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RAILROAD LITIGATION.

Sails A and
erm Pacitde B-Illro“ Companies.
Attorney-General John L. Loveyesterday
filed & complaint in the Third Distriet
Court, in the name of the peeple of Cali-
fornm against the Central Pnnﬂc nd
the

h Pacific Rail
The complaint rmtes the follow{ng fn:t.r
By an Act app by the L

March 30, 1868, sixty acres of land lying
south of Channel street and eutside the
line designated as the red line of
Mission bay water front was granted
to the Western Pacific and Southern Pacific
Railroad Companies, to be used as s ter-
minus. Thegrant stipulated that the two
companies should locate thirty scres each,
within nioety dsys from the passage of the
Act, and the location was ot to extend
beyond 24 feet of water at low tide, nor
within 300 feet of the line of the perma-
nent waur front of the city. Farther than
this, it that the

should bo approved by the Governor,
Mnmr. and President of the Chamber of

Beth were given

THR RICKY OF WAY

Over & strip 200 feet wide of the State
Iands, and the companies were zuthorized
to exfend their rosds to this terminus. It
was further provided by the enactment that
when the companies had located their de-
pots, stations, etc., and expended $100,000
each thereon, the Governor should issae to
uch company & patent for the land.” In
case the mmpaniu did not expend 8100.~
each in that manner within thirty
months after the passage of the Act, the
grant was to be void and the Jands revert
to the Etate, and the 200-foot strip, if
abandoned, who"y or m part, 'IS
likewise to wholly partly
vert to the State, Allo. a dnru
days notice of acceptance was
nrcn by each company. The 200-foot
of land was granted to enable the rail-
to enter tho city by wlntu ealled the
shouhmmnte. running around the
erly side of San Bruno monntain and nnld-
ing. the varions curves and the summi
which in the other Ean Jose routa rende:
transportation so0 expensive. - In accord-
nnce-nth tbe Act the lands were located
within thirty doys by the two companies
and_the location approved. o strip ot
Iand was located by the Tide Land Com
missioners. in such. s manner that it
is impossible to build & road over it
or extend the tracks as_far ss Mirsion
bay by any other route. The tuno let for
fulfilling the conditions of the granot
extended by the Legislature on A, nl
1870, for the term of eighteen mont
on March 8, 1872, » further extension m
{n On_the 28d of Jgne, 1870, the
Vestern Pn:ﬁe amal, ted ‘with the
Central Pacific under_the name of the Iat-
ter,and the Central Pacific Railroad and
Southern Psacifio Railroad claim to have
succecded to the grant made to the Western
Pacific. Improvements wers made on the
1znd to the extent of $200,000 before the
13th of June, 1872, but neither company
EXTENDED IT8S ROAD

Over the Iand granted for the right of way
and they bave peither used the placoass
terminus nor the 200-foot stripas a means
orn{nprolt . vn the exception of & very
small postion of the west end of it. This
being the case, the Act became void and the
companies Jost all right to the lands or fo
any patent to them. On the 24th of Apnl,
1875, the two companies presented s po-
tition to Governor nhmnkmlfor

ent and stating that th a umums ©

foot of King and Secood streets, in the city,
this beiog wholly false. They further
alleged that the baildings had n con-
structed on the lands by tbe 24th of June,
1872, as the law required, whereas the first
one was not bailt antil June 30, 1870, and
the buildings are
NOT TSED aAS Tllmt‘h BTUILDINGS.

Bat vented for storage, the real terminal
suildings being.for the §ont.h¢rn ;niﬁc, on
:he block bounded by . Ring,
Third snd Fourth mem an of the Central
sn the block bounded b; by Fourth, rth, Townsend

an A
ailed to state that tl:e Sonthern Pacifie
Company still used the San Jose route over
‘be bills and was not the real company to
which the grant was tmade.

The issaance of the letters patent was in
violatiom of law and autharity inasmuch as

¢ Governor was imposed upon snd not in-
‘ormed as to the true circumstances in the
aatter, and, again, because the same wasa
‘onveyance in fee simple instead of being
ximply issged for the Sfty years term or the
sompany’s existence. In view of thes ts
he plaintiffis demand that the letters b. de-
siared naoll and void by decree of the Court,
ind the defendants be compelled to lmln-
ler them fur eancelation. .
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