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MEDICAL.

MISCELLANEOUS’

IE RECOMMENDED BY ALL PHYRICIANS

un n Blood Purifylng Liguor. Itisasure
remedy for Dyspepsin or Chills and Fever,
nod especially for mll Kidoey sod Liver
Compinints. T18 THE GREATEST DIS.
COVERY OF THE AGE! This Extract Isa
are oompound of 21l the choicest Troplesl
‘ralls u.}l put up expresily for Modieal nnd
Famlly Use. Famliies and travelers should
aiways be provided with a bottle of SIM
MONDS EXTRACT OF TROPICAL FRUIT.
It iepood for Bour Btomach, Boa Sickness
snd nit Stomseh Troutdes. Also, Billious
pess and Dyspepsia, aod acts a5 s lght pur
pative. No necessi's for taking o stroug
Cuthartie.  The best physiclans recommend
1o everybody: particuler]y recommended
ty the ficulty for Ladies® Complsints, Ex-
trected from the following Tropleal Fraits
Ploespple, Orings, Mangoes, Tapotills,
Hanaoas, Tamarinda.

Marastal IMSEASKS OF ALL K1¥Ds EPRED-
1LY YIELD TO ITe POWERFUL ACTION. NoTh-
1IN0 EQUALS IT AS AN APIETIZRA,

Its tonie properties sre grand, and it
renews wastad vitality and rejuvenates the
svitem. ‘Try it and become copvineed
Nooe genuioe except my siguuture i across

the cork.
= G. SIMMONDS.

SEABURY & CO., Bslt Lake, Sole Agents
for Utah and idaho.

Eepl by leading Drogglats and Groeers

AV EYE SEE & MAUD S.

(1 GRY COMINOR IMUSiAng who la suffering
from SLY 80red, ¢an be cured
{f you will usa

DR.C. W. NUNN'S

Celebirated

BLACK OIL CAUSTIC BALSAM.

Ko fsadie or HEousshold is eomplets without |

Nunn's Black Oil

Ovarslialming testimonials aeccompany
wors bottle, proviog them o Lo the Best
Med{cing evec discovered.

TESTIMONIALS:

BaLir Lans Crrv, May, 1884 {

e, C, W. Nonn.
DeimAie-—I1t glvea us ;‘a!-wn;r..- o add o
your numerous testimoniala,

My wife, after suffering two mouths
with foof uloersted, and swallen
\hrico  Its nmstural  =lze,  and  every-

everything done for it falled, physicinns
a0, Wi were persunded to try your Black
(M which Idld, and In sfx weeks wason-
srely cured. We are convinesd now It is
e lesz medicine in the world. We say such
a madicloe aEf:htLu bein every bousebold
1t 12 & wonderial m.-dluiu?. &
We are vary respectfully,
Your wp;?l. wishers,
ALBERT CALBINGTON,
BEODA CARIRINGTON.

Sarx Laxx CriTy,

Dr. 0. W. Bunn.

Dasz Docror:—Por years 1 have suffersd
with tho plles. I doctsred and tried every-
thi recommended with ouly temporary
weilel until I tried your Black Ol Csustic
Balsam, Internal and extarnal. [ am fredns
tho air from Piles and I never feit betterin
my Hfa. They removed the cause, It ap-

re, and 4 snybody ia wﬂertn{) as Idig.

L mo beg of you, go st cuce o Dr. Nuan's
Veterinary Pharmacy, or where they sre
wid.  You need not suffer long, and you will
feel Hke Wessing the proprieior of sucha
medicing, Everlugtingly yours,

JEsSIE MAYNES,
Rock snd Bricklayer

L have orer 1) such testimonials, which
wlil soon mecompany cach bottie; parties
well knowan, No Phasntom Tesfimony. In
arder to plaeethis invalaable medicine upon
i marked, and withls the reach ot all who
mifer, any geatieman of means can tske one
taif intersst, whish discounts the best mine
';? Utah. This Medicine i the best Pile
=ave Lo the warid.

Bold Wholesale and Retail

Ak yoor druggist for them; if they hnm1

none, send to ny addresa,

VETERINARY PHARMACY,
W. Klmball Bleek, Baly Lake City.

HAMBURG
TE.A.

el Proce’s Hunbirg Tea is an exoclient
pne e 8t mil comes, 2 it fortifics the hu-
An Body sgainse the bad effects of tho gase-
e polsous which, though invielble, arc
","';"‘-! iuthae alr everywhore, potont o de-

A CARD.

.70 all who wro suffering from ervoms end
aleeretions of youth, nervious weskness
!,zd‘-‘ﬂ.m of manhood, etc., I will
CHAL pe ihat will cure you, FREE OF
,;__n‘m-!'- This grest remedy waa dls-
Syt by & misionary in Bouth A

yoe it - envelape w0 HEV.
“s T Txmax, Blalon D, New York.

Sixteenth Ward, June, 1S54 (

i#ine snd Liver Regulator and healer of |

KING OF ALL!

A MODEL OF PERFECTION.
" A UNIVERSAL FAVORITE.

The Light-Running

NEW HOME

Sewing Machine.

i THE NEW HOME

 Is Positively the Bimplest and Easi-
{ est-running Sewing Maching

Ever Invented,

And wo Challenge Comparison with other
Machines in ull respects.

HANDSOMEST WOODWORK gnd
| BEST ATTACHMENTS.

—

Call and examine It and you will buy
no other,

John Déyjles & Co.,

AGENTS,
No. 66 § Maln Street, 8alt Lake City.

B Agcnls W:mm} li: City and Country.
&

Wu. PETERSON,

PETERSON & WES

Tl
Eecp the best and freshest

‘Meats of all kinds.

|

Ww.

CHOICE BEEF, MUTTON, VEAL, ETC,

SAUSAGE A SPECIALTY.

FAMILY THADE SBOLICITED.

Meaat deliversd to all of wowa. Tale-
;] phone No. 261

| 24 FIRST SOUTH STREET, W.

F. CROWTON & SON,
‘Rubber Roofing.

UBEER ROOFING PCT ON BY THE

Bquare, or sold by the Bquase: also all

kinds of METAL EBOOFING ropaired amd
paluted with

'SLATE ROOFING PAINT.

| Also PLUMBING end GASFITTING. Bteam
Pipes and Hollers coversd (o save fuel

F. OROWTON & BON,

| No. 12 B., Third Sonih Btreet, P, 0. Box 966,
jelz HSALDT LAKE CITY.

| THE WASATCH
'PATENT ROLLER MILLS,

 Best Grades of Roller Pro-
| oess Flour.

|-
|

| BANDS, HIGH PATENT & BTRAIGHT
! Grade, sll warranled pe

: e sny
made in Utah,
he Highest Cash Price pald for
Whest.

| Telephone 1o:ihe Mills, No. 106

daho ., No. 26 Second South Sirect, E
! G. HUSLER, Prop.
=

|
|

Ladies' College,

LONDON, ONT., CAKADA,

(Affitiated with the Western Unilvarsity).

| PATRONRS3—Her Royal Highness, Prinoess
Louise

| FQUNDER ANL IRESIDENT—Toe Ttight
Rev. Blsbop Hellmuth, D. I D. €.

| Handsome and spacious buildings of brick
| and stone standing iu 150 sores of Iand, beau.

tifully eituated in & most heaithy and promi-
| nent iocality om the banks of the River

Thames. Four hours by rail from Niagera
i Falls snd Detrolt, on a throngh rotle between
| east and weet. The sim of the founder of
{ this college is to provide tho highest intei-
| lectual an

 HELLMUTH

i
'
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OVERRULED.

Judge Zane Disposes of the
Motion.

THE CASE OF JOHN FOWLER.

A Stupendons Array eof Words,
With But Little Law and Leuss
Logie — The Motion
Denied.

The defendant in this case moved the
Court to set aside the indictment for a
number af reasons, that he should not
be held to answer the indictment found
by the grand jury in his case. And one
objection is, ‘‘because the following-
named persons, viz.—John Barton, O,
D. Hendrickson and ofthers were each
axd all illegally rejected from said panel
of said grand jury, because they be-
lieved that polygamy was authorized by
divine law; although they stated on
their voir dire that they would, if on the
grand jury, find indiclments under the
United States statute against polygamy
or bigamy, if the evidence before them
showed that suy person had viclated
suid statute, and was linble to prosecu-
tion under it."

I have been referred to the Second
Utah Reports, U, 8. versus J. H. Miles,
In the trial of that case before the Dis-
trict Court, those who belonged to and
were members of the Mormon Church
were nsked if they believed in the doc-
drine of polygamy, aud they answered
that they did, but that they would
agree to enforce the law ngainst it. The
Court commenting on the point aow
under consideration said:

**A religious belief takes strong hold
upon the individual. If a person be-
lieves It is his religious dutliv and priv-
ilege to do &nact, he would not, as o
consequence, look upon such act as
eriminal. Looking upon the act as in-
nocent, he would natwrally, but per-
haps unconsciously, averse to in-
flicting punishment therefor. Ue
would not lika to find 2 man guilty of s
crime for doing that which he thought
the Almighty puthorized him to do. In
such.a cuse he would naturallly lean
towards an scquittal, and would pos-
spsy that state of mind which would
lead to a jost inference that he would
not act with eatire imupartiality in the

. case,”

And the Court held, without reading
further, that the objection to the ques-
tions asked the juors mentioned was
properly overruled, and held further
that the jurcors were properly excluded.
Reference was also made to U.B. Re-
ports, 13th Otto, page 304, Miles vs. U.
N. 1 presume it was the same case,al-
though I have not examined into it,
(Attorney Dickson—Yes, the same case

: your honor) which considers the point

have referred to, as decided in the
Utah Reports. The Courtsays:

“1t iz evident from the examination
of the jurors on their woir dire, that
they believed that ’poly'gu.my was obe-
dience to the will of God. At commnion
law, this would have been ground for
principal challenge of jurors of the
same ll:aith. 8 Bla. Com. 303, It needs
no argument to show thata jury com-
pesed of men entertaining such a belief
could not have been free from bins or
prejudice on the trial for polygamy, of
a person who entertained the same
lief, and whose offense consisted in the
act of living in polygamy.”

The Courtin this cuse also held that
the objection to this question was pro-
perly overruled, It seems, therefore,
that this objection has been settled by
the Supreme Court of this Territory and
also by the Supreme Courtof the United
States, and that it is not now ag open
question in this court.

Another reason assipned by the de-
fendant to set aside this indictment is:
“The defendmnt also assigns as further
and additional ressons why said indict-
ment should be set uside, that Thomp-
son Ritter, a member of the grand lury
that found suid indictment, was not at
the time said jury was impancled, nor
when said indictment was fonnd, an
eligible juror, as provided by law, be-
cause his namne was not on the jury liat
prepared by the Probate Judgeand the
clerk of this court for thcj‘ur 1879, nor
on the jury list for any other year, and
his name was not drawn from the jury
box of this court,"

|

|

|
i

|

It appears from the evidence in_ this
case that the name of Thompking Ritter
was in the list prepared by the Probate
Judge and the Clerk. " In that list
Thompking Ritter's place of residence
was given as Riverdale—a village, asl
understand—andthe name of Thompkins
Ritter was drawn out of the box, The
Marshal served the summons on him,
and be appeared in answer to the sum-
mons and stated—1I suppose that he was
sworn and accepted —that his name was
Thomp=on Riiter, Ie nlso stated liere
}-eslerdug that there were but two
persons by the numeofl Ritter in the

juce where he resided, himsel! and his
Erolhc-r George. While thic nsmeof a
person of conrse i given to describe
that person, the uzere name of a person
sometimes is a very imperfect deserip-
tion, and unlews yott can couple some-
thing with it the description would not

practically vseinl educstion. The | enable you to find a person alwavs. The | his

| whole system is based upon the soundes | pame of John Fmith, without locating

es ns the oaly
on of character.
spoken in the Col-

! PROTRSTANT princi
! for the right forma
| Prexci s the langaage

him, could be answered by several
thousands of men, | presume, in the
Tnited States, and it would be us per-

lege. ! 75
Mysic » sper-'.nltanundcr tha directipn of | fect a description of one as another.

W. Wangh Laader,
| of the caleh
| Leipsic Couserveioire, ete, ete.

PAINTING a specialty, under the director-
| ship of F. R Heavey, Artist of Ruropean
| Sehoots of Art.

| FULL DIPLOMA COURSES IN,

ern languazgy and calistheuics, from $250
$300; Musio ms Painting extra. Combined

rate at Inad inelndi
mm"mmﬁe ka0 And Vocal rouslc an
plnﬁ“ﬁbﬂld to $400. Junior Depart
ment Puplls admicted from tbe sge of 3
ent for the training of teach-
era: tosoher's regisiry in connection with the
(g}nnm. Professional stafl rﬁ . “t:
ﬂm 13 l‘wm. 1ibe
the dsughters of clergymen. ¥or Ulus-
umd:fmhr. {ree, and ?:uhu
Y i
" London, Ons., Cansda.
Next 1eTm opens Feplember 16th, 1554

|
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id Mednlist and pupil'| When the Clerk of the 'robate Conrt
Abba Lisxt:and grsduste of | and the Probate Judpe selected this

name, they nl=o econpected with it the
loeation, and from that and the evidence
of the witness that ne edher person ex-

t George Ritter and Thompson
Ritter lived there, it is quite elear who
they intended, and it would hardly do
to say that they intended George Kitter
becsuse that is s unlike Thompson;
while Thompkina is very much like
Thompson in sound though not the
same. The nameof & perscn of course

and the persor himself are different ia

t.hin‘ia. The man whom the officers had
in their mind when they pliced the

from the evidence, Thumnpson Ritter.

It has been made the reprosch of the
Inw, and while it is said to be the per-
fection of human reason, somelimes
some technicalities defeat or are op-

to human reason. And it would
seem o me that this objection can bave
no substantia! reasoning upon which to
stand, and it ought not to sustained

actually intended, did appear, and he
wns & competent juror, and nobod
the light of the evidence could Ve
Been injured because the Probate
Judge and the Clerk of the court hap-

name upon the list was undeubtedly |

becanse the man, as it appears, who was | sh

pened h_ﬂa_a mistake in his first
name, calling him Thompkins instead of

Another reason assigned is:

“Becuuse Alexander Majorsy a mem-
ber of said nd jury, was not at the
time said jury was impaneled, nor
the_n.u;d indictment was btuulmi, an
eligibie Juror as provided by law,
cauze he bad not resided in this Third:
Judicial District six months next pre-
ceding the tirae when hewas selected by
the Probute Judge or the Clerk of the
Diatrict Court of said district, to serve
as a juror; and becanse he wasnot then,
and buy not since been, a taxpayer in
this Territory; and becsuse he had
served in this court as n petit juror

within two years next preceding the
impaneling of said grand jury und the
finding of said indictment, to-wit, ut the

April term, 1579, of said court, as s
pears fruin the record thereof; and his
nume was illegally returned to the jory
box and ngsin drawn therefrom asn
grand juror for the September term,
1579, of this court.”

It uppeirs from the evidence that the
family of Muajors—whatever family he
had—resided in the State of Culifornia;
thut he was here on business for near
or about two years, going home—as i
think the evidence warrants the infer-
encu—occasionully, and the question is,
was he a resident within the wenning
of the lnw?

1 have been referred in Weundell’s He-

rts, (Vol. 19, page 11) to the case of

‘rost & Dickinson vs. Brisbin, Chiet
Justive Nelson delivering the apinion—
which appears to have becn & unani-
mous opanion—of the Supreme Court of
New York says:

“I1 the mutter of Fitzgerald (2 Caines
817) twas decided thutn perdon com-
ing into this State and remuining for a
specis] and temporury purpose, with-
gut any intent of settfing here, wasnot
u residemt within the meaning of the
act for relief against absconding debt-
ors. In the matter of Thompson (1
Wendell, 43) the court held under
the same act, but in respect to anab-
sent debtor, that residing abroad, en-
gaged in business fora time, whether
permenently or temporarily, was ‘a re-
sident residing out of the State,' within
the meauning of thestatute; that the ae-
tusl residence of the deblor wascon-
templated, which mightbe distinct from
the place of his domicile. In the matier
of Wrigley (4 Wendell, 602, 8 id 131), it
was held that a person remsining tem-
orarily for a month in the City of New
fork and Brooklyn, intending to com-
mence business in Canada, was not an

meaning of the insolvent act of
1818, In Rossvelt vs. Kellogg (20
Johns, B, 210, 11) n residen? of u place
i3 said to be synonymous with an in-
kakitanf, one that re<ides in o place. It
may, I think, be doubted if this posi-
tion 1§ strictly accurate, as the latter
term implies a3 more tized and perma-
nent abode than the former, and fre-
ﬂuenuy imparts many privileges and

uties which a mere resident could not
claim or besubject to. Approved lexi-
cographers give s more fixed aud defi-
Inite charactér to the place of ubode of
the one than the other. He this, how-
ever, as it may, the cases cited ubove,
establish that the transient visit of a
person for a tme ata place, does not
make bim o resident while there; that
something more is necessary to entitle
him to that churacter. There must be
a settled, fixed nbode, an intention to
remain permanent ot least for a time,

stitute a residence within the legal
menning of that term." s - -

Omitting a portion of this opinion the
Court says further:

*One of these cases expressly, and all
of them virtually, decide that actual
vesidenes, without regard to the dopmicile
oi the defendant, was within the con-
templation of the statutes, = * ®
The domicile of a citizen may be in one
Etate or Territory, aud his actual resi-
dence in another.”

That scems to me to bhe ponnd rea-
gomning. The duty of a jurcris aburthen
imposed upon u citizen, and one which
he owes to society, and of course if he
is, for the pu?ose of business ontof the
State where bis domicile is, in another
Siate doing business, and actually living
there, he cmnnot discharge the duty
which he owes te society at the place of
his domicile, and if he is otherwise un-
objectionable, I =ee no reason why he
should not perform that duty at the
place where he actually lives and re-
sides, among the people with whomn he
is doing business and associating, and
who know bim; I see no good reason
for it: and it would seem to me that
this opinion is based upon sound reason-
ing, and that on the principle there laid
down I am disposed to hold that Mr.
Majors, while his domicile was in Cnli-
fornia, his residence for the purpose of
his doing his duty as a juror was in the
Territury of Utah. It appears that Mr,
Mzjors had served on a jury before in
this court within two years.or within
the time that he had actaally lived here.

Another objection thatismade to Mz,
Magjors as a juror is, that he was not a
taxpayer. It appears that he was ex-
amined before he was taken on the jury,
and that he was interrogated as to
whether he was n taxpayer or not, and
among other things heapswered thathe
was not; but was asked by the Btute’s
Attorney if he didn"t own & watch—and
1 think the inference is that reference
| was made to the watch and chain that
| hie had on; it is reasonsble to assume at
| least that the wateh was with him—and
] he said that be had, and so far a4 the

examination shows e to that particulur
| point it ceased: the evidence did not
show with any certainty or clearnes thut
be may or;may not buve beena taxpayer
| i the Territory of Utah, acecording %o
answer. | am inclined to think he
| was, according to the answers of other
witnesses., The presumption is that
lthose jurors were competent, and of
course the burnden i« upon the defend-
| ant to show clearly that they were nod
| —to overcome the presumption by the
clear weight of evidence. It I3 pretty
| ¢learly shown that this man Majors
didn’t pay taxes here. It is<hown that
he was not assessed, and that he did not
pay taxes; but the Supreme Court of
this Territorv—1st of Utah Reports, in
the case of the ﬁ‘qitui States vs. Rey-
nolds, say apon this quesian:
| eits Ifkeg?se n=serted that
urors did.not pay taxes. He had taxs-
ble property, however, and was Tead
to pay taxes. If he was nol assessed,
niot thus u{loi'ﬁg bw pay ?b!e. it
was not his fault, and be cannot be €x-
cluded from the jury box for failing to
et t{aaxue;:i‘nic.n. therefore, holds that it
wns unnecessary that a joror should
sctunlly pay taxes if he has property
that s taysble. The point was wmad
thet Iis (Major's) domicile was, 1
Francisco, and that, therefore, bis watch
should be I_II'I‘I im;lmed
, under thelaws of this Territory,
STaft that b w i
O »
hed hisy p:gm L0 nsmess
-Jt was true that

one of the

5
g

authorized the revenue

. here.
E,’,;:,'&WH. 15w of theland, where

statute, that
Seseasable property it at  man's dow

inhabitant or resident, within the;

TR N .

cile, the place of his sbode. But the
statutes of this Territory, I am dispozed
to hold—without referring to them more
pnmcnhﬂﬁ;-ha\‘e chunged that rule,
jind it applies to all personal prepertyy
except such as was excepted by the
stufute, aud this wateh as Dunderstund,
is not excepted. There is s question,
however, that may be suggested by this
wne 48 raapects the qualiication that he
should ba s tuxpayer, and as respects
his having served on & jury within two
years; there is some room, I think, fur
cuntroversy here, which I simply. call
attention to.

It would seem that this act of Con-
gress provided the method of the selec-
tion of jurors; it provided for the list
heing made up by the Probmie Judge
and the Clerk of the District Court.
H&I’he Judge read sec, 4 of the Poland

, providing the mauner in which
jurors are to be drawn, ete.]

The Territorinl Stutute siuvs that not-
withstanding they may answer the de-
seription. of persons mentioned in the
United States law, still they are not
competent, and they must answer an-
uther qualification, which is, that they
must be tax-payers, and that they must
net have served on a jury within two
vears, These are additional qualifica-
tions to the ones nwentioned in the
United States law, It ocecurred to me
n« I was examining this statute—asnd I
do mot know whether there is any |
decision on it or not—I am confident |
that the question hes notl been passed !

|

upon; butit would seem to me thut il
the Territorial Legislature can Impose |
other tests, they may eut down this 200
names very materially, so that there |
would be ver( few left. They are liruit-
ed to 200, and 1t is found that they do |
not last hinlf the yenr.

The other objection made to this in-
dictment is, that the evidence shows
that the juror Msujors, and another |
juror, had served on a jury ina trial of
u cuse within two yeurs next preceding |
the time they were selected by the Pro-
bate Jud{ge and the clerk of this Court,
and I inier within two years from the
time they served on a grand jury.

{The Judge read the luw on this
point. |

Proceeding he said: “You will ob-
serve that the lunguage here {3, that he
hns served as a grand or petit juror
within two years next preceding the
time they were selected. It doex not
state whetber it is a juror thut has
served for a term, or whether his name
has sirnply been drawn s a juror and
examined and found incompetent, or
whether he has actually served in the
trial of n ecuse. The description is
general, that he has served ns s grand
or petit juror within two years next

receding the time of the selecWon,
Now, there apre different eclasses of
jurors. One is what 4 known in com-
mon parlance as the ular panel;
another clays is termed talésmen, who
serve inone case. These jurors {Majors
and the other) it seems had, within a
year, or within two years at least, their
names drawn out of the jury box, and
they had served in one case.  Section 4 |
of the act knowp as the Poland Hill
rrorldes the method of seleeting jurors.

Read part of the section.] Continuiog
wesaid: There is nothing said as to
whether the names of these persons
shall be placed back In the box or not
There seem to be reusons why they
should be placed buck.

: { known in
for business or other purposes, to con-} jurors;” and probubly nnother reason

! here, where jurors serve for the whole

One obje't, I presnme, in vaiding
this method is to get rid of what i3
gome places ns “professional
i#, and particularly would it be a reason
| term, both grandand petit, that inalljthe
' o ®
| courts, s far as [ know, the petit jurors
{ »erve for one or twn weeks only; but
| here I understand they serve for the
whole term. It i= & great burdenr upon
nman to be required to serve, st the
fees fixed, during the whole term; and
in stuting that their names should not
be placed back in the bexit refers to
tho<e who have served during the term,
One reason for this probably wasto
equnlize Tthe burden upon eligible per-
sons &s near as possible, 11 that is =0 it

would be nnequal Inw {o say that those
who serve during « whole
term  were  placed upon the
same footing as  those  whose

names were simply drawn and did not

serve. 'The reasons for the one case do
not hold , and the statute heresays
nothing nbout those who were drawn

out to serve in one.case, whether their
nsme shotld be placed back into the
boxornot. It is trne that ¥ enough
were not drawn out at first, the regulatr
5:“"" presume, could be Glled up tun-

r this provision. But Congressseemed,
to have had in view the faet that the
judge should order enough drawn ont

to constitute the regular panel jury,
and these were drawn out for al

duty. Nolhinﬁeis said as to whether
names should be placed back into the
box or not. T am informed the District
Judge and ki= brethren of the other
districts have constroed this law o
mean the names drawn ontin reg-
ular method, and not to those drawn
daring the term for special zervice
for one ease., I that iz the proper con-
struction of this law, then o con-
strue this statate of the Territory of
Utah ns ngpl)ing to a juror whose name
is simply drawn out to serve inanccase,
to hold it to apply to that, would be to
hold that the liture intended, not-
withstanding the intention of Congress,
that where 0 juror’s nume was drawn
out to serve in one ¢ase, and his npme
was put back into the box, that he wux
not a competent juror. I am disposed
to hold that the construction which has
been given to this section 4 of the
Polund lnw is & pn?er €0 trooction,
that where they ure drawn fer special
duty to serve simply in one case
that their names may oamin  be
put back into the box and be drawn
to eerye az regular jurors, notwith-
ﬂnndlg{hlbcy mny have served in one
case. at being so, I am dis to
constroe thiz statate of the Territory
with reference to the act of Con

and to hold that the intention of the
Territorial IA?J-Iattm: was to conform
to the act of Congress. And in speakin
of grand and petit jurors, they intend
jurors for the term, grand jurors cer-
tainly, bnt led with petit furors.
The grand jurors must be for the term;
they vonld not =erve on one :per'mi
case; and the petit juror is coupled
with it and that without gnafification,
and that must mean to be jurors for the

termn.

This view that 1 have taken on this
motion disposes of all the guest
that I deem it necessary now to direct
attention to particularly. The motion
is therefore set aside.

by coumsel for the defendant,
——— il
Latest Fall Styles

Of Men’s SHuits, Boyw Fuits, Children's

Suits; Men’s Hats, Boys' Hats, Chil

dﬂm-, hts, jm;hoplﬂd :)ut and
A

o .znd at reasona prilfla ke

|

| recent improvements mnade

! ete., which will be sold ehesp.

An exception was trken to the ruling [

Baoox Trout, at Price & @live's *

x.n.-np-m
sclls Thildren’s Clothing st redne;ed
prices,

For Sale Cheap.

A fine Family Buggy. En
Faust & Sons, First South stree

Fonr lame hack, side or chest, use Shi-
loh's Porous Plaster. Price 25 cents.
Sald at A, C, 8mith & Cos Drug
Siore. {5}

FOR DYSPEPSIA and Liver Com-
plaint, you have a printed gusrantes
on every bottle of Shilol's Vitulizer. It
never fails to cure. For seleat A. ©
Smith & Co. 's Drug Store. {15)

uire s
-

Poofing Felt.
Another car load of Roofing Ielt just
arrived at H. Dinwoodey's Furniture
Store. -

Fall and Winter

Overcoits of the latest designy st moder-
ate prices at M. H. LirMas's. =

Five hundred Dollar Brolken Mirror.
L ]

(o to Charles K. Bowring for all kinds
of Decorating snd Paper Hanging, Ol
Constitution Building, 34 Main street, *

All the Latest Fall and Winter Styies

in ready made Cluuaini can be found ab
. {. H. Lirstan’s,

De. Foor, Ja., Bpeciatist, of New York
City. Consullation {ree. Metropolitan
L ]

Hotel.

A NABAL INJECTOR free with
esch bottle of Shiloh's Cutarrh Remedy.
Price 50c, For sale at A, C. Smith &
Co.’d Drug Store. (165)

Batton & Boyan.

We will re—oé)m in No. 41 Hooper and
Eldredge block about October Tth, with
an entirely new stock of Millinery and
Trimmings recently selected from the
Epstern market. Ounr goods are now at
the d?m and embrace all the Latest and
Most Fashionable Articles in our line,
all of which will be gladly shown to the
public o a few days. Don't forget the
address, No. 41 uoger and Kidredge
Block, south of Z, C. M. I.
Burrox & Bovaxn,

MISCELLANEOUS.

C. M, BROWN, C, V. WEITIDOD.

THE CAPITOL,

1859 Main Hireet.

Belng Re-farnlshed and Re-fitted In avery
Department, Aunotuness to the public ita
ability tosupply famiiics with

Strictly First-Class Goods

la the nature of Wines, Liguors, cte. The
by  this bouso
comwend it 0 the conslderation of those
who regnire suything o our line. Give naa
call: i we 4o not satisfy you, 1t will not be
for want of good gouds, chesp prices or
polite sitention.

BROWN & WHITING.

Telephone Mo, 199,

INEW LUMBER YARD

I, ST IS,
—AL Bie—
OLD PIONEER LUMBER YARD

Of Armstrong & Dagley,

On First South Street,
PP WHOLESALE and RETAL
LUMBER of all GRADES,
: giits
sl S i B b

ASSIGNEE'S NOTICE.

H«Wﬁ lNﬂEB‘l‘ED::O OEGROE
. Davia are requested nng with
tae immediately, or proceedings will be com

menced wmmx‘ﬁ%“.ﬁa to h.m'.
et
Mrs. M. G. LAPHAM,
CLOAKS AND SUTTS,
No. 42 W, First South Steees,
BALT LA.‘B_:ECITY. - - -UTAH
Esablished 1876.)
‘Bole Agentdhr-!lei,‘uﬂ’;n Bazar Patterns
#he Baaxar ge.ﬂ:ﬂter, -fl':;g\-:g? #.n.-

trations, 20c. by msil
DR. WARNER'S CORALINE CORSETS,

Hoops, Bustles, Batteen Yelt Skirts, ot
Srders by n.mmﬁﬂ Attended to
Aouness

MHS M G LAPHALM,
Salt Lake, Utan

* STAR EXPRESS. ¥

Ofiee, No. H3 Main frert door nort of
Barrail Bros "I‘E:mune No. 142

Tackoge, Trapsler” g
alweys In resdiness. Moving
and Porniture a Epecialty.
ve the fSnest Jourin-

WS ever t o ihids b
Are for any sized partion
Touw will go Ic{l to call on Lhe Sas
Ppress.

Onle recelive ;L
T e R,
iyls Soke Proprietor.

QUONG LEE,
FIRST - OLASS LAUNDRY,

by Woslwne

MARE McEIMMINS,

The finest Darguches and Carsiages (o
town. Ivos 26, 229 and 290 Main st nd

. . NOTICE. .

HEANNUAL MERETING OF THE STOCK.
Mrﬂ ol !r.:re ﬁ' lake Futimiry sad

‘ such other
DEs 45 M mmﬁennn-i!ﬁl
o T ol Ry

. Clty,
oeder Board nf Mrectars,
3 o ELIAB MORRLS,
Paeidond




