
qualified loeators who comply with the laws of the United States, and the
local regulations not.in conflict therewith, governing their possessory
title, have the exclusive right of possession and enjoyment of their loca-
tions: (R. S. 2322.) He who complies with the lnw has the exclusive right.
Therefore, if it is true that the Shark locators complied, and those of the
Paymaster did not, the plaintiff must take the mine, no matter who is
entitled to the credit of the discovery. :

What, then, constitutes compliance? The questions involved in this
branch of the ease have led to a very thorough and elaborate discussion
of the mining laws of the United States, and particularly of the Act of
Congress of May 10, 1872 (R. 8., Sec. 2319 ef seq.), under which these
claims were located, and which embodies the most important features of
the mining legislation. The same questions were, to some cxtent, in-
volved in the ease of the Golden Fleece Company v. The Cable Consoli-
dated Company (12 Nev, 812), but were not very fully argued, and were
discussed in the opinion only so far as seemed to be necessavy for the dis-
position of that case. Somé of the conclusions then announced have
been questioned Ly counsel for respondent in this, but after a thorough
re-examination of the whole subjeet, with all the light that has been
thrown upon it by the most elaborate argument, oral and written, wo ré-
main entirely satisfied with that opinion.  So far as it goes, it is a correct
exposition of our present understanding of the law., But it does not
cover the whole ground, and is perbaps not sufficiently explicit upon
some of the points adverted to. Tho magnitude of this ecase, and the
great importance of the subject to o mining communily warrant a re-

" statement of our views in o more complete, and we hLope, & more convine-

ing form, .

One of the imperative requirements of the statute, an indispensable
condition precedent of a valid loeation, is that it shall be ¢ distinetly
marked on the ground, so that its boundaries ean be readily traced (R. S.,
Sce, 2324).” By reference to the foregoing statement of facts, it will Le

-

03 St 25

ST

S

—




166

keen that one of the locators of the Shark, in April, 1874, marked the
boundaries of that location by setting stakes at the four corners of the
claim. It is conceded that this wa- a sufficient marking of that location;
but it is contended that the Paymaster had been sufficiently marked sincé
()(:L()})el- 10, 1872, by means of the two stakesat the ends of the elaim on
the Jine of the cxoppings und by the location monument at the point of
discovery,  Whether this marking was sufficient tp answer the require-
ments of the statute is the  principal question in the case, and asa step
towards its solution, counsel have devoted a great portion of their argu-
ment to the preliminary question. What does a mining claim consist of;
what ave its essentials, what ave its incidents? Is it tle surface ground
that is located, or is it the vein with tho surface as an incident? Itis
.conceived that a determination of this point will greatly facilitate the in-
quiry as to what sort of marking of boundaries is required. Counsel for
-uppellant contend that the location is of the surface, and that stakes at
the corners of the claim are essential. Counsel for respondent insist that
the Jocation is of the vein as the principal thing, with the surface asa
mere ineident, and that stakes to define the limits of the claim upon the
vein are sufficient,
..~ What we said in the Golden Fleece case we think expresses the truth
in regard to this matter: “It is true that the vein is the principal thing,
and that the smiface is but an incident thereto; but it is also true that the
mining law has provided no means of locating a vein except by defining o
surface claim, including the croppings or point at whick the vein is ex-
posed, and the part of the vein Jocated is determined by reference to the
lines of the surface claim.” (12 Nev. 329.)
The vein is the principal thing in the sense that it is for the sake of
the vein that the location is made; the surface is of no value without it;
no location can be made until a vein has been discovered within its limits,
and the surface must or at least onght to be located in conformity with
the course of the vein. (R. 8. 2320.) But the location is of a piece of
land inecluding the vein,
“ A mining claim located after the 10th day of May, 1872, whether
Jocated b_?' one or more persons, may equal, but shall not exceed, fifteen
hundred feet in length along the vein or lode; but no location of a mining
claim shall be made until the discovery of the vein or lode within the
limits of the claim located. No elaim shall extend more than three hun-
dred fegt on cuach side of the middle of the vein at the surface, nor shall
any claim be limited by any mining regulation to less than twenty-five
fect on each side of the middle of the vein at the surface, except where ad-
verse rights existing on the 10th day of May, 1872, renders such limita-
tion necessary. The end lines of each claim shall be parallel to each
other,” (R.B. 2320.) This section alone shows that it is a surface par-
allelogram not less than fifty feet in width that must be located, Butthe
purpose of the law is moré clearly indicated by its granting elauses,
What is it that the locators have the exclusive right to possess? Having
complied with the laws they shall have the exclusive right of possession
~and enjoyment of all the surface included within the lines of their loca-
tions, and of all veins, lodes and ledges throughout their entire depth,
the top or apex of which lies inside of such surface-lines extended down-
ward vertically, although such veins, lodes or ledges may so far depart
from a perpendicnlar in their course downward as to extend outside the
vertical side-lines of such surface locations, (R. S. 2822.) This is the
only part of the Act which grants the right to possess any lode, ledge or
veln, !
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The vein originally discovered, and for the sake of which the location
is made, is lumped in with other mineral deposits that may happen to
exist within the limits of the surface claim, and no part of it is granted
except that part the top or apex of which lies inside of the surface lines
extended downward vertically, This, it would seem, ought to be conclu-
sive, but the language of section two thousand three hundred and twenty-
five is) if possible, still more convineing: ** Section 2325. A patent for
any land claimed and located for valuable deposits, may be obtained in
the following manner: Any person, association, or corporation authorized
to locate a claim under this chapter, having elaimed and located a picee
of land for such purposes,” may, by taking the prescribed steps, obtain
the title upon payment of five dollars per acre for the land.

Thus it appears that a location on a vein must be made by taking up
¢ g piece of land” to include it. No other means are provided, and it
is only upon condition of complying with the law that the loeator becomes
entitled to anything. The discoverer of a vein may be allowed a reason-
able time to trace its course, before being compelled to define his surface
claim, and in the meantime may be protected in hisclaim to one thousand
five hundred feet of the vein, but his location will never be complete until

. his surface claim is defined.

-as something essentinlly inherent in the nature of thivgs.
~under such locations, to follow the vein in whatever direclion it might

That this is the only possible construction of the statute, seems so
plain to our minds that we should have thought it superfluous to say a
avord i defense of our view if we were notaware that an opposite opinion
is very largely prevalent. :

Wo think this is due to the fact that the custom of locating a vein
claim by means of a notiee posted on the eroppings, and of Lolding it by
record of the notice and work done at the discovery point, without any
definition of Loundaries, has prevailed so long and so universally on the
Pacific Coast that the system has come to be regarded by a great many
The right,

run, to the extent claimed in the location notice, taking the adjacent sur-

-{ace necessary for the convenient working of the mine as a mere incident

thereto, has been so long recognized and enjoyed as to have almost as-
sumed the character of one of tlie natural and inalienable rights of nan,
That the Government, in disposing of its mineral lands, has adopted a
radieally different system, under which a vein ean only be located by
means of a surface ¢lnim, and held only to the extent that it is included
within the surface lines, is a thing too inecredible to be believed by
those to whom the old customs seemed rooted in the very foundations of
of justice.

But disagreeable as the awakening may be, it is time we were opening
our eyes to the fact that o new system has been introduced. The Act of
Congress of May 10, 1872, has effected the changes above indicated. Its
language is plain, unambiguous; and whatever may be our opinion of the

_impolicy of the changes effected by it, we are bound to submit and con-
- form ourselves to its requirements,
. room for construction, the argumenium ab inconuenienti might be entitled

If the terms of the statute left any

to great weight, but it cannot be invoked where the language of the law

_is so0 plain as it is in this instance.

Besides, we do not share in the opinion that the new system is so
utterly bad. Nobody can pretend {hat it is a great improvement on the
system which it displaced. We ave willing to admit that cases may avise

"to which it will be difficult to apply the law, but this only proves that

such cases escaped the foresight of Congress, or that, although they fore-




saw Lhe possibilily of such ecases oceurring, they considered that possis
bility ®o remote as not to afford a reason for departing from the simplicity
of the plan they chose to adopt. So far, the wisdom of the Congressional
plan has been sufliciently vindieated by experience. It is true that veins
and ledges ave not found to be perfectly regular in theiv formation-—they
Lave nob a perfeetly straight course even in depth—and near the surface
they present still greater irreguluarities of strike and dip; but still they
approsimate the ideal vein that Congress scems to have had in view
sulliciently nearly to admit an easy applieation of the Inw in all the eases
of conflicting claims that have fallen under our observation.

As to the difficulty of establishing surface lines immediately upon
the discovery of o vein, that also is conceded. It is a well known fact
that the eroppings of a vein are always very imperfect and often o very
deceptive guide to its course; and it will often beo diflicult and sometimes
impossible to locate a surface claim in corformity with the conrse of the
vein, even after yeuars spent in its development.

But all this affords no argument against the system. TUnless the
miners voluntarily restriet themselves by local regulations, a ¢laim may
always he filteen handred feet long by six hundred feet wide. ILiet the
discoverer of a vein be ever so unforfunate in locating his elnim, he can-
not possibly get less than six hundred feet of the vein, while under the
old law the most he could get was four hundred feet. How then can it
be said that he is subjected to any hardships? So far from restricting
Lis rights, the new law bas very greatly enlarged them, and at the same
time has made them vastly more certain and secure.

Furthermore, we do not understand that the law requires the surface
claim to be defined immediately upon the discovery of the vein. We
think that under any circumstances the discoverer, if he went to work
diligently to trace out its course, would be allowed a reasonable time for
that purpose, and in the meantime would be protected in his right to
one thousand five hundred fect of the vein. In the absence of any State
or Territorial or local regulation prescribing the time to be allowed for
tracing, the question as to what should be deemed a reasonable time
would have to be determined in view of the facts and ecircumstances of
each case. We suid, however, in the Golden TFleece case (12 Nev. 329),
and we still think that this is » matter for loeal regulation under the
power delegated to the miners by section 2,324 of the Revised Statutes,
to malke rules not in conflict with the laws. Any reasonable rule for the
provisional holding of & claim, by means of the posting and recording of
nolice, during the lime necessary for tracing would, we feel confident, be
favorably viewed Dby the courts, especially if it required the locator to

use diligence in the work of tracing during the time allowed for that

purpose. This, however, is a question which we are not called upon to
decide in this case. We have been led into this line of argument in
respouse to what has been said Dby counsel for respondent in regard to
the great hardship imposed upon the discoverer of o vein by compelling
him to define his surfuce claim Defore he could possibly ascertain the
course of tho vein, If we ave right in our opinion that he would be
allowed n reasonuble time for tracing, the supposed hardship does not
exist, 1f we are wrong, and if the discoverer must set his stakes without
stopping to trace the vein, even then, as we have shown, he is better off

since than he was before the statute. His surface lines will necessarily:

inelude at least six hundred fect of the vein, and may include upwards
of one thousand six hundred. In the latter case he may be compelled
to readjust his lines so as to take only one thousand five hundred feet,
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but in any case he ean secure six hundred feet, Defore tho statute he
could eluim no more than four hundred feet of the vein, and of that ho
was not secure for nday.  Tho moment he developed rich ore he was
beset by trespassers, and in order to enjoin them from stenling his prop-
erty, was obliged to tinee the vein between them and the loeation point.
He was bavassed with litigation, and his means often entirely consaned
in the proseccution of work not necessary fov the development of his
mine, but essential for the vindieation of his litle, Under the new law
this source of vexation and expenso is entirely swept away, Within hig
surfnce lines the discoverer of a vein is secure, and he might well consont
to sacrifice something in the extent of his claim for the suke of that
seeurity. ;

$o far, however, from having to make such o sacrifice, his claim, ot
the very worst, is more ample than it ever was before. Sound policy,
therefore, coneurs with the language of the statute in sustaining our con-
clusion that o vein can only be located by menns of a surfuce elnim. How
soon after the discovery of the vein ‘“the location must be distinetly
marked on the ground so that its boundaries can be readily traced” (R.
S. 2324), we do not decide; but until it is so marked we are clear that
the location is not complete, and the law has not been complied with.

So far we agree entircly with the views of counsel for appellant; but,
although we are satisfied that a location must be of n surface claim, and that
the boundaries and extent of the ¢laim must be plainly defined by stakes or
marks on the ground, it does not appear to be a necessary consequence
that the least admissible marking is Dy posts or monuments at all the cor-
ners of the claim,

We ave aware that the Commissioner of the Land-office has recom-
mended the planting of posts at the corners, and the erection of a sign-
board with the name of the claim, the names of the locators, ete., at the
location point; and undoubtedly a compliance with these recommenda-
tions would be sufficient to satisfy the law in this particular. Bub at the
same time we think it may be satisfied by something less. There is, after
all, something in the fact that it is 2 mining claim, and not an agricul-
tural claim that is being located; and some account should be taken of
the customs, habits and circumstances of o mining community in deter-
mining what is a suficient marking of a mining claim. The vein is al-
ways the principal object that the locator has in view; it is generully,
after location and work at the loeation point, a conspicuous feature of
the locality; it is the first thing that attracts the attention of mining men;
the surface claim by which it is to be loeated ought to conform to its
course; the end lines must be parallel; and, as they ought to conform to
the dip of the ledge ns nearly as practicable, they ought to be at right
augles to the side lines, so that if the center-line of the claim is once es-
tablished, the Loundaries are thereby fixed, and may be readily traced.

The object of the law in requiring the location to be marked on the
ground is to fix the claim—to prevent floating or swinging—so that those
who in good fnith are looking for unoccupied ground in the vicinity of
previous locations may be enabled to aseertain exactly what has been ap-
proprinted in order to mako their locations upon the residue, We con-
cede that the provisions of the law designed for the. attainment of this
object are most important and beneficent, and that they ought not to be
frittered away by construction. But it must be remembered that the law
does not in express terms require the boundaries to be marked, It re-
quires tho location to be so marked that its bounduries can be readily
traced. Stales at the corners do not mark the boundaries; they are only
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o menns by which the houndarvies may be traced. Why not, then, allow
the sawue ellicacy to the marking of w eenter lino in o district where the
extent of o clain: on each side of the center line is establishied by the local
rules? Tt would be safer and therefore better to comply with the recom-
mendutions of the Land-office and erect stakes at tho corners of the
elnim, hulif the grand object of the law is altained Ly the murking of n
center Jine we can see no reason why it should not be allowed to bo suf-
ficient. .

In this case the locators of the Paymaster marked tho center line of
their elaim on the tenth of October, 1872, No miner, no man of common
intelligence, acquainted with the customs of the country, could have gone
on the ground and seen the monument, notice and work at the discovery
point and the two stakes—one three hundred feet south-cast of the loca-
tion monument, marked ¢ South-ecasterly stake of Paymaster,” the other
twelve hundred fect north-west of the location monument and marked
“« Nortli-westerly stake of Paymaster”—in a line with the croppings and
the discovery point, without seeing at a glance that they marked the cen-
ter line of the claim. By the rules of the district and the laws of the
land Le would have been informed that the boundaries of the claim were
formed by lines parallel to the center line and three hundred feet distant
therefrom and by end lines at xight angles thereto. With this knowledge
he could have traced the boundaries and, if such was Lis wish, ascer-
tained exactly where he could locate witu safety. Wo conclude, there-
fore, that the Paymaster location was sufficiently marked on October 10,
1879. At that time the Shark location had not been marked in any way,
and whether the law allows a locator a reasonable time or not to mark his
boundaries—protecting his full claim in the meanwhile—the same result
cqually follows. I the Paymaster was not marked within a reasonable
time after discovery, then certainly the Shark was not, for the first was
‘marked within three months and the latter not until more than eighteen
months after discovery; so that the Shark claim was lost by the failure to
mark its location within a reasonable time, and such timeis allowed, then
the Shark was thereby excluded. If no time for tracing is allowed, and
the first to mark his Doundaries is first in.xight, then the Paymaster loca-
tion holds the clainy, becauso it was first defined by monwmnents on the
ground. !

Unless the Paymaster location failed in some other particular to com-
ply with the law, there is no hypothesis upon which anything can be
claimed under the Shark location.

But it is contended that the Paymaster location was rendered invalid
Dby non-compliance with the rules of the district and the law of Congress
respecting the notice and record of claims. i

There is no doubt that in order to secure the right of possession to a
mining claim there must be a compliance not only with the laws of the
Tnited States, bub also with such local regulations of the mining district
as are not in conflict therewith (R. S. 2324), and if the miners of the
Ward District iave made the posting and recording of location notices
essentinl, the courls are not at liberly to dispense with them,

The original laws of the distriet were adopted May 1, 1872, ten days

“prior to the passage of the Act of Congress, which, as we have seen, intro-
duced an entirely new system of making locations—a system in which the
preliminary posting and recording of notices is entirely out of place, ex-
cept s a means of protecting o claim during tho time necessary for
tracing the ledgo and marking the boundarvies of tho location. When
the location is thus marked, all that the notice and record were jutended
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or oxpeeled to nccomplish iy effected in a wanner far more salisfactory
and complete.  In place of  very imperfeet, and often misleading, nofie
of what was claimed, there is a plain and uwnambizunous notice to all the
world of the exact position and extent of the location. It might well
Liave been held, therefore, with respect to the rules adopted May 1, 1872,
that their requiremients as to the posting aud recording of notices were
superseded by the Act of Congress of May 10, 1872; that they wero
merged in the higher nnd more effiencions rule of the slatute, or, at least,
that if they continued of any force whatever, it was ouly as a means of
protecting n vein discovery during the time reasonably necessnry for
tracing its course and marking the boundaries of the location, and conse-
sequently that if the discoverer chose to mark his location in the begin-
ning, or actually did so at any time before an adverse claim was made,
Lis failure to post and record a notice would count for nothing,

But the rules of the distriet wero revised on the first of October,
after the passage of the Act of Congress, and the provisions withr respect
to the notice and record of claims were readopted without any additional
provision for bringing them into sensible relation to the law. They do

‘not purport to supply a means of holding a claim pending the marking

of the location on the ground, but stand as substantive and independent
requirements, & compliance with which is essential to the validity of a

¢laim.  We are not willing, under the circumstances, to go to the extent

of Lolding that their observance can be dispensed with, even where a
loeation Lias been plainly marked before the making of an adverse claim.
We will assume that it was necessary for the loeators of the Paymaster
not only to have marked their location before the Shark locators com-
plied with the law, but also to have posted and recorded a notice of the
claim. Did they doso? -

There can be no question that the original Paymaster notice was all
that the law requires. The only objection to it is that it did not contain
in itself a description of the claim by reference to some natural objeet or

“permanent monument. It was not necessary that it should. It is only

tho record of the claim that is required to eontain such a deseription; and
thero are excellent reasons for making a distinetion Letween the notice

-and record in this particular, A notice is generally, and for safety ought

always to be, posted immediately upon the discovery of the vein, before
there is any time to survey the ground, and ascertain the bearings and
distances of natural objects or permanent monuments in the neighbor-
hood; and besides, the claim referred to by the notice is always suffi-
ciently identified by the fact that it is posted on or in immedinte proxim-
ity to the croppings. A notice claiming o location on ‘“this vein’ has
only onc meaning. But the notice is exposed to the danger of removal
by adverse claimants, or destruction by the elements, and for permauent

_evidence of the location its record is provided for. The record, if it cou-

sisted of a mere copy of the notice, would not identify the claim, and
there would be an opportunity as well as a temptation to the locators,
upon the discovery of a more valuable mine in the vicinity, to prove, by
perjured witnesses that their notice was posted on that mine. The float-
ing of claims was by no means an infrequent occurrence prior to the Act
of 1872, and if such attempts were seldom completely successful, they

‘were always vexatious, and often the means of levying n heavy blackmail,

It was on this nccount that the record (not the iotice), was reguired to

“contain “ such o deseription of the cluim or claims loented Dy referenco

to some natural object or permanent monument as will identify the claim.”
(R. 8., Sce. 2324). It is a sullicient compliance with this provision of tho
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law il the deseriplion of the locus of the claim is appended to the notice
when it s recorded. But by reference to the foregoing statement of f:l('é‘;
it will be scen that not only did the record of the inTmster location con-
tain the neeessarvy deseription, it was also contained in the Lody of the
notice as posted on the ground: *¢Situated about fifteen hundred feot
north-west by north of the ‘ Mountain Pride lode,’” is the description in
!‘hu notice; and as no objection to it was made upon the ground that the

Mouwntain Pride lode” was not a well known natural object, at that dis-
tunce, and in that divection from the Paymaster location monument, we
presume it was, in fact, a good description. The record also contained
the names .of the locators and the date of the location, and thus fulfilled
every requirement of the Aét of Congress. (R. S., Sec. 2324.). But it was
changed by Ward aud Henry, and it is contended that after those changes
it was no longer a good record. il

The argument in support of this point is about as follows: Pearson
whose name was in the original notice, as first recorded in the little book,
was oue of the locators of the claim; he had a vested right, and could not
be deprived of his interest by the erasure of his name from the notice
and record, and consequently after his name was seratched out the record
no longer_contained the names of the locators, and was void. We do not
think 1t is by any means clear that Pearson ever acquired any interest
in the claim. It docs not appear that he ever assented to the use of his
nane as o locator by Ward, who actually made the discovery and posted
and recorded the notice, and it does appear that there was some sort of
arrangement by which Ward was to divide his discoveries equally among
those whose names were afterwards signed to the notice. If Pearson had
no right to a share in the discovery, and if Ward merely inserted bis
name by mistake or under some misapprehension, and erased it beforo
the claim Lad been perfected by work or the marking of its boundaries, it
is diflicult to see upon what ground he counld claim o have ever had an
vested right as o loeator. . But whether he bad or not is a question b(-}:
tween Lim and the other locators of the Paymaster. As to outsiders the
notice and record were suflicient. They contained the names of those
who claimed to be tlie locators, and served every purpose of the law—
that '1;1, t'uc)l' i(.lentiﬁedl the claimants and the claim,
1e subsequent alterati : ice by ¢ ing rords w

i easterll' % northzglo'nngfl tshe notx.ce b)_ changlixfg the words w est-

: sterly y and southerly had no effect upon the rights
of the partics. The only purpose of those words was to show in which
direction from the discovery point the claim extended oue thousand two
hundred feet, and in which direction its extent was only three hundred
feet, Iither set of words served the purpose equally well. No doubt
when the vein was first discovered, its course seemed to be east and west;
after a certain amount of development, it seemed to run north and south;
and the notice was changed for the perfectly innocent and even landable
purpose of giving to all whom it might concern a better description of
the claim. The corresponding alteration in the record was made with
the same motive—at least the court finds that it was done without any
fraudulent intent; and certainly it was wholly immaterial. There wu)s.
no swinging of the location effected by this change in the notice and
record. The claim was never fixed until the stakes were set; and so far
as tho.notlce was concerned, it elaimed one thousand five huni]red feet ;Jf
the vein, no matter where it might run, If it was good foy anything, it
was good for what it claimed, pending the marking of tho location. The
changes and evasurcs in the record wore certainly irregular; and if they
had been material, or if they had not been satisfactoril; exp,lo.ined might
have afforded good grounds for excluding it from evidence. Ay
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" absolutely essential to the validity of the eclaim.
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Tut {hey wore satisfactorily explained, They were not designed {o
defraud nny one, nud lind no such effect,  We think that the comments
of the Distyict Judee on this matter ave very just. Mining reeorders ave
o class of officials that must be treated with a great deal of forbearance
and indulgence. They are often entively ignorant of legal forms, and
Lave no appreciation of the lorror with which an ordinary lawyer views
ile erasure or alteration of records and other documents. Where no f raud
or deception is intended, their blunders must not be construed into
crimes,

This disposes of the first proposition of appellant. The sccond and
third are entirely without merit, and as they relate to well settled doe-
trines of the law, they will be very briefly adverted to. There is not the
slightest evidence of an intention on the part of the Paymaster location to
abandon their claim. The act of Henry in changing the langnage of the
notice on the tenth of October, 1872, proves only that he had abandoned
the opinion that the course of the ledge was cust and west.  So far from
proving an intention to abandon afoot of his claim on the ledge, it proves
exactly the reverse.

Nor do the facts present assingle element of estoppel.

Each party had exactly the same means of information. When the
Shark location was made, it was as much the business of its locators to
Inow whether it was on the Paymaster vein, as it was of Ward, the Re-
corder. The truth probably is, that no one at that time thought the two
claims would conflict. It is idle, therefore, to say that any culpable
silence on the part of Ward, caused the expenditure of labor and money
on ihe Shark, = If the locators of that claim were deceived, it was their
fault and they must suffer the consequences.

As to the change in the Paymaster notice from east and west to north
and south, that was, as we have scen, wholly immaterinl. The simulta-
neous setting of the stakes entirely superseded the calls of the notice, and
was the first thing that ever fixed the boundaries of the claim, If after
that the Shark locators continued at work, they did so with their eyes
wide open, as they did everything clse from the beginning to the end of
their attempts to locate the ground. Xrom the outset they had the same

opportunities to know the truth that the other party had. If they have
any better claim to the property than the defendant, it is not beeause
they were deceived or misled, but only because they can show a technical
compliance with the law, while their adversaries cannot. It is upon this
‘ground alone that their case has any gemblance of strength, and upon
this ground we think it clearly fails. The judgment and order appealed
from ought to be affirmed, and it is so ordered.
BEATTY, J.

I concur: LEONARD, J.

Since the foregoing opinion was written two cases (Gelsich v. Mori-
arty et al., and Holland ef al. v. Mount Auburn G. Q. Mining Company)
have been decided by the Supreme Court of California, in hoth of which it
is assumed, as & point beyond question, that the marking of n mining
location on the ground so that its boundaries ean be readily traced is
This is in perfect
accordance with our own views, as above expressed, Dut in the latter of
these eases it seems also to be held that the marking of the center line of
the claim is not sufficient to satisfy the requirements of the law. The
opinion of the Court is very brief, and no reasons. axe assigned for the




wuelusions vonchoed,  "We have, howevor, been led by that decision to
fhoroughly reconsider our own opinion on this point, nnd tho arguments
of counsel pro and con. 'The result is that wo are satisfied of the correct-
ness of our first conclusion. A mining claim consists of a certain breadth
of surface, to be laid off on each side of the line of the eroppings, with
fhe mineral deposits included therein. The center line, as n matter of R

warse, is to be a straight line conforming to the general strike of the {

win, nsonearly ws that ean be ascertained, The side lines are to be par-
dlel to the eenter line, and if, as we assume to be the proper coustruction
of the Inw, the end lines must be parallel and conform to the dip of .
the vein, which is at right angles to itsstrike, it follows, with the conclusive- |
vess of o mathematical demonstration that when the center line is onco .
lefinitely fixed the boundary lines can be traced (that is, followed out)

vith absolute certainty. It may be that they could not be traced as 2

wsily and readily as if stakes were set at the corners, but the difference
vould be very slight and of no practical consequence. In any case, wo
think that the law should receive as iberal and beneficial a construction
i s consistent with the object which Congress undoubtedly had in view
i passing ik, That object, we are satisfied, was not to save intending
leators a slight amount of labor in tracing older claims, but it was to
make the boundaries of such older claims certain and immovable; to put \
w end forever to the shifting and floating of claims; to do away with an
aisting and intolerable evil. The whole object of the law is nccomplished
vhenever, from the mouuments on the ground, the boundaries of a min-
ng elaim can be traced with absolute certainty and without any practical
lifliculty, and for that purpose o definitely fixed center line is sullicient,

. BEATTY, J. {

I concur: LEONARD, J.

DY HAWLEY, C. J., CONCURRING,

I concur in the conclusions reached by the Court, that the judgment
of the Distriet Court ought to be aflirmed; but I am unwilling to give an
mqualified approval of the construction given to the mining laws of the
United States. ' :

If T entertained the opinion, as expressed by the Court, that ‘it is a
mrface parallelogram not less than fifty feet in width that must be
beated;” that the location on a vein ‘“ must be made by taking up a piece
of land to include it;” that a vein ‘“can only be located by means of a
mrface elaim, and held only to the extent that it is included in the sur-
hee lines,” and if —upon these points—I agreed ¢ entirely with the views
if counsel for appellant,” I should be inclined to agree with their conelu-
dons that it is the surface location that ¢ must be distinetly marked on
he ground so that its boundaries can be distinetly traced.”

But I do not believe that it was the intention of Congress, by the
mssage of the several Acts referred to in the opinion of the Court, to = ‘5
woduce an entire revolution in the system of locating mining claims,
Some very important changes have been made and the rights of the locat-.
xs have been enlarged and made more specific; but, in my judgment, it {
s—as it was under the old system--the vein of quartz, the lode, that is =«

. 'he principal thing constituting the location. .The surface groynd is but

an ineident thoroto. "The loeation-of such o mining claim is distinetly
marked on tho ground so that ity bonndarvies ean be readily traced, by
the placing of stakes along the lode and at the ends of the loention, or
by such other monnments or marks as will. elearly designate the number
of feet in length and the particular lode located. In my judement, the
location need not, necessarily, be the taking up of ““a piece of land” in
the form of a parallelogram,  When tho vein or lode is sufliciently identi-
fied and marked, us above stated, the lnws of the loeal distriet fix tho
numbor of feet in width—of the surfaco ground—to which the loeator is
entitled. It being, of course, understood that, ‘““no claim shall extend
more than three hundred feet on each side of the middle of the vein ab
the surface, nor shall any claim be limited by any mining regulation to
less than twenty-five feet on each side of the middle of the vein at the
surface.” : '

I differ with the court upon another point discussed in the opinion.
I think that after the vein or lode is properly loeated the loeator thercof
has the right to fiftecen hundred feet along the course of the lode, ¢ in
whatever direction it runs, irrespective of tho vertical side lines of the
surface boundaries” (dissenting opinion, Grolden Fleece v. Cable Consoli-
dated, 12 Nev., 331), and that he would only be entitled to fifteen hun-
dred feet in length, althougl the vein took such a course as to embrace
moro than fifteen hundred feet within the end lines of his surfuce loeation,

Hawerey, C. J.
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.............. 41,958 00 2,997 . 41,938 00
............. 76,120 24] 4,184] 1,500 76,120 24
7,452 66| 282 1,700 7,452 66
21,131l 1,000 233,101 (2}21,522{...... 204,769 17{71,318} 1,000 770,715 (8
168591| 1,000 $9,743,996 72|167286 550 9,936,307 93IG33556 1500i$37,0l}2,‘.’5‘.’ 38
COUNTY—1877.
Tuairp QUARTER, Tourtx QUARTER. TorALS,
g 5| 8 sl g
g Z | Gross Value. | S g | Gross Value. | § Z | Gross Value.
w =] «® =] 173 =1
e B Rt L B eleeelsy 8535 523 $ 33,115 82
793f 60U B17,390001 50 sia i wfion v itolis nia e sdin siassin s 1,249 1,080 20,986 70
(121 | S 71,356 90| 1,554|...... $111 435 43! 2,467]..v000 193,792 33
vovewa] ¥ W e faive wanTeesieeiel ve vee ol R Y 50 794 1,243 71
wvascnil s 6 605 p|wearaT e R o8 T T 4 110 901 48
170 250 13,292 50 414 500 14,445 87 047 190 34,676 67
Cosg:]ronssefersnarionspiinss s 5 s i foe nas sl Wanee ses s e 22 704 9,685 71
e s ot SN 82l..... "1,120°00]  156]...... 1,045 32
10 540 406 67}.... .|. T [ ST A 100 540 406 67
392 97+ 13,109 28 228| 887 7.809 66| 620 1,861 20,978 94
soemas] o o [oeemiess 1,281) 1,624 02,795 0‘.) 1,231 1,624 62,795 09
185) s s 0es 1,665 " O v | S 1,665 00
6 1,407 373 B S RN PG . 6| 1,407 921 95
8| 1,830 1,120 44 29: 1,500 1 47" O'i 38 1,330 2,502 47
P T 1 500 111,1 58 1 500 1,113 &8
7001 avas : ‘M T N RRROT SRR . TP 24,426 80
13 1,911 090 281 o353 bos Pirsalvanssaisis e 131 1,911 920 928
2,079 1,412 314,400 82] 3,491} 1,011 $203,281 66! 8,214} 1,474 $408,401 52
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STORLY COUNTY—1878. , ' &

——--'—:'*\;:*_;
FinsT QUARTER. Skeoxp Quarren, TuIrp QUARTER, Toravs,
Name of Mine or Owner, _ r s - ’ y - e
' [=] v
g g Gross Value, g £ | Gross Value. | § § | Gross Value. g £ | Gross Value,
g & L E T E &
|
Con. Virgini ' ' ’ | e St
i B I omrotns S« . v 545 0 i s BO,714[ 700 $4,731,845 44 30,5001 1,000/ $2,143,450 88/17,620/ 300] $715,355 26!113735.. . ... $7,500,657 58
EOUBUNG s o Wy 4 3 S 53,8301 900l 5,316,635 15 ¢l 35,350 535 3,020,803 2220172 1,723 a0 oag 20 108839 1,158 8,242,177 11
e b S 1w s L 2,8%1........ 48,767 13 ETR S IOt s Baakd Mol 9.894...,., 48,767 18
Gom, Bopatial, .. 0000 R i 3,483/....0." 43,965 33 L 87,767 50| 3,680(.... . -~ 51,601 60| 10,453/ ... ... 133,424 43
Thbiogs, ) 12 e o b i o R S S ER M e Vil Al i ol 3,614 7950 57,850 52
i LY S i i 6,306........ 122,342 74 5,070, TORT R A M 15482, 228,471 20
(I s dn i e S O e 10,643 36 353( 450|  35,053 80|..... | iiies e vl (B0 s
e TN S i it AL I T | 27,306 : 15,665 73| 54d| 1,200 738 46/, 5,800 2 51,710 2
PR ke et e o mamitd B : s | %2 B I et oth B~ 12,240 00| 720]..... 12,240 00
s O o = P ; 0 368,170 26
Thiings Mok oooo e ] S| e s e e Y
,'I“:»]lgngs,Mnrlposa..............................................::.‘::.‘:: """"" RS DR e oGt O piah " S B i 56,772 11
Tailings, Omcc't {3 CRR W (v i 16,201} 0000 - 11,198 5216201110 141,108 52 .
PRt eiiencis <y w58 s omennn sty 152,792 550810,543,841 32 .Y 103420 9s3| $3,554,201 82,64,254] 1,223 §1,801,503143 20,470( 738 S17,980,636 23 B

.

WHITE PINE COUNTY—1878.

Frst Quarrer, SECOND QUARTER, Trmrp Quarrrr. TorArs.

\

Name of Mine or Owner,

Gross Value. Gross Value. Gross Value,

*spunog
‘spunog

Crescent ' ; 1 $ 631 50
Oscola, . G ' o AR i 26625

133,693 37
7,836

- , , 242,005

Ceacup.. .., I Sl R o & 5,040

Iagle and Crescent ; 793 447

Twin ) p 3 2 73

Iberhardt and o et TN Mot B 2,418 202 41,470 78| 2,418 202 41,470

Lookout....,.,...., .. oo o5 loiv v Sinien S 3 o eaRal il MR 1 S ¢ 55] ¢ 5,277 13 5 5,277

T eI T T e Ay ' o ' 1,5 L6679 1 1,001

SEotar i ey

584  $162,470 54 Y ; 500 $149,526 12| 4,002 - $134,437 03] 9,30: $446,433




