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-desoribed property to enforce the forfeiture thereof, and requiring notice to be given
to all persons to appear and show cause, on the return day of said process why said
forfeiture should not be decreed; and that atter due proceedings are bad, all of said
property be adjudged, decreed and condemned as forfeited to the use of the United
States; and for such other relief as may be proper in the premises,

Dated 20th September, 1£86,

M. D. BALL, United States District Attorney for the District of Alaska.

On the same day was filed the following claim:—
In teE UNITED SraTEs DistRior CoURT FOR THE DISTRIOT OF ALASKA,
In Admiraity.

In the matter of the libel of information against the schooner “ Onward” her
tackle, apparel, furniture and cargo.

Claim of Master Jor Owner.,

.A.nd now Daniel Monroe, master of the schooner “ Onward,” intervening for the.
interests of Charles Spring & Co., of Victoria, B.C, the owners of the schooner
“Onward,” her tackle, apparel, furmmre and eargo, as set forth in the 1ibel of infor-
mation herem appears before this hoporable court and mskes claim to the said’
:achooner ¢ Ouward " her tackle, apparel, furnitare and cargo, as set forth in the said
Iibl of information and as the same &re_attached. by the marshal under process of
this court at the instance of M D. Ball, Hsq., United States district attoruey for the
Dustrict ot Alacka.

Anpd the said Daniel Monroe avers that the said Charles Spring & Co. were in’
Possession of the said schooner * Onward” at the time of the attachment thereof, aud
that the said Charles Spring & Co., above named, are the true bona fide owners of the -

- gaid schooner, her tackle, apparel farpitare and oargo a8 seized by the marghal
aforesaid and that no other person is the owner thereof. '

Wherefore he prays to detend accordingly. . :

DANIEL MONROE.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this ’
18th day of September, A.D, 1886

fL.S.] Anprew T. Lewis, Clerk of U. 8. Distriet Court for the District of Alaska.-
. CLARK & D. A, DiNgLEY, Proctors for Claimanz.

. On the same day was filed also the followmg demarrer :—

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE DISTRICT
OF ALASKA.

Uxitep STATES
vs.
CHARLES SPRING AND SOHOONER “ ONWABD,”
Demurrer.
The demurrer of Charles Spring & Co., olaimants of the property prooeeded
-against in the above cause to the amended information: filed-herein.
1st. The said claimants by protestation, not confessing all or any of the matters
in said amended information to be true, demurs thereto and says that the said matters
in manner and form, as the same are in said information stated and set forth, are not
- sufficient in law for the United States to have and maintain their said action for the
forfeiture nf the vroperty aforesaid.

2nd. Thesaid claimants by protestation den y that this court has jurisdiction o
determine or trv the question hereby put in issue.

3rd. And that said claimants are not bound by law to answer the same,

| » ) ‘



