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NEWS OF THE DAT.

tou UUI have disagreed, standing
, tleven far. andQAe against Beecher.

Colon! f?arl In g-
- piymnUrat Ft.. Sanders, cut hh throat last

-- Ten thousand dollars damage
. ty 11 re at Cleveland, x. . -

ill 11 J t'"-'bm-wi' man ctrt' uis
, throat at Lou tovtlley yesterday.
1 -r--

The Gaverftdrof Louisville
J at New

found in to-da-y's telegram of the
alleged eoBspiracv against Beecher.

Forty-fiv- e thousand dollars
damage by Ore at Boston.
. --lljjst ween tbrt-- e and four hun-
dred 2 employees bare been dis-

charged, rrom;tl;o U.
' fcTreasury- '

Clarke -- was Whet at
lUlUmore, yesterday, ,

.emigrants have been
WVerery wounded by an accident
un tlvl)etxuUaadUlwaukae rail-roa- d.

-- - - ' -- -i

1 v 5 ta at In ft "4b r? a tredee ti en
or bail in the Tweed ca.se has been
wlthdiVfi?t;jr b'M --' t :

J. Kl'LuUrtll lias been nom-
inated Um CoBsreMTahd V .'Irwin
for governor by the democrats of
California. 7

The relation's between Britain
and Barinah are still unsatUfac--

w' t-i4-
)At & Co., of T&onto, Can

ada, have failed, and several more
failures are reported Ja London.

The American riflemeil have
gained, moret-vtetori- ee H contests

The Pope has sent four tlieu- -
sand dollar , po help., the people of
France, reduced te poverty by the
overflow; 6f fhe Garonne. 0 Z 3 Z j

The mutineer of the. Jefferi
torn Borden, 'lias commenced the

i.Y.oyagetoLtbe United States,' in
charge of.an officer. ;

I f! Trwk AusirUn :
1

Oovemment
lias appointed a new representativeat Wahlngt(K,v ; y.'. , j

w wrThe . Gisrmaa Emperor . has
Tapproved the law abroffatlng three
-- ciausorof the OonstUatlon.1
. Tb Belgtaa. Senate has pass-
ed s the law prevlouslv passed bythe Hoi me, making1 a penal offence
W an offVr to commit aaaaaai nation.

Several dlatlllerie have been
seized at Covington, Ky.

The captain ottbe ItUU rule
ifML

The French Government has
appointed .a special for
the purpose of facilitating the ex-
hibition of French products at the

lJaihdhJA CeBtnttUl. . J .

1X Tbe. measlee f and f "typhoid
fever" are i making "great ' ravages
anaong the. Inhabitant of the Fiji
.Islands.;,'

v

. . .

Oni hundred and iwenty-flv- e
ladjes are. counting the. money in
the U. 8, Treasury. ;, ,

Worki of ElUs A Co.,

- i.VJ?FIet,-o- f the Ann of
i Jeet Btecklnff, N. Y.. died last

nlgbt.
The nubile debt was reduced

about, fourteen Jundred thousand

Jaconets CaceStripefeaWnfX31iecI
Swiss? Irish L.uifens i;oiorcui juinciis,

lftSBrSu' a. W

Twill Linens, Linen

sooks, Dotted
Colored Linen
Stripe - liiinqnsy
seillcs; Piques
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ItEW PATTERNS, -- AUD LOW PRICES ?

Uw Attendant and snbeqHnt
cload- - liat reduced Ihe temrem- -
tiure ai little, And , made It morjf en--
dorable. ; 1 .' J? .

I

Jsew rlc began its healed ten
suddenly, June with in average
temperature of RJ0 iq the shade
for the day, against 77 last year,
the highest figure this year oalhe
dy named being 0 at .half past
three p. in. Hut the people there
bavo an advantage in moiat and
genlul day bretjies toheTp tBefiff t

fSUPRKHS COURT DKCiSM.

The Appeal Case rf ay vv Utu

' Cir Conway
i ra. " -

JeterClintou.JobnT).
TTMcAlIIster. CJhas. I

Crowaud Wm Jlydet iV- -

Appeal from Third WHetCourt.
' Low,Chlef Juitice,delivt ied the
opinion of the Court.

The plaintiff sutd the defendants
above nmed and three others foi
tli malicious destructieu of coedt- -

and chattel, and verdict and Judg
ment Were reuUert-- lor piaiutiu
against the above named defend-
ants, who appeal.

1. The challenge by the defend- -

nts to the array of;tho i tit juryws propeHy overruled. For aughttnat appears the list irom wnicn
they were drawn .was conAiuuieu
In acvorilanco with the biw.'

2. In the impanelling f the Jury
Geo-- rieott was ohUenged for
cause by the defendants, and "the
challenge denied; which hi assign-
ed for error. It appears, however,
that bo was subsequently chal--

lengetJriieremptortly, by toe same
T)Artr."nd was BO iornasa kiror.

UTivelbc, thersfore,.tha cbaUenge
was nrooerl v uenieu or nor, as ue
did not serve as a juror, the defend-
ant was not prejudice , by the
ru'ilngj'and the assignment of error
cannot he susiarneu. . v..
the State, Ohio State reports, 221.)

2. On thrf exam nauuu el Utiau- -

do Crowell, a Juror, be iestineu
upon bis txnr aire tnat ne wasxrot
f.he .owner of taxable property ai
that time: that he was tne ovner
of taxable property at the titne of

maUog thejnry i ii&t in tne preced-
ing August, but had not paid taxes,
and did trot . know that be. was as
sessed. The defendant challenged
for cause, which was denied. The
163d section of the Practice Act pro
Tides that challenges for cause may
be taken ou the following grounds:

"Ut. want of any of the quali- -

(Icatiou prescribed by statute to
render : a person competent .as: a
faror.'' iBy'Bection 4th-o- f ihet Act
or January io. 11 is proviaea
that person is not eligible to
serve, ax tnereroro snail not serve
on any ud or petit Jury unless
1(7 1 towDS-- t taxable property
and 'pay! taxes la( this, TerritorV4,
ixn:ptoi lsloa' that 1 a: rersou sball
not serve as a petit juror, unless be
ts the owner of taxable property, Is
express and cannot bo dJargardi.ThaualificaUou muBt exist at the
time be s offered, and It does not
satisfy the statute that he had the
qualification when the jury list was
prepared.) The necessity of this
qualification is not obviated by the
Act of CongMs t of June 23 1874.
That --Act Htoee not profeea i pre-
scribe all the qualifications of jurors
in this Teriitory, but only pre-
scribes the qualifications of those
who shall be placed on tue general
list frem whlcn jurors are drawn.
It provides that the officers who
prepare the Hat shall 'alternatelT
select the nam of a male citizen of
the United States wbelbaa; resided
In the district for the period of six
monthe next preceding, and who
can read and write the KnglUb
language.", Jurors must therefore
have the qualifications thus indi
cated, but they are not exclusive of
other qualifications, tr the statute
were to be regarded as defining all
the requisite qualifications of jurors,it would result In allowing furors to
serve who are in consanguinity with
parties, who are debtor or creditor
to the ' parties, . or in relation of
guardian or ward, or bad formed or
expressed opinions, or who had
been convicted of an infamous
crime all of which are sublets of
Challenge'! by express territorial
ttatute. ..This can&qt for a moment
be admitted to be the intent; or
effect or the act.' "So far as the'Act
of Congress prescribes a new quail
fication, or so far a It covers and
embraces la qualification of the
Same klod as any contained In the
territorial laws, it supersedes and
controls the latter. Thus it adds a
new qualiQcat'yn .that the jurormust be. able to! read and write the
JEngllih language.' Af.tr fi :iuhorIzes
a Juror who bo 1m-- u a resident of
six months, thus superseding the
twelve months quattficatiod of the
territorial aetr1 bntlhek rablect of
ownership ..of . taxable property) is
not emnracea in ine ivuc,a.nu ;o--
thing in the Act is inconsistent
wlthi the territorial law . on that
subject, and the latter must be
held to be In force. It results that
the Quart erred in - denin the
challenge of Mr. vrowell.

4. Mr. James Lowe was also cat
led as a Juror, and being examined
as so n is. qualifications, tUued as
ioiiows: . . . i

Plaintiff Do you khOwany thingabout this case? A. I do; I have
beard it spoken of.

Q.Troui what you have heard,1 auave you iormeu or expressed an
unqualified opinion.? A. J have, :

Q. X)id a lear what purpoKedto be the facts? A. No, I have not ;I don't know anything about-i- t
uuij-

- wuaw was spoken of On the
wei, auu read about, in the pa
Q. Then the opinion you formed

is an opinion Dasea" upon , that ru
mor? A.Yes, air.
Uua you say that that opinion. an. . urmuaJltled'on?. .

xt itr 1.
quauneu ny wnat l nave heard.T i

, iavo you aay bias orpreju- -
t "xaiBSi .eitner or . the

paruesn a. jso, Sir. t

. (2. Is.tbera axipr.Kliw
you iroru renuering an impartial
veraicij jo,sir. , , - r;

Q. Have you any business' rela- -
(Loue with either of the parties?
A. 1 guess not: ' I don't know of
any.' 1 1 k. 6 1

You reside In town rA;-- Yes,
U- - llllT Vnn August, 1872?

IT
! Q. keu thlnar you could renderin impartial verdict? "Ai I could

j Q. What did I understand you to
sy in repiy. in regard to -- an un-

qualified opinion? A. At the time
when I heard of the ease I armed
an opinion; . it was .bnly 'based on

Passed by plal ntilX u ... vj! Defendaots. I ; understood . jouV
Mr. Liowe, mat: at tne time you
heard the rumors and kadi formed!
an oninion? A ' ys. alr.- - J

j ti-- And at tnat ume It was an
unqualifiedJ ptnlonXH A.. Yes,
life t m

as remove that HjpLmkm? AYe,it .would, take evidence, tremove
Q.' How far did you. live front lie

ttlaoe-- ' where . it banMnadr A. I
lived In .thet Beyeuth T?l,atthe
. ti-- I understand yen- - formed the
onooailfled - opinion , frtfar. tbffie--
ports? A: Yes, 'nuj-- ' 1 1

Q. You did not talk with an
rsonthat- - knew .any thlnjrabootIt? A. No, air. r .'i-;-; '
Q. Would not these reports bias

your mind still, 'unless It was re--

Instruction, was erreneonsi" " fW
j s. Tne oeienaants asKem tius

"Thepreadtngs couUin
nn sdmlsslo: etxnei value fUie
nromvtr in !fuestka, and ftherja
can bno rifveryIn rrnytevent
beyop4 Jhe mnountoi datoages a;
ttially poved,, which Instruction
v&a refused and the refusal is as
signed for error. An. examination
Of the answers shews that the de
nials pf value- were simpiy.a denial
of the value aliaged, $6,437; without
any words of

.
denial as to any less

Aft At m

vaiiaei,xoe)Ming
-- inat xam vaiue oj

diamond rmg was specifically
put In issue. Under rules of plead
flke-0ur!fKJt..t- e lieidit'ir' tbe
Supreme Court of California that a
denial of value, or of damage In the
nreelseamonntu-'allcge- d 'without

. . W . i.more, raises no issue, nouston vs.
F.... t ;C. C--T. R. Co.,' 45 CaL, 550;. r 1 10 n 1 o on.
tiiggms va jvioriei, xo vai., iow,
Patterson rs.'.liy, 19 Cab, US. The
case of Houston rs..T. & C O, T. It.
Co. was au action of tort in whloh
damsgeS were alleged In eight
hundred dollars, and. the defend
ants denied in these words: VThey
deny, that, plaintiff has suffered
damages in tne sum of eight - nun- -

dred dollars." . No' proof of damages
was given, and the plalnliu uad
ladfmant for'S800. An anneal to
t&e Supreme Court said: "No proof
of damages was required as no Issue
wa? made on that point. A deuial
that the plaintiff has suffered, dam--

aga In the exact sum claimed by
him Is Insufficient, There was no
error In refusing the instruction.

y. The instruction or tne uuuxt w
the effect that the warrant issued by
Clinton to McAllister was no justi-
fication for the destruction of the
property was correct. The suppos
ed, writ wat vpid on its face. . If di
rected the destruction of property
which was hot authorized by., any
valid law or ordinance, : The de
claration of ihagna charta Incor-
porated aa part of the fundamental
law or tne rand ty tne sixin article
of amendment to the Constitution,tnat "no person snivll be deprivedof life,, liberty or property without

violated.' Haying nothing of the
right under proper statutes and due
modes .or . adj udicatloh to destroythe Immediate Instruments and
devices of crambllnir. the 1

vate household . goods of . a cr
inal cannot. be deemed to
be affected by the crimes or mis- -
Conduct pf their owner, and crimin
als as wen as honest men are en
titled to toe protection of the law
in tneir rights or person and pro
perty.

10. It is suggested tnat the de
fendants cannot have been Dreiu- -
diceu uy tne errors referred to, and
therefore the verdict should not he
disturbed: but we do not know
and cannot ascertain from the fee
ord that' the errors are not prejudi
cial, for the record nowhere shows
that the evidence con tabled In the
statement was all the evidence In
troduced in the trial.' Whenf error
Intervenes it follows that there is
prejudice unless the contrary Is also
snown from tne record.

We have thus adverted to those
questions :

presented by the' record
most likely to be of importance on
are-tri- al of the cause; and tor the
errors referred to the Judgment la
nrcnwi, me verdict set aside ana
the cause remanded for trial de
novo. - .

-

Dlsseattas; Oplatou. 4'
la tle Supreme Court of Utah Territory,
, 4bm xeriD,.a9io. u

Coai CoirwAT,' it-
)t Bespondent'

va, - si.J .JRII CXIHTOJf et
, aL AppeUauta. .

i Appeal from Third District Court.
Uoreman, Jaatlee, delivered the fallow-

ing opinion dissentlog from a majority or

'tin the opinion jast toad. It Is hlcld tbst
the Court below committed four error,for which lta Judgment should be reversed.

Tiro, of the. errors hare reference to
challenges to Jurymen Crowd! and Lowe.
The challenge of Lowe was not la my
opinion good and the Court committed
no error la overruling It, The Jurymanoaa no aeamie opinion ana not suca opinion as be or any ens would set upon In
tne usnal analrs of Ufa. People vs. Rey
aoius 10 ,uu. uea. xne otner challenge
(the one to Crowell) may be good. But if
ws eoaalder both or these challenges good,
yet the defendants waived aU tbelr obiec
tion to these Jurymen by not trying to
ret dear of tbcm by peremptory cbaUenre.
The ,Record does not show that appellantshad exhausted, their peremptory chal-
lenges and until they do this they have no
rig a l to compuun. Urthim fc Vaterm an
on New Trials p. 403. WhUaker vs. Car
ter, 4, Iredell 401. See also Fish vs. the
State, 6, No. 420, This Is a cWU acUon and
a partx may waive more than In a crimi
nal care.

A third error Is said to be the refusal of
tau Court below to allow witness Hyde to
do ukcu in reieronce v wictner ne naa
any malice In destroying tbe property,
can not see that this refusal was lmoroDer
Hyde had admitted that be bad. done the
acts complained of, then IX such acts of
deatracuoa be not lawful, tbe law conclu
sively presumes malice. . (1 Greenleaf on
Evidence 13 and $24 and notes.) This
being true, Hyde had no right to state thatne boa no malice. ' -

The other and last error referred . to. ta
that tbe first instruction girea on behalf
of the rcspon-len- t was wrong. That in
struction read as follows: "That tbe de- -
rendants Jeter Clinton. John D. T. McAl
lister, Williarr Hyde and Charles Crow.
have admitted., by their answers In thla
case, that they destroyed the property of
tbe plaintiff, au4, la order to escape lia-
bility therefor, they mast show that their
act ia destroying it were lawful."

The defendants all olead InatiflnaUnn'.
and, te sustain that plea, necessarily ad-m- it

of the doing of the act complainedof. Some of the appellants elsewhere In
their answers deny the doing ot the acts
complained or. Altboneh some kind of
tastlneatloa tnhrut be ofoaded and wonld
not be inconsistent with thla denial, yetiki. A til Atmis juBuurauon cannot stana in connec-
tion with thla denial , One of them must
be raise. This is a sworn answer and la
California it is said In one case, that "a
sworn answer should be consistent in It--

sell, ana should sot deny In one sentence
what It admits to be true ia the-- next."
and "the object of sworn pleadings is to
elicit the truth, and this object must be
entirely defeated if the same fact may be
denied and admitted la the same plead
ing.;-

-
, neusiey vs. lanar ia vau em.

And In the - case of Fremonivs. Seals (18
Cel. 38) tt la held that where the admis
sions la an answer negative Its generaldenials, tbe latter may be .disregarded,where the answer Is verified. - This wonld
be, to my mind, sufficient authority for
BoIalI"'filtwe can ro further aadsaythat tbe answers (exeeet Crow'sV -
presaly say that they did do the acts com- -

iauea oi sue say so an their pleas or
astificatloa. and be In effect aava so. or

else his plea of Justification fa worthless.
McAllister and llrde sav that thev were
commanded by a writ to destroy tbe pro
perty ana mat tney ezecuiea us command
as they bad a right and it was their dutv
to do. -- Jeter CUstoa says that he issued
the writ"aa it was bis duty to do" to
abate said house and "that the wrongsand Id lories herein las tilled are the aanui
wronea and bijories complained of. by the
piainuu." j.nae are la my mind expressaamissions, uere ihen we find mconsisv
seas pssltkwis, eauss ot, de
fence. Both positions taken br defend
ants cannot be true soda pleading ahould
always be taken moat strongly againstthe pleader. This Is a long settled rule.
Upon she whole ease, thetefore, tor the rea
sonagrfea above, I ana unable to snite
with the malorltr'of the court la revera- -
Inj tba Jadgiueat of the court below. ' : -

sola, Grecian." Roman and Sword
handles, arbaigalns'frorja $2,00 to
?5,. d!85 H. E. Pmxra.

....... t. -
, ht oK- -

TOWJTSEjO) JIouse, July 1.' "

3 P Keller. Nevada: M O Voir.
Cleveland. O; M RRmith anrt wif.West Jordan; TJlTIUndalph;New
Orleans; Wm Douglass, Paysen; E
cpeucer, ha AllCla ana
wife, Iowa:B K Swan, Mollnej E

,- m au 4aa.v- -
Gruder, and wife; T M Morris' and
wife, Richmond, Va; "W W Watson
and wife, Chicago; O M Stevenson,Miss Stevenson, San Francisco. -

section of thf'code,;wtlch iglTeaa
csbaIlengowl?r!tri0 jurbrbasform-edo- r

expreeil an unqualified epin- -
lonor belief asxo iDc taents or tne
action. Thcallewge wn'denie.d1
and the juror sworn in tne cause.
We can see-- no reason ror aisaiiow- -

ine this elmlJenge.., The. juror says
emphatically that be bad formed
uu uuijualilieil opinion, and though
In one answer ue says no iuiuks no
could reudeii an impartial verdict,

i4tiewaeJualrattt-- u xejnni he ieieat.s that he had
fnrmfi.1 n unriiialified oninlou. ana
that itwoQid-itii- e nitH a"11removed bv le&limonv. To a lurer

Lb&sa miudJa thua freighted with
fde fi nileopl iHSh of Ihttt erlts 'of

the lawtjusUy interposes
the rlght'of a challenge: Th'tf law
InleudSvand Jt U tne parties' r4gni.tlmvel JOceruJa ho uish Ins partial
and whose minds are not embar
rassed rtt noda 1 UleU preeo Hoc 1 v--

ed opinion of the case. Nor is it
pjsterialinpr wl4tJhi ep UkmJ
are founded, whether upda rumor
or fact It Is tlte unbiased state of
mind that Is reaufsitel so as to en
able the juror with caudor and im-

partiality, to decide upon the rights
of lUigaatt aubmlUed ' to bU cop- -
sideratlou.

It is suggested that the defend
ants did uot make use of their per-

emptory challenges, and as they
migntjiavecuaueuud mesejurois
paiemptorlly and dki hot, the ob--

jectlou Bhould be . regarded as
waived, and tne error us not pnja-dicla- l.

If the doctrine thus stated
were to be regarded as correct, of
which we are not satisfied, still it
would not work a cure of the error;
for it aiDeais that the defendant
exerciseti two peremptory challen-
ges aud could not, therefore have
bad but one leu, while two incom-
petent juror were sworn.. But It
should bo further observed that
while It appear that the . defend
ants nsed two peremptory challen
ges, it does not affirmatively appear
that they uid not use more, nor
that all their challenges were not
exhausted. I When error appears
upon the record, to: avoid its effects
resort cannot Co had i to , presn m p
tion, but can only be. removed bymatter affirmatively Bbown by the
record. We. think the challengeswere erroneously denied.

5. The plaintiff; being a witness
f if I - 1 r 1 1

in tier own peuau, was usaeu ou
cross-examinati- on this question

Were yod not onvlctecf at this
time of keeping a house of prostitu--

An obiection to the question was
sustained by the Court, which' Is
assigned for orror. rne fact sought
to be elicited, as implied by the
questiony was immaterial" to the
Issue: and bad it been material,
could only be proved by the pro-
duction of the record of conviction.
Doubtless: however, the duestion
was asked with to' dis.hj.ra.ee
the witness and affect her credibil
ity! fA Jqstantt reasonablejatitude
may be allowed m cress examina-
tion of a witness with a view to as- -

certain", thesaeaaure of Reliance to
be"pJaced upon, a witness's testimo
ny; bat It Is well settled that a wit
ness is not pouqa. jo Riiswer, nor
court to compel answer tcr an !
quiry to dlgraoo a witness unless
the evidence Is material t6 the issue
Demg trieu. liuuuuu vs.tue x eopie,
1 Comstockd- - 379; G. W. Turnpikel .IT ,l.,:oOVr V 'torn
The: Court, in Its discretion, may
permit disparaging .questions to be
asked; but Wheaibey are irrelevant
to the issue it is not error to exclude
them. JnlKeaTv, Pitcher 1 Carr
A l1ayne, 85rtthe jQngllgh rule is
stated to be that "in practice the
akitig of .questions to degrade the
witness ia regulated by thediscre- -
tioniof the learned" judge in each
particular, case.'! . . 1 nere was ne
error in excluding the questlsn.

6.1 WUlfom Uydeone of i tho de
fendants, being a witness, was ask
ed by defendants' counsel: "ritate
what motive you had, if any other
than to obey the writ, in doing the
act 'complained oC In-th- is case at
No. 41 Commercial street, when
you went to execute the wilt' tnow
In your banda. ' Also, "State
whether: at that time you had any
ill-w- ill against the plaintiff.'? To
these qsesuons plalnUiT'-objected- ,

and. the Court sustained, the objec
tion. " One of the Issues of the case
was the malice of the defendants.
The witness, as defendant, was
charged with maliciously and Wan
tonly destroying the goods of the
plaintiff. It was incumbent upon
the plaintiff to prove, and the rizht
of tne .defendant to disprove, that
tner aois were- - done mailcionsly.Where the motive of a party Is thus
in issue, ne may testify to it mon-eel- f.

' If he should say his motives
were malicious, .it would properly
inure to the advantage of the plain
till,1 and it is nona, the less compet
ent:forh)n thenalice.
DottbtlJijritaaaa idlhus Speak
ing of this own motives may state
as a raot tnat wnicn no otner witv
neas can directly and categorically
deny, but the weight of the testi-
mony is for the Jury to determine.
This quUen,hag Been directly so
decided inrisew totk ana Ohio.
McKown t.;Hunter. 30 N. Y., 625;
wmte- - r. .Tucger,ao u. tate 4ts.
1 n 1 tne - lormsr ease nogeooom, j .,
giving the opinion of . the Court of
Appeak, and speaking .of several
cases previously decided embracing
the j same principle, says: "These
cases go very far to establish the
eeneral. crmcinlo that where th
motive of a witness
a particular act or matting a parti-cular declaration becomes material
issue in a cause, or reflects important i light upon euch issue, he may
oimseii pe --sworn in regard .xo It,notwithstanding ; diminished
credit te which his testimony maybe entitled as coming from the
mouth of an interested witness."
We are of the opinion that the
questions were proper and that they
niiuuiu nave Deen allowed, v

7. It appears from the record that
tne court cnareed the furv. "thattne defendants, Jeter Clinton, Johnu. T. Ale All later, Wm. Hyde and
Oharles Crow, have admitted by
fourteen of their answers in this
case thai they estroyefl, tp t--

rtv- - iviut aud;, j a order
to escape jiaDiutr mere ror theymust show, that their acts in des--
troylng were - lawfa ." and this Is
designed for error. JNe euch express
admiselcmis-found-i- a any of the
answers. .Uaoa .Inspection of the
answer or Jeter TJJlnton' wa find
thlsdenlalt ile.thia defendantfur
thef denies that he. this defendant.
on the 29th day of August, 1872, or
at any other time, at New 17 Com
mercial street, in: tjais Xjake Citv.
In eaid County and Territory. jpr at
any other place, ;wantonly or mali-
ciously, or; otherwise, 'destroyed or
too K and ameo away tne personal
goods of --the plal a tiff described, la
the 'eomplalntjrof1 any part thers--

oL-fMsi- language is used in
denying that he employed or assist
ed the other defendants . to dor the
acts complained of.This denial is
full and explicit, and surely puts In
Issue-th- e averments - of-- the-- com- -
plaizUe wklrii. they werejdirected. I
T a a 1 Lil a a. a. il.a, w a pivvswiVi uvwwviy wutfj sa
i&4ract4aaJWaX'1 "glf en
upon the theory that thevmater
attempted to d:trm by-w- ay cf"
jusuncauon ana avokia.nce was in--
conatststttM,WttJb,'thkmnlals, and
should be regarded as an admissiaa
of the deatruoUou of.' tbe property.
BattMs'tbeory.bvuntiaule.- - If
InconsJstenr derease$ are set trp irx
an answer, advantage of It must be
taken -- by : motion: .axe demurrer,
othetwlss tbe.defect Is waiveJ, and
at Ihe trial , the '.party,, may.rely
upon both defe sea. Ha K link .'

Cbhea? IS Oai; 623;-an- a Uvldlaa .
Morrell, 23 cat. 21, where this points OlrectJy ruled. Also JJeli rs.

dollars in June.
tract have been awarded

tofW. F.'BuihnelJtf Evnton,
Ills., for ' the 'construction of nine
life-savi- ng stations on the Lakes.

f ,J :rA boytelx years oId stolen
aomeuoatbs ago-fro- m. Soranton,
l"a.. has been found and restored ts

.(
- ti I parents.'

; :?,'IT ?;q'-
-

; 1 :

' ti in i a ami.

r.

Hi

mil

1

. v.

Summer Sfiades in AU Coi-sonme- nt

reduced 'from

atTEASDEL'S.

I

: .1 ,

Prints, Prints, iPrints :

Remnanis l,6i ient5 Pfr
yard; Dress Styles, ? cents

per yard and upwards, at--

TEASDEU3.U f 1 J - ( a

j AnotlieriaTrivalpf Genu
Clothing, Boots; and Shoes
Atr Call " and ex--
W W WW-- i

amine at ; Li .
TKADUIia.'O.

' "

BOOTSrandSHOESgof
the celebratedBEHEDICT
HALL & Co., NEW YORK,
Manuiacture alwaysf lt;ept
in Stock. Each pail4! bear- -

ing their Stamp is guar
ahteed.5 . To be purchased
at--."-"-.- '.:': t- -l

'

TEASDL'd

.: t . : , I ' .: .:J.t
? ,,; , '..! 1. 5 . t., ; !

Knovvn by Jail as the
RELIABLE, STANDARD
HOUSE for Stable and Fan

cy Family Supplies, .where
you may purchase, air - you
needt Jnlone,chouse., The
well-kno- wn reputation 7 for
kind attention to poor and
rich alike is .proverbial.'-- ' ;

Remember,
1

; jteasdeiu lit

Opposite Salt Lake House.'

NOTICE: i

JOTICK Is hereby given to James M.

Uardle, that tbe Utah Southern Bailrosd
Company j n th S8th day ot June, A. xv

187S, filed-- a pet&lon to the Probate Court
of fait, jutko County,; territory of Vtaa;
the object thereof is to have a certain piece
or Untf'toeiouirtaHdfyuV cuaaemned tmr
Railroad purposes, for said Company; said
land so sought, to be ooodemoed and fcppro--

prlatea ia bounded and described as follows,
to wit:. Beginning-- at the north-eas- t corner
of lot No. one.TSlock Noi eighty, ploA, Salt
ww wtr surrey; inenoa souttufu) rods,
thence ' west 'ten

1

(10) 'rod j, ihencet north
twelve (12) rods, thence eaat ten (10) rods to
the place of beginning, 4n the County of
Sa't Lake, Territory ofjTJtab, 1

Bail petition will be heard, by order ef
,aId ?c,urt tw Prtoct a-- on the third
day ef August, a. o. 1875. at the Count y
Court Bouse4 'of alt

J flake Ccunty,"TerrI- -
tcry of tTtab. s . - vi,i ..; ;

, ,.,u QBOItClB Sirawf.saisaTf. j j

. al87
-- .:TJuh gootbeVn r. Co.

New Goods received at Rhwartr
New York store, opposite post office.
Dress Goods fmm H v 121c
8nawls from 1 $1 50
Ladles Suits from 3 60
Granadlans from .JVCPrints from Siei ;,
Ginghams from ' 10curown Bleached Muslin a.
juaoies-an- a

Vhyaren's FJan- -,
,Ar 8c

Parasols from - Slic
Corsets from 50c
; And evervthlnir In ttrorwirtinn:' Nows vour time to save monej
dl5T -

t Opposite Post Office.;

IJ OhTON TPPT8,
r,Tv':.- . . t- - i. .v . . vii J .'t--; v e-f- 4 .1.7

. ; i Bsa " i

inetLiquDr Ueaiefs
' TWO DOOIIS EAST OF GQDBITS,

alt Laic
i.

dl80

,
DAYIS.-HO- WE a CO,'

J' t'AI 1 ."( III- -
, f' f

FOUIJM&DjHjB
7V

iui
SUWUSBSUIW XO v , 4 i .

Wathan Davis
v.:.:)4if.

U ofi and 2Ttnina
,UcwcWWiiWcOlwt and Cat

sy
watto jACrtBrw; TXTmr

8LAO TOTS AND CAfalb ';-- J.ti;

f.1r.' to
lAiso Crasi Werk cf s'ertptlonsiat 4v,..M.'--...- i .. - v. .7. i

"Kear Kortk Twnpls jStMst, '
i

al671y SALT LAKE CITY.

June, the latejPlh. Batnrday,. EG, f"

Chief 'Justice 'asked 'and obtained
permission, of the Supreme Cenrt
of 'the Territory, to take from the

"Tlerk'r" officer any decisions filed
theri1n',for,the-parpos-

. ef publfth- -

Hng a, volume bf Utah repxta . j
t

X rsu'ch permlasloQ was gran table
i .atinatl. It eoaUl bardly, wltb. any

a ( Ducks- iMar--

i I'
j.t 'f i:f

-

Impc rtations our
11

i:
1

nen siieetinirs aim

FIRST CLASS

6R0 CURIE
Wc have on hand and constantly arivhife'

1 r

H TtBTEST ASSOBXVKjrr

?ys--v Ulaf THE CITY.
HK J,'oxr

ililM..'

a Have areputation.tineq.ualkd.

We nandle ouljr the very best Braa- - :

roeode, and allssflieap ai any
BssM is ear I.tne, and as -

DEST GOODS.
ASO

t- - L
--if ' t f

1 . ? invite otir Fridnls tactll and fxaiiine.
Prices and Quant S.i -

Ins few days we shall hare a '
. ? ... .. .f i

Car load of the Finest Brantf
-- 3 f,.V or f

FL0M:

I V. ;

j,, ;a. wuiuucr ei auurc.1, uf'the
Capital Stock ot llio TTlali
Southern ft KnIIrontI 'Com-
pany, on vrliich nil asaec)is
menta Javre been paid. ,vj

For particulars, apply to
DAVID -

At Deseret 3Vctv8 Ofllcc.

THE CDICiCfli rdci ISUSD- -

PACIFIC MTLROAD
t,M 0t Oentral

4dwf?ST??;'.J! i' ..'

ami BeU. hettm

PACIFIC) & ATIAH;Tir

f!2ii5 "areiMS ond ref?'"
woanteuem at m . ,

iWitt trains arriving frem the West by
Csatral and 0ulon Pacific Railroads,. aoI at

at3asr-X3avat3nwes- :

With all raat Etbimi tmIiu. Kast. Kortk ;
OOUVB.

Uus Company between
l OMAJIA wAaYD CHICAGO. .

TH2MCtHTfnSaCT t all Bolutl Bart

aseaia 8d J'raaciaoo and Sacramento.

' RoMmtl fauaenrer A rent. ChlOro

. 'courtesy, have been refused to the
f IppircfcttW But ts he dolag a prudent

thing In eollailng'and publishing
these report? 'Might he not have
bad sufficient regard for proprietyICteirSiaJtora eah .au'eatecprlae?

v ponsldermg hU. course on . the
iijbench here, and the prejudices and

animosities to wbH he haa ahown
hfmielf 'llie slave, ubo will accept
hie published - rep-r- ta as perfectly

.trustwortliTlt,;; lt,:is well, enough
known, nud U almost daily

emon-atratedlb- a

wfeUe sitting "as a
IjOflge tiereaboet,"' rulings and

fc decisions wertbf edch

i

' . . wMm A
-

CHOICE GOODS,

THE FfiHILY!
Twenty vm years In (successful

use and still the popular Family'
Machine! The beauty ; jrf Its workj
ami cviriA nntrA rkf snnlmatfoo 6n !!
nlLkiiids of 'hiatetial, Wwing with! D

either cotton, silk or Unea tAreaoj
and 1U never getting out or order,,
Hay made ft the pride and joyoif
nrlJ' ' ''!'';. ' fl

on miuon . eohes r ; jj
IUclaIma,for .simplicity ot con- - g

struetion, . eaae of .. operation , and
management quietness of move- - K
ment: and durability, are. beyond P
whtroversCrlvo ltsl trial-hn- d

i ' '. fc.. i mi yoij WXII bujrrno ,otnet, znorougn: fjj
Instructions given In us use. - ; !

. fwes ' fVT-- J lay , A

This raaehinfe 1st especially de--
signed lo fill a want lotig fel by
manufacturers of. Clothlog, and lis H

construetedupon 4.he same princi
ple as the No. 6V' ' It is capable of
higher ratfrfoP speed than shuttle
machines, H lighter running5 and
cati be regulated tot work quicker
than any machine" heretofore used

TATTiOBSs -
.' Hj" a .simple ' change .'of the
presser foot It can bsv used for. aU
kinds of Family Sewing: or Press-- ''

making Idke the .o, H vill,
speak its 2 own '

lahgnsge,' and we.
solicit from thelTAIIEtS ofSalt!
Lake an examination of its tnexita.!

dlM

gjuUs5HBSS

Tir;im i .f av

'
t---

'

ir,'
w

. as to force thealmoet if not quite
- irreblstfbleWn Fiction that he stu- -

, footrjr twlste-tbel- r Anrarced
4ts interpretation to suit. huT own

rejadieedand Yartrsa'if purposes.
. If a man as aJ udge will twist and
aaUrepreeeat , the law-- ., through
prJttdlcaod partisan fseliag Is he

j not capable, as a repoHer.br twisting

:sThe attentioiv ot Shoematexs,
Ilarness Makers, Olove and" Trunk
and Traveling-Ba- g Manufactures,

z:- T r
foY leather vrotH bt any descrip
tion, is respectfully called to this

'..ziuxA hlfid. JTCT "IT! "VA7'
uiA-s,f1-- "f x - -

toroductlon of our company. .sA-fte- r

tary" hook principle we offer to
mechanics representim; tho above
industries, thl reoentaad ln.
proved! invention.-confiden- t that

BIos8ses qualities lotig sought j
. .... -mL. t h in rior . Dy inem. i ne maenmo win

speak tor itseir. An examination
ana trial is an tnat we aba..

SOLD
Ud tue easiest possible terms

U ftf.LT
llllllirYvawwMiii i a it

1

SALT LAKE. CITY, UTAH. )
1

:o:-- .V,.

AGEIITS VAnTED
Tn ROUG IfOUT THE

I ' t'3
i

5J v; I.,.. !..-
.

ursitsiuss uoasea. ana ran .imm k.uchood confldenMy t.

" .ia ! .lal

ur tsMtonaer MSHtow trkOJ
or lbe Co-op- ., wl waft rrpon eny.nil u

f ana mlaiepreeenUng Judicial decis
v ions, through prejudice and g?

?3f.H0
4llD, wflr net the public sus-

pect that, In collating and publinh- -

' Ing theee decision, principal regard
will be?had, by tbecollator and

iMtWhhertopubUfthlnaf. laet the

teasst and lmpertance to the public
t ""aod the legal fraternity, but. those
: wbJchf Uh4 taay consider 3 most

weighty In justification of hla own
, prejudiced jtnd partisan courseon

- the bt hrb. aii Uuteveh those may
noCh tTMi(9ftldJ nd pre--

. . ; sented? If so, who, beyond, the
narrow i circle7 of tbeSltah rlne.

,
' fould want auch a worklnhls law

Lbrarvt-- Of irhate would lt.be

- Law becks more than any other
t clisses'oftiipoka, ought to bw-atrt- ct-

TrVde? avKifwS. J i ?? Unes, suitahla f61 JtfinlnM and FamUw
GodVaallffniui . - . . p

commend to otrr cmwSTf

ag.riit.spAra Z? n eed of goods in our line. . AndHadTor S'lBffiSSl F1011 Ifcteri ' ?
TbVlfir.Tdtffrng tUrWksVpplies will find that

accurals, UndeviaUngly faithful
f aW thoroughly trustworthy. Other--

vhte' thelf authors make the hooka
I , mere blind leaders of the blind.

Writers and oomptlers of law books
dught to be men whose ability, In- -

lrity.'canderVadd Impartiality
are of the highest type, and alto
gether beyond, '

question, a position;
'.. which Is In no wise widely con- -'

ceded to the'late Chief Justice of

If rt.TBn Ewjfc--r bare had
1 prettj lmMrealhwia thtscitjbf" late. KinetyixieeTees la the shade

at 5 p.m., as it was on Monday,
. (Xaae ie liot esioogh.

salamander leal people. And'Sun- -
day was like unto It. The refresh'

Wnow.tr ash;
WberelilnaV t;T.e,Uuu. . ! '

cheap ana eooT ! carpenters can buy a complete outfit

Terrttorr'and wIXL-?- " PdcTst CiftlerV4s the bast In
'" MlV--FRTSTV- r ALTttmrowoV

Scandinavian IriencLi"
JOHN CUKKLNQTON. EVGW kiooiA.'uten'fSus'ttCUcaro..4 AXSZAKDXS BOGES&


