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NEWS OF THE DAY.

| —THe fory ¥rthe Beecher Til-
tou trial have disagreed, stunding
«leven for apd ane agalost Beecher.

~Colomel rilng, paymaster
at Ft. Sanders, ent his throat last
wightso oo~ -
-—Teb d dollgrs damage
by fire at m,u. <
= JA  diesd fmoan eat hils
throat at Louisw 'yesterday.
——The Lof T.oulsville
has instituted quarantine at New
Orlpapa againsl (he port of Key

West.

- “pafficdlars will be
found in to-day’s telegrams of the
nlleged couspimcy agsiost Beecher.

——Forty-five thousand dollars

damage Ly fire at Boston.

 ~=—Between three and four hun-
dred smployees have been dis-

charged fgm  the U. 5 Treasury
lhap-ﬂinéj

A Mayor Clarke was shot  at
Baltimore, yesterday,

~-—F} emigrants bave been
wvere ng-onndl:d by un‘accldént
un t beolt and MU waukge rall-

road.
The metlop for a reduction
--Tml mihe weed cfise has been

withdsawn. .
-—=J. K. Luttrell has been nom-
ionted fe Congrese'atd W. Trwin

tor nor by the democrats eof
Cfalifornia. .

“Therelatiors bet ween Britain
and Barmah are still unsatisfac-

tary. | "4 - ; 3
—--b.wi JCQ, of Terento, Can-
ada, have falled, and several more
failures are reported in London.

——The American riflement have

CRBRI DL v

N.

——The Pope has sent four theu-
rsand dollera to help. the people of
France, reduced te poverty by the
otepflow o IheGaronte.’  ~ 2

~——The mutineer of the Jeffers
son Borden, has eommenced the
voyage to the United States; in
charxu f an oﬂ'lloar.

: Goveérnment
has a Tv

inted & new representati
v
at Wlﬂ&- X

B

ng three
——-The Belgian Sensate h'.u
ed the law prev by
the House, making a penxl offence
of an offer to commit

—3e distilleries have been
seized at Covington, Ky. .

" —sThi of the Lilsh rifle
tenm has

—The French Govérnment has

inted mspecial sommittes for
purpose of facilitating the ex-

L
hibition of French products at the
| n#&b\ 9834
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Teet & Stecking, N. Y., died last
night.

——The public debt was reduced
mtnfhﬂrm Jwndred thousand
o in June.

——Contracts have been awarded
;o ‘W. F. Bushnell, of Evanston,
I, for the construction of nine
life-saving stations on the Lakes
®_— -: a‘ yeara old, stolen
: -Ago from Beranton,
Pa., has been found and restored to
his parents, i
I8 1l A
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J)Jlrrw‘-}m 20, the late
'(,fh p Jhsllco?’ asked and

obtained

permission, of the Bupreme Ceurt
of the Territory, to take from the

olerk’s ofMoe any deelsions filed
pubslish-

b | or .
R
isslon was graniable

ateall, it comld hardly, with, any
couriesy, have been refused to the

' ‘1!. Butis ¥e dolsg n prudent
":Rlng! eollaling and publishing

these ¥ports? Might be not have

had su t regard for propriety
| m sach an enterprise?
&0t considering hls course on the
benoh here, and the prejudices and
animositiés to which he bas shown
RS Ude dlave, w ho will necept
bis published rep-ris as perfectly
Lryabworthy? It is well enough/

known, un ll_slg_ms_t_gn-ll be-
Mﬁ#&w _mate gemon-

-

Lo et . s Ol aian e Rl

-

a reporter,of l"hth‘

and misrepresenting judicial decis-

«- lons, through prejudice and par-
tisan J ri-

B n not the publc sus-

pect Lhat, in collating and publish-

- ing thess decislons, prinelipal regard

will N the _gollator and
net the

" " greatest Ja-
te and impsrtance to the publie

», “and the legal fraternity, but those
whigld héy may counsider most
welighty in justification of his own

>

of the firm of

ing rins on Tuesday night and
the altendant and sabsequent
rlogds hate reduyeed the te o

5

tl‘lbn little, and made It m
darable,

=

temperature of 50I° in the sh

for the day, against 77° Inst year,
the highest figure this year ou the
day named being 25° at balf past
three p. .  But the penple there
have an advanlage in moist and
renial day breezed to HeT) THeM

]

Cora Conway .

= ra.
Jeter Clinton, Jobhn I
T. McAllister, Chas. j
Crowssd Wm. Hyde. ! ]
Appeal from Third Dist#ietUourt.
Lowe,Chief Justice,delivered the
opinion of the Court.
The plaintifl sued the defendants
above pumed and three others foi
tha malicious destruction of
and chattels, nnd verdiet and Jud
ment wete rendered for plaintill
against the above named defend-
ants, whoappeal.
1. The challenge Ly Lhe defend-
ants tothe army of .Lthe petit jury
w.s propetly overruled. For aught
that appears the list from which
they were drawn _was constituted
in accordanee with the law.
2. In the impanelling of the jury
Gegs W. Seett was chulleuged for
canse by the defendants, aud "the
challenge denied, which is assign-
ed for error. It appears, however,
that he was subsequently chal-
dengediparemptorily. by the same
Pparty,andil was nolswornnsa
-\:lualh(t, therefore, the challenge
was properly denied or not, as he
did not serve as a juror, the defend-
ant was not prejudiced by the
raiing, and the assignment of error
cannot be sustained. (Mimms vs.
the State, Ohio State reports, 221.)
8, On the examinatiou ef Orlan-
do Crowell, a juror, he testifled
upon bis voir dire that he was not
the owner of taxable properly a1
that time; that he was the oWne:
of taxable property at the time of
making the jury list in the preced-
ing August, but had not paid taxes,
and did mot know that be was as-
sessed. The defendant eballenged

for cause, which was denied. he
163d section of the Pmetige Act pro-
vides thit challenges for cause may

be taken on the following grounds:

“Ist. A want of any of the quali-
ficativay preseribed by statuge o
tender s persom com nt ‘as a
juror.”” By séction 4throf the Act
of January 21it, 1859, it is provided
that “A person is not eligible to
serve, and therefore shall not serve
onany g

- ]

A ud or petit jury unless *
e e B g et

‘p“r! jslon 'thaAt = persoir sball
not serve as a petit juror, unless he
is the owner of taxable property, is
express and eannot be disregardod.
The qualification maust exist at the
time he is offered, and It does not
satisfly the statute that he had the
qualification when the jury list was
repared, The necessity of Lhis
pmllﬁmtlou is not obviated by the
1at of Co of June 4
That Aet does not professte pre-
scribeall the (}uullﬁcat fons of jurers
in this Tenitory, bat only ]j‘x&
scribes the qualifications of those
who shall be placed on the general
list frem which jurors are drawn.
It mvid; t;;;t theuoﬂleqn who
. e | . !
mmwr:." sle of 4
the United States ‘bns ' relided
in the district for the period of six
months next preceding, and who
can read and write the Knglish
” Jarors must therefo:e
have the qualifications thus indl-
cated, but they aro not exelusive of
other qualifications. If the statute
were to be regarded as deflning all
the m(luhlbe gualifieationsof jurors,
it would result in allowing jurors to
serve whoare in conssnguinity with
put‘!:., who are debtor or creditor
to

guardian or ward, or had formed or
expressed opinlons, or who had
been convicted of an infawous
crime—all of which are subjeets of
challenge . by express territorial
statute.  This caugot for a moment
be admitied to be the datent or
eflect of the act. So far as the Aot
of Congress prescribes a new quali-
fleation, or so far as it covers and
embraces a qualification of the
same kind as any contained Iin the
territorial lnws, it su and
Thus itaddsa
that the juror
able to readand write the
(English language 2. #t wuthorizes

controls the latter.
new qualilicatiyn
must

Bu
tw 1:10:[‘13 mg:vlu of the
te rllllj‘ tt; ::f.m he' sabject of
ownership o @ property. is
pot embreced ia the Aaq..-ad‘!io-
thing in the Act is inconsistent
with the territorial law on that
subject, and the latter must be
held to be in force. It results that
the Uvart orred
challenge of Mr. '
4. Mr. James Lowe wasalso cal-
led as a juror, and being examined

as to his qualifications, testified
follows \c "

Plalotif™—Do you khowanythi
about this case? A, I do; hal:'ge
heard it spoken of.
Q. From what you have heard,
havzéiou formed or expressed an
[} i opinion? _A, Ve,
la mh h-h;‘vh E‘ngatad
£ be the fuots? A. No, I ve not ;
[ don't know anything about- it

only what was spoken of
streets, and read nbn: in ?l:a.;:

pers.

hq. 'l‘l:;ot; the wou you formed
AN opinion t -

mor? A. Yes, sir. i sade

=
SR

qualified by wh A
ve you suy or preju-

Q-
dice for or ,elther
png.j?? A. ?o, ll';r. .::" of the
8 thaera. nravant
v.adlc&: No, sir. .
ve you any busivess yela-
with ﬁthﬂ“ﬂ the parties?
A. I guess not; I don’t ' of

any. i
and course) on & You reside in town? A, Yn:
may sir. <4 31 1E)/ . .
{ . DI you fn" Au ? A
i @nd pre- w&;.u-. ’ & w._t’ 1872 A.

sented? If so, who, beyond the
narrow  cirdle of the ring,
1 J¢ a work Th his law

Writers and compllers of law books
b men whese abiliyy, in-

-

are of the highest type, and al

gother beyond question, a posi n

ﬂ-m

which is In 0o wise widely
- seded to the late Chief Justice of

2 b
d

n.uldltln '

‘add lcapartiality | gir.

-

- e e o | #dor expres
Few Nork 1 ' its h 1 team | onor beliel @to
spddenlyy June with AVerage | ootinn. Th allegfe wa¥denli

or in relation of

- tifl, and §t is nong the less ¢o &

T LT T e
& jurer who bas becu a resldent ofy d it
six months, thus rseding the of his own motlves may state

denying the]Tn
e -

imony? A. It would.

fendant challeng®
the sixth sa
section of the code,;

challenge wliere the

and the jurof swarna in the cause.
We can gee no reassn for disallow-
ing this ehallenge. The juror says
empheatically tbat he has formed
an uniualitied vpinion, and though
in one guswer he says he thinks he
could render an fmpurtial verdict,
in

Ination he

R |
repeaty that he had

—— - - ——— i o;ntj?‘.j a:.l‘ul l t:iiﬁ\l ;Dlllli():,“lgld

’ w 3 3

SUPREME COURT DECISION.[removed by testimony. 'fo o jurcr
N S — ""“’-‘.hn..rrrmu#r_ erits ol
w_o‘::::o:.pl.tnuﬂ sy \uu- a case, the lawgJuslly ipterposes

the right'ol a challeng®!' 'The law

inlengds d it Is the urties'dr ht
tl}lli.ﬁﬁ*gllu 1 Lo th
and whose minds are not embar-
rassed'w rith-angaaliled preconcelv-

ed oplnjong of the case, Nor is it
material uppn what ,%la epinions
are founded, whetlier p&n’%or
or fact. [t #s the unbiased state of

mind that is requisite, so ailo ea-
able the jurar with candor and im-
partiality,tg decide upon therights
of litigants submitfed to his con-
sideration.

It is suggested that the defend-
ants did not make use of their per-
emptory echallenges, and as they
might have challuulﬂ:q these jurors
pzremptorty and ditl het, the ob-
jection should be regarded as
walved, aud the error as not preja-
dicial. If the doetrine thus stated
were to be regarded as correct, of
which we mre not satisfied, still it
would not work a cure of the error;
for it appears that the defendants
exerel two peremptory challen-
ges aul could not therefore have
had but owne left, while two incom-
petent jurors were sworn. Hut it
should be further observed that
while it appears thal the  defend-
ants nsed two peremptory challen-
ges, it does not affirmatively appear
that they tid not use more, nor
that all their challenges were not
exhausted. When error appears
upen the regord, to avoid. its eflects
resort canneét e had to presump
tion, but can only be removed by
matter sffirmatively shown by the
recont. Wae think the challenges
were erronq:msl,r denied.  _

5. The plaintiff, being a witness
in her owa behalf, was asked ou
cruss - examipation this question:
“Were you not convicted at this
time of keeping & heuse of prostitu-
tion, on this 29th of August, 18722
An objection to the question was
sustained by the Court, which is
a for orror. The fact sought
to be eliciled, as implied by the
question, was immaterial to the
issue; and bad it been material,
could only be proved by the pro-
dugtion of §he record ofhco::'ﬂcl. on.
Dou , howewer,: the fuestion
was mﬁﬂm aview to dis jamge
the Wltlif mll;:‘t aflect jﬁ:n?lmdl 1-
1ty 2 'm“n atitude
Fnﬁ?,@ ISwed in" cress-examipa-
tion of a witness with a view to as-
| certaitt the of relance to
‘bepldce 0 & witdess’s testimo-
ny;bmt it is well settled that a wit-

0 P b Ry Yo g

an o
quiry to disgrace .a witness unless
theevidende is material to the issue
being tried. Lohman vs.tle People,
1 Comstocky 879; G- W. Turnpike

J vss Lioomls, 32 N. Y., 127.
The Courty In its ciscretion, may

dis questions to be
e v

butwh ay are irrelayant

B, Thi e Ve Bitelarn 1 Car

. dn va. JArr
& ,Si,lﬂm,lslaglﬁh'.-mh is
stat

to be that *‘in practice &e
estions to rade the
by the discre-
udge in each

tion'of the learn '1!h
ere was ne

particular case.”
error in excluding the questien.

6. Wil Hyde, one of the de-
fendants, being a withess, was ask-
ed by defendants’ counsel: “‘State
what mofive you had, if any other
than (o cbey the wuit, in doing the
sct complained of in- this ease at
mmercia et, when

F’a. 41 ereis el, w
n your‘ﬂ‘n’m-.g hg‘?ao‘:i?t:t:
an
will

|
street

-whether:at thattime you

- : nst the plaintiff.’”?
&h‘qﬁbu pla ~abject
and the Court sustained the objec-
tion. Omne of the issues of the case
was the mallce of the defendants.
The witness, as defendanf, wWas

chapged with maliciously and wan-

ed

plaintiff It was incumbent upon

the Lo prove, and Lhe right
of & : dant th' t?'hlt
the" mwm dog: maliclously,

in issue, he may teslifly to it him-
gelf, If he should'say his motives
were mmlicious, it would properly
inure to the advintage of the plain-

as a fact that which no other wit.
ness can directly and eategoricall

deny, but the weight of the testi-
mony & for the jury to determine.

Thia on. bhas
d.cldgd'ﬁ-"xev York ana Ohio.

Lown vs..Hunter, 30 N. Y., 625
gﬂﬂf T 8.0 Rt
‘the former case eboom, J,
giving the opinion of the Court of
Appeals, and spu.klnﬁ-of several
cases previously decided embracing
the same prineciple, says: “These

cases go very far to establish the
gene wl,nﬂflo thgt where the
motive of 8 mess fn pérformin

cular declaration becomes material
such issue, he

ant li ku

| b ‘swotn T’d o i
M I;E go 1minished
credit te which his testimony may
be entitled as coming from the
mouth of an interes witness.™
We are of the opinjon that the

€re d
3 m?g:'. properan thﬂthq

7. It appears from: the record that
the court ohu'sod the Jury, “that
eter C ohn

Wm. e

the defendan

D. T. MecAll [y

Charles Crow, have admfitted

fourteen of thelr answers in

o v
escape |

must show that t

an
or

tonly destroying the goods of the rig

Where the molive of a party is thus |

n directly so | stru

a particular act or making a parti- |,

A
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Brown, 22 Cal. 671; and Stiles vs.
(‘nﬂ\!lﬂ(‘-kl_ g
on

P}'ﬂ s !l?u
tually proved,

was refused and the refusal is as-
gigoed for error. An examination
of the answers shews that the de-

nials of valuc were simply a de

of Une?vniu% , 38,457, wi

any words of denial as to any less
“that the vaiue

a dinmond ring was specll‘walrdv
ut in issue. Under rules of plea
wiz Wke gugomipat Lie 1e g 10§ tb

Supreme Court of California that a

denial of value, or of damage in th
precise  amount ‘mleg-eﬂ%o%
more, raises no issue. Houston vs.
F. &.0. (LT, R Co, 48.’5 ((_:all., 550;
Higgina va Mortel, 1 al., 380;
l’aflgeraou vs. Ely, 19 Cal,, 28, -"ﬁlo;
ease of Hduston va. T. & C. C. T. R,
Co. was an action ?lregt;)Jt iln wel;lg?t:.
. were a n 1
&:naggldollm and the defend-
ants denjed in these words: <“Th
H that ntiff’” has suffered
eﬁ.ln eﬁum_orrel 3!. hun-
dréd dollars.” No proof of damages
was given, and tEo- lslnutrll.faq
udgment for $800. n appeal to
Lhe Supreme Court said: “*No proof
of damages was required as no issue
was made on that point, A denial
that the plaintiff’ bas suffered dam-
a in the exact sum claimed by
him is (nsuffcient.”” There was no
error in refusiog the instruction.

9. The Instruetion of the Cowtlo|

the effect that the warrant issued b

Clinton to McAllister was no justi-
fication for the destruction of the
property was correct. The suppos-
ed writ was veid on its face. 1L di-
recied the destruction of praperty
which was not suthdrized by any
valld law or ordinance, The de-
claration of magna charta incor-
Fomted as part of ths fundamental
aw of the fand by the sixth article
of amendment to the Constifulion,
that ““no persom shanll be ‘deprived
of life, liberty or property without
due process of law,” was clearly
violated. Baying wothing of the
right under proper statutes and due
modes of adjudication to destroy
the immediate Instruments and

devices of ambling, the ri-
vate household goods of a crim-
Inal  eannot ie ‘deemed to

be affected by the crimes or mis-
conduct of thelr owner, and erimin-
als as well as honest men are en-
titled to the protection of the law
in their rights of person and pro-
perty.

10. It is suggested 1hat the de-
fendants cannot have been preiu-
diced by the errors referred to, and
therefore the verdict should not be
disturbed; but we do not know
and ¢annot ascertain from the rec-
ord that the errors are not prejudi-
cial, for the record nowhere shows
that the evidence contained in the
statement was all the evidence in-
troduced in the trial. When error
intervenes it follows that there is
prejudice unless the contrary Is aiso
shown from the record. !

We have thusd adverted to those
questions presented by the record
most likely to be of importance on
a re-trial of the ecause; and for the
arrors referred to Lthe judgment is
mnm, the verdict set aside and

L]

cause remanded for trial de

s

Dissonting Opinion, |
In the Supremae Court of Utah Territ
Jun¢ Tenm, 1875, Kih
ConA ComwAy, )
Respondent'
| va
JETER CULINTON ot f
al Appellants.
Appesl from Third Disteict Court.
lugaom“oﬁnl s &I‘::enﬁce,unde:hemd the fellow-
on
th:not?;rt. g from = meajcrity of
y opinion jast road, It is Hield thst
the Conrt helow'l:omlnluud l'o'tu- errors,

for which its judgment shoukl be reversed.
Two of @rrors have reference to
he

cT to jnrfmmsmwdl and Lowe,
"“""!35' o was not In my
opinion gh apd the Court committed
no error overruling it. The juryman
had no definite opinion and not suen opln-
lon as he orany one would mct upon in
the usual affairs of Jife. Peoplovs. Rey
nolds 16 Cal. 1288. The other challen
(the one to Crowell) may be good. Bntﬁ
wa consider both of Lhese ¢

+ | yot the defendants walved all thelr objec-

to these jarymen by not trying to
plear of them by peremplory chll:ng ge.
he Record does not show that appellants
had exhausted their mplory chal-
len and until they do this ve no
t to compluin. Graham & Waterman

on New Tria

ol -&Im Whitaker vs. {.:nr«-

State, 0, No. 420,
a party may waive more than ln'a erimi-
nal care.

A third error is sald to be the refusal of
the Court below tu allow witness [Tyde to
i S Rt
any ma estro; .
can not see that this mfn‘ul was Inpfgper.
Hyde had admitiod that he had done the
acts complained of, then If such scts of
destrucllon be not lawfol, the law canclu-
sively presumes malice. (1 Grecaleaf on
baings i, 170 had B0 TIgHS tostote

u o no
he hid n:'mlnca. et . S

The other an‘l last error referved to, Is
that the first iustruction givea on behalf
of the respon-lent was w . t in-
ction read. as follows; * t the de-
fendants Jeter Clinton, John D. T. McAl
lister, Willlagr Hyde and Charles Crow,
bave admitied, by thelr answers In this

issue in a cause, or reflects import- | this

*i‘*
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Summer Shades in All Col
=l ““ATdl as-

ors, all widths, A 1

cenis
yard._

sﬁgd“e'

‘at TEASDEL'S.

pu—————
P

Prints, Prints, Prints:
Remnants .63 cents per
yard; Dress Styles, 75 cents
per yard and upwards, at

- TEASDEL'S.

——

Anetherarrival of Gents’
Clothing, Boots and Shoes,
ete, ete.~ Call and ex-
amine at

L

— e

BOOTS and SHOES of|
the celebrated BENEDICT |

HALL & Co, NEW YORK,

in Stock. Each pair bear-
ing their Stamp is guar-
anteed. To be plrchgsqd

t
- TEASDEL'S

]
L ]

Known by ‘all as the
RELIABLE, STANDARD

you may purchase all yeu

well-known reputation for
kind attention to poor and
rich alike is proverbial.

\

|

Remember, ,
. TEASDELS.
EAGLE HOUSE,
Opposite Salt Lake House.

ﬂm New .tB;l&h'J

10'20 cents por|

TEASDEL'S. |

Manufacture always kept|

HOUSE for Staple and Fan-|
cy Family Supplies, where

need’ in_one house. The|

i drin
y

e ok i
R YR
ry i

F{ :‘-

Fa&uORcryY,
PR RS
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2B Having just received a Iarg}a line of ’1
-  WHITE GOODS!

Imported by us Direct from the MANUFACTORIES
in . EUROPE, we are enabled to offer, at Much Lowcr'
Priees than Usual, our Large and Choice Assortmeint of

Embracing Plain aﬁﬁ"‘i Plaid Ori;z;:aihdics'}:wiéé,f [*‘re_ixir'h

Cambric, Jaconet, Bishops" Lawn, T.hck-' Muskins,
Viectoria LaWﬂ‘f'.ﬂ!iﬂFWk_}mg Cﬂqmlgm, Ta rlatans,
Striped Vietoria® Lawns, aid | a_nd%oks.’ fChﬂf*k
Jaconets, Lace Stripé'Eawn, Cliéck-and Stripe Nain-
sooks, Dotted Swiss; Irish Linens, Colored: Lincns,
Colered Linen Lawas; Brown Suiting Linens, Boys’
Stripe  Linens, Twill Linens, Linen Ducks, Mar-
seilles, Piques aad Linen Diapersi='- =" .. =0 -

o g - | g
_ ' S SK B

]

-

= e = B . & 7 3
Te make room  for ~eur Fall [mpo'rtat§01|s - our

 HOUSEHOLD GOODS!
have been Reduced”in ‘Prices TMM ENSELY, they
embrace: o xo hog I ¥ |
White and Colored. Toilet Quil

ts, Linen Sheetings and -
Pillow-casing; Bleached, Brown and Turkey Dam-
asks and Napkins; Bleached, Brown, and Stripe
Turkish Towels; Huck and Damask Towels;
Nottingham Laces; Nottingham & Tam- .
- bour Lace Curiiis; Piano Covers,
. and Damask Table. Cioths,

Ty

I -

—Stad

Carpets! Carpets! |

NOTICE.

OTICE is hereby given to James M.
Hardie, that the Utah Southern Railroad
Company; on_ibe 2ith day of June, A. D.
1875, flled- & petition in the Probate Court
of Ealt Lake County, Teeritory of Uluk;
the obiject thereof is to have a certain plece
of land mmw:w cungemed fer
Railroad purposes,for sald Company; sald
land s0 sought to be condemned and appro-
priated is bounded and described as follows,
to wit: Beginning at the north-east corper
ot lot No. one, block No. eighty, plot A, Salt
Lake Oity survey; thened rods,
thenco west ten (10) ‘rods, thence”north

the place of heginning, 4n the County of
Sa't Lake, Territory of Utab, .
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twelve (12) rods, thence east ten (10) fods to!

Bail petition will be heard, by order of)
sald (_:c_m-t.'.nt-_lo o'ahi-kf l.all;.. un ‘.lhe t.htuli:r
day of August, A. D. 1975, at the County
Court House of Salt Lake Ccunty, Térri-
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Pproduction of our company. After
experimenting for fifteen years to
construct a machine upon the ‘ro-
tary’ hook principle; we offer to

struction, ease of operation and above

management; guietness of move- B industries,’ d e |

ment and. durability, are beyend | proved invention, confident that O
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: On the easieat possible terms
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construeted upon: ihe sawe princi-
pleas the No. 6. It is capabile of
higher rate of speed fhan shuttle
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than any machine héretofore used | {RIN
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By "a simple ‘of the

presser foot it ean be used for all

kinds of Family Sewing-or Dress-

making. Like the No, 6, it will Fhol) sy s BIEACR ¢ ‘
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FOR SALE.

A li_lﬁbpr of Shares of (he
pital Stock of the Utah
pany Sy gyors )
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. For particulars, apply to
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