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sabseribed Capital,
“ald Up Capltal,
HEBER J. @RANT, Prevident,
JAMES BHARP, ¥iee- Presidepl,
LLIAS 4. SMITH, Seey. and Treas
DIRECTORN.
tHenry Dinwoodey, John Menry Bm.lik
GROTEe nay, | John O, Cutler,
Thos. 3. Webbaur David Eoccles,
P. T. Farnsworth,
H, J. GRANT & CO., Agenis.
Ofiess 40 East Temple Si., Sali Laks Cily.

D0 000
$100,000
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Directions ao-
it is full weight

Ask your grocer for

LY

Is the Old Reliable Concentrated Lye for

FAMILY BOAP MAKING.
each can for making Hard, Seft

et SBoap quickly.

snd strength.

i
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BAPONIFIER, and take no other,

FENN’A SALT MANUF'@ CO., Philadelphia.

com

wnd

SAPONIFIER

NOW — THE TIME TO BPECU-

LATE-.

CTIVE FLUCTATIONS IN THERE
Market offer opportunities to specu-
stors to make money In Grain, Stocks
Nonds and Pstroleum. Pron‘!-»t I‘m‘d
attention given to orders recelved by wire
ot mall. Correspondence solicited. Fall
information about the markets on our Book,
which will be furwarded fres on application.
H. D. KTLE, Baaker and Breker,

23 Broad and 34 New Sta., New York Oity.
dkw

SALT LAXKE

[RON, LINE & ROCK C0.

F. A, PASCOE, SOLE AGENT.

Ufiee and Depot: .lLH W Second South St.
Isvilns : Northeast of Drain's Brickyard,

Quality Unequaled, and at

PRICES A5 LOW AS THE 'LOWEST !

Building Reck a Specialtly.

Guardian Sale of Real Estate.

ANTOTICE 1S HEREDRY
in pursuance of anorder of the Pro-
bate Court of Iron Connty, Utah Territory,
made on the Lith day of May, A.D. 1897
In the matter of the Estate and Guardan-
ship of Joseph Clavton Mitehell, a minor,
the andersigned, William C. Mitchell, guar-
ilian of the person and estate of Joseph
Clayton Mitchell, will sell by private sale,
to the highest lindder, lawlul money of the
United States of America, and subject to
the confirmation by said Probate Court, on
. Mednesday, the Sth day of June, A.13,, 1557,
at 12 o'clock m., at the ofice of N. W, Clay-
ton, No. 558 Main Street, Salt Lake City,
salt Lake County, Utah Territory, all the
right, Litle, interest, and gstate of the said
Joseph Clayton Mitchell, 1n and to all those
certain lots or parcels of land, sitasnte,
Iving and being in tLe said city and county
aof Salt Lake, and Territory of Utah, de-
seriled as follows, to-wit:
of lot four (4) in block fifty-six (56), plot
*[B' Salt Lake City survey, containing onse
hundred (100) square rods ; also lots one and
two, in hlock oné hundred and twenty-nine
(129) plot *D*" Sult Lake City survey, con
taining two hundred (200) square rods,
All lads must be in writing and submitted
before the aaid S$th day of June.
WILLIAM . MITCHELL,
t.uardian of the Person and Estate of
Joseph Clayvton Matchell.

GRANT BROS. CO.,

-

he soulh hall

did

LIVERY, FEED AND SALE
STABILICS,

24 &£ 26 East,2d South 8t.,
SALT LAKE CITY.

A Large Assoriment of

DOUBLE AND SINGLE VEHICLES,

SADDLE HORSES, Etc., Eto.
I Specidl attentionto FUNERALR
nd EXCD"‘ES!ONS.
GRANT BROS. & CO.,
™ 2 2 E Beosad Beuth M
sy Telsmbens L

Ee aBLISHED A4 EATABLISHED 1860

JOSEPH E. TAYLOR,

Pioneer Undertaker of Ulah

ETALLIG, WOOV ING GLOTH COVER::
COFFINSIND  CASKETS.

full lines of COFFIN FURNISHING»
kept congtantly on hand.

fol:slon ud_Telumh Orders prompt

v 8l
Bodiea preservad in their matural eo»

tition, without extra charge.

a OPEN DAY AND NIGHOT.
factory and Ware Reoms, No. 203 F
Firvt South Siree!,

Oue and a half blocks Kast of Theawre
Talepghene Neo. 70.
A Seximy’y Hios 1o same Wl

‘Utah Central Railway.

GIVEN, THAT[

Browery mear U.C.E.&. § B.4.B.6. Depots,
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAR

P. O. Box 1043. Telephone 294,

We are now ared to promptly asupply
the poilbe with Heg and Boutled er of &
Surertor quality, al popular prices.

Cisy Depet 181, Hala 8L Teliphoaeo, 173.

A. FISHER BREWING CO.

STEP IN AT THE .

"PARACGCOIN"

&3 Ome door West of the old
COUNCIL HOUSE.

THE CHEAPEST, DBEST AND

QUICKEST

Boot and Shoe Repairing

IN THE CITY.

DONE WHILE YOU WAIT.

PH WM. TAYLO &

JOSE

L.

Undertaner, Funeral Oirector and
Embalmer.

A Mal line of Fine Cloth, Metallin an
Tedwsond Coflips a2nd Caskets. Air-tiga
hak CUnse’d and Caskeps.,

A compléete stock of Darial Rohes and U
iertakers' Goods of every deseription ke
onstantly on hond,

Biack or While Hearsos.

Badies preserved without
sugtin of time.

Particenlar atwent!yn given to ambalming
ah.nep;un and are of bodies.

mbalr in _ and silipping a specialty.

Lots anae graves furnis in any c&n
tery in tha eity.

All urd 778 by tetegranh or telephone, 16 ?
rnight, il swaive prompt 82 ention.

Prives lov ».ad terms renscnable,

Ofice Nover Closed. Telcphene No. 351

23 8. West Temple Strect.

Soldiers, Attention!

LL SOLDIERS ENTITLED TO FPFEN-
BION, INCREASE, COMMUTATION
KESTORATION, or to Arrears of Pay and
Beunty, (orrection of M ster, Eemoval of
Charge of Desertion or to & duplicate 1is-
char, can have their CLAIMS PROMPT -
LY ﬁl "ENDED TO, by addresalng the un-
dersigned

Epocial Atrention will be given to CLAIAS
OF WIDOWS AND MOTHERS AND RE-
JECTED CLATMS with merit, and especially
when ncw erideore cao be furnished.
Speciaity made of INCREASKE,

BOUNTY LAND DUE TO EOLDIERS o
the Old Wars xnd Three Months’ Extra Pay,
and PAaY FOR HORMNEN turned over
to the Gavernment during the lnat war, can
sull be collected,

The Addicas and Serviees
Hexican boldiera Wanted,
The undersigned has had 14 yeara' ex

rienca in u?rVEaNHE‘HT CLAIMS AT
£ E NATIONAL CAPITAL., Address

BELVA L LOCKWSED & (0.,
§19 ¥ Siress N. W, Washington, D. C.

Cash'i

I

ice for nny

el Old

1GHEST
kinds of

RAGS,
bunny and Burlap Sacks,
PAPER,
Old Iron, Brass, Bottles,

RIOKEN GLASS AND RUDBED.

THLEPHONEK TO No. 520,
vnd delivery wagon will eall at vour place
A business or resudence and pay you the

Mighest Price fur cvery tlang intheabove
itne.

B. GOODWIN,
WARCHOUSE. NO. 242 W.. FIRST SDNTH ST

GEO., SAVILLE

—_— AT —

No. 21 E., Second South St.,
EERPS ON HAND
The Best and Cheapest

—— ABSORTMENT OF —

HEN’S BOOT:: AND SHOES

IN SALT LAKE CITY,
ALL HIS OWN MAKE.

PRICE PAID BOR ALl

LOOK AT 2 & 25 TR R
M m's CALF and KIP BOOTS, hand made,
from §3.00 npwards. All Full Stock,
¥en’s CALF and K1P SHOES, from 83.00 ap.
Ful' Stock.
ga 1 mnlen Specialty of REPAIRING,

¢ LOWEST PRICES.
=o'emng and [leeling Men's Boots and
“hoes, from T73¢is. up. O her Hepatring

--funll_\' cheap. All werk gu wanted First
( lass, and with dispatch. dif

LEGAL NOTICOE.

In the Probate Court in and for Salt Lake
CUounty, Territory of Utah.

In the matter of the Estate of Jacoh
Jensen, Decensed.

Order appointing time and place for settio-
ment of inal acconnt and to hear
petition for distribulion.

()N READING AND FILING THE PE-

tition of Christian Jensen and Diniel
McRae, Executors of the last will of Jaconb
Jensen, deceased, setting forth that they
have flled their final account of thewy
sdministration upon sald estate in this
Court; that sll the debts have been fully
paid, and that a portion of said estate ro-
maina to be divided among the hewrz of suid
deceased, and praying nmong other things
for an order allowing said final scegunt and
of distribution of the residue of sald eatate
among the persons entitled,

It is ordered that all persons interested in
the estate of the "said Jacol Jensen,
deceased, be and appear before the Probate
Court of the County of SBalt Lake, at the
Court Room of saii’ Courl, in the County
('ourt House, on the ‘Z.Srti day of Jnne,
887, a1 o' clock a. m., then and there to
show canse why an order allowing said final
account and of distribution shoald not be
made of the residue of sail estate among
the heira and devisees of the said Jacol
Jensen, deceased, according to law.

It is fordher orderéd that the clerk cause
cnfma of this ordor to be posted in three

ublic places in Salt Lake Cennty and puli-

ished in the DESERET KVENING NEWS, &
newspaper printed and ecirculuted 1 Salt
Lake County,three wecks successively prier
to said 23rd day of June, 1837,

ELIAS A. BMITII,
Probate Judge.
Dated May 21st, 1887.

Territory of Utah B
Crmr’i:ly ot Salt Lake, | **

I, Johm C. Cutler, Clerk of the FProbate
Court in and for the County of Balt Lake, in
the Territory of Utah, do hereby certify that
the foregoing is a full, true and correct enrly
of order appniaunf time and place for the
settlement of final account and for dis-
tribution in the matter of the Estate of
Jacob Jemsen, as appears of record in my
oflice.

In witness whereo!f, I have
hereunto set my hand and
afixed the seal of sald
Cow thia 2lst day of
May, . D. 1887,

JOHN C. CUTLER
Probate Clerk.

[sEAL)

' -
NEW TIME CARD, APRIL 1, 1887.
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PASSENGER TRAINS LEAVE SALT LAKE DAILY

Going North.
Bhcssssersensses 5.00 A.m.
issssasnIsTasanay €00 p.m-

Juab
Milford

A8 FOLLOWS:

. Going South.
W.‘ “"....v.’o. .ll..'m “
» .......u-.-.....w -m.

8@ Passenger Trains Arrive in Salt Lake, daily as follows:

From Norih.

“Dn--c.ll.o-ot-..- 7“ m. M h.F_
LELY I.lt'.lll’.’ tl&'w 4

From
Bliccrciennnsinnes B.40
A L R R L R Y M

! LN

MOST PERFECT MADE
A&%ﬁiﬁ&%}m - &‘r&%ﬁwm‘?ﬁ

Lemon, deliotously.

iment has many Lot
tiras, and we eantion the Pnblio’
that tgyo Tracte Mark “H. H. H.”
every Pottle before porchasing, 1
:jw whore for 00 cents
Silo, .

on
¥or sale
00 per

11, . MOORE & SON,
For Sale by all Druggists.

GED. M. & JOHN M. GANNON

[AVE OPENED A

REALESTATE, LOAN

Collection Agency,

AT

No. 39 MAIN STREET,

Two doorassouthof Z.C. M. I,

Launds for Sale,
[Houses for Rent,
Money to_Loan.

Collections made and proceeds promptly
forwarded. Legal papers carefully deawn.
ca-Eximmmation of Titlea a Speclalty.
Motio Modernte (Oharges.—Falr
et lelinkhiy.
Bo. 10 Main N1, Salt Lake Clvy.

P

GRACFENBERG
ATHOLICON

H

Ut
tn infaliible remedy fos
all FEMALECOMPLAIRTS
WEAKNESS, NER-
YOUSNESN, and GENERAL
DEBILITY. This remark-
abio preparaiion is the only

'mres

relinble remedy for the dis-
iressing diseases of women.

“old by Druggists.

PRICE $1.50 PER BOTTLE.

Many leading Physiclans are using
this Mcdicine In thelr practice.

CRAEFENBERC

CHILDREN'S  PANACEA.

Best Mediclne for Children. B60-cente
per bettle.

GRAEFENBERGCO,
111 Chambers §t.. N. Y.

CENTRAL BRANCH HOUSE

STUNEBAKER BR'S

M¥FG. CO.,

- ——BUILDERS OF—

INE CARRIAGES,

BUGEIES & SPRING WAGONS,

FARM, FREIGHT,

Ore and Traveling Wagons.

Fine Harness a Specialty.

. ALSO REPRESENTING
J. 1.. Case Threshing Machines,
© Bteam Engines, Saw Mills
and IHorse Powers,
MoCormick Steel Harvesters,
. and Twine Bindars,
Mowers and Reapers,
South Bend Chilled Plows,
Welr Steel Plows, S
Hollingsworth Hay Raltes,
MACHINE l!!’ll’.

-

"}1aw to refer that question to the court

EVENING NEWS.

Friday, - * - Jusme (e, 1887,

AGAINST THE BONDSMEN.

The Sult against H. 8. Eldredge
and F. Armstrong.

In the Territorial Supreme Court on
June Uth, Judge Boreman delivered
the opinion of the court in the suit for
$10,000, on the last bond given for the
appearance of President Geo. Q. Can-
non, &3 follows:

The principal facts in tbe caseare
the same a8 in case No. 6,699 hereto-
fore declded at the last January ter,
except as to the Lime of the alleged un-
lawful cohabitation, and except that
in this case, two prosecutions, instead
of one, are pleaded,

The Lwo prosecutions thus pleaded
in defense in thia action are the indict-
ment of the 24th of March, 1885, and
the prosecution in which the nuder-
taking swed on in case No. 6,09 was
given. Both of those cases, asin the

reisent one,were for unlawiul cobabi-

tion.

1t is contended that unlawiul cohabi-
tation is one continuous offense, and
that 1t cannot be divided Into two or
more Offenses, and that the present
prosecution 1s pot the one on which
the accused could bave been held. I
will be proper [or us, therefore, first
to examine whether the prosecution in
which the uodertaking berein sued on
was given, comld or could not uave.
heen Lhe proper one.

The Supreme Court of the United
States has lately decided In the case
of ex parte vs, Lorenzo Snow, not jet
reported, that unlawifol cohabitation
Is & continuous offense, vel that an jn-
diectment for that erime would not
preclude another prosecation for the
same offense committed at a time sub-
scquent Lo the finding of sach indict-
ment. The cohabitation in the pres-
=ntcase is alleged to have been cow-
mitted 8t a tiwe subscquent to the
indictment of the 241th of March, 1588,
and as 4 consequence Lhat indictment
waould be no bar to the prosecution,on
whico the nodertaking berein sued on
was given, and cannot be pleaded as a
defense in this action.

With the indicument of the 241k of
March, 1885, climinated from tuc case
before us, there remains for our con-
sideration the questin whelher the
other presecution, the ome on which
the unmdertaking sued on in case No.
6,009 was given, i8 a bar L0 the present
action.

The complaint for the arrest of the
accused in that case,and the complainy |
in the present one, were tiled before
the Commissloper on the same day,
tut the one represcnted by case No.
6,089, was prior in time.

The warrants were issued on the
sume day; the accused was brought
before the Commissioner on the same
day on both warrants, and the under-
hukinu:s in both cages were on Lhe same

ay. ?
T'hie appellants, the sureties on the
undertakng herein sued on, claim that
if they had surrendered the accused,or
il he had .appeared st Lhe time ap-
pointesd, he would have been entitled
Lo his immediate discharge from cus-
Ledy; that since the institution of this
actlon, tbhe Supreme Court of the
United States haviag decided that there
could be but oue prosgecution fur this
offense, therefore the kolding of the
accused on the charge in this case was
unlawlul apd void, and hence that the
holding of the sureties on the under-
taking is uplawful and void.

The Supreme Court of the United
sStates did not decide that there could
ne but oue prosecution lustityted, nor
could that idea Fave been intended te
be conveyed, It would bave been con-
wrary to the gettled doctrioe.

1t i% not infrequent that 8 second or
even a third indwctiment 18 found for
the same offense, but on one alone 18
the party tried, and the others are dis-
miased, In all such cases there can be
but ene judgment, of either coaviction
or acqaitial; and aoy such judgweut
¢an be pleaded lu bar of suy other
prosecuslon for the same offense. But
nere the accused npsd pot been con-
victed or acquitted oun the charge
pleaded at bar, nor on auy other
churge for the offenss of nalawiul co-
nabitation., The defense set up by
the sareties is one that the accused
himsell could not have availed him-
self of, in his defense on the charge
upon which this case is based, much
less then, it would seem,could his sar-
eties do so.

The doctrine cf the Supreme Court
of the United States, as set forth inthe
case of ex parte Lorenzo Snow, above
referred to when applied to this case,
is that for the timz between the flod-
ings of the indictment of the 24th of
March, 18856, and the date of the com-
plaints before the commiss oncr, to
wit,the 16th day of February, 1856,
there could be but one conviction; ana
not that the pendency of one indict-
ment or prosecution was a defensc toa
trial, or conviction upoa another for
the same offense. 1tis & well settled
rule of law that the pendepcy of one
indictment I8 no bar to the trial or con-
viction on a second or Fubsequent In-
dictment for the same offense. 1 Chit-
ty's Crim. Law, 447, Com, vs. Marray.
1l Cash., 472, Wharton’s Crim. I'l.,
472, United States vs. Herbert, o
Cranch. C. Cr.,87. EKalloch vs. Su-
perior Court, 66 Cal., 236, |1 Archbold’s
Com. Pleadings, 110-111.

The pendency of the former prose-
cution, that represented by case No.
6,009, would not preclude the prosecu-
tion in this case. Had the former
prosecution been carried forward to
trial and judgment, it eould have been
pleaded at the bar of the action in
which the undertaking herein sued on
was given, and also of this actioz. But
as the accused did not appesar, and was
sarrendered, there could be no trial
or judgment. One prosecution for
the time snbsequent to the indictment
of March 24Lh 188), a3 we have seen,
was proper and legal. 7The proesecu-
tion in which the andertaking sued on
was given, was subsequent to that ia-
dictment, Its being subsequent would
not, therefore, It sBeems, render it in-
valid or lllegal. It might be legal.
I'ue pendency of the former prosecu-
tion being no defence to this action,
we are not in a position to say that the
present action s i'legal or un-
aathorized. It the accused could
have been prosecuted to judgment, the
bond to require him to appear was not
invalid. Had the accused appearsd al
the time appointed for the trial, he
could not have Iluterposed anv legal
objection to proceeding to triai in th:
case in which the undertaking herein
sued on was given; mnor could his
sarelles have made any such objection.
Besides, had he appeared then & pow
indictment might have been presented
against him, covering the whole lime
subsequent to the indiciment of the
24th of March, 1885, and by the under-
taking herein sued op, he was buund
to answer Lo it. He would not have
been entitled at least to be discharged
e debito jusiicie at that time. The ac-
cused should bhave appesared at the
time and his surety should have seen
that hé thus complied with the re-
quirements of the undertaking. They
weee to somr extent his jallors
and could have srrested and resTrained
him fo the extent necessary to
nroduce him at the appoloted Lime.
‘I‘hey failed Lo do their daty in not hav-
ing him there, and he falled toap
of his own will, ard the undertaking
was duly forfeited. They did not deny
then that he was liable Lo arrest, por
did be deny it. It would seem that
they are now estopped -from denyiog
that he was liable to arrest upon the
charge, to answer which the undertak
ing herein sued on was given. 2L. D
Raymend, 1535. 8 Tend. 481,

It was not for the accused nor for his
suretles to judge of the propriety or
necessity of bis attendapce at the time,
when it was the obvious policy of the

whither he was requ'red to repair. 1f,
to use the langnage of the supreme
court of New Jersey, he had appeared,
and there bhad been nothing sgainst
him, it might have been sufiicient cause
for the court to have discharged his
regognizance apd given him leave to
depart, but was not in itself such leave
= e ral binds te
recqognizance in gene

three particulars—First, to a to
answer either to a specified or
to such matiers as
¥écond, to stand to

of the court;

e

validity of it cannot be questioned
cither by proof that it was illegally
taken or that it was fraudulently taken.
(Cltation of authoritles).

It New York it is held that sureties
on an nnderukln&gl bail, in an action
against them r breach, cannot
question the llability of the principal
to arrest or imprisonment; that they
cannot defend upon the ground of the
iliegality of the arrest; they should
have moved for exoneration at the
proper time. (Authorities.)

Various other States hold the same
doctrine. The Supreme Court of the
United States has held in the case of
Beers vs. Haughton, 9 Pet. 329, that
where the accused woveld have been
entitled to his Immediate discharge i
he bhad bheen surrendered atthe ap-
poisted time, the sureties could plead
that fact in the bar, and thereon be
dizcharged trom Lheir reengnizanace,

Since the decision of the Supreme
Court of the United States, the Clrcuit
Court of the United States (9 circuit)
Judye Ficld presiding, held that whilst
the accused was terting the validity of
the indictment on the ground that it
statedd no offense, he might he admit-
tedgto bail, and if he were, the receg-
nizance wilch he would give would be
valid apd bindivg, although the indict-
meut itsell should subsequently be ad-
judged to e void, as cbargivg no of-
tense. (Authority).

The Circuit Court in the case last
named, said that *‘'the authority of the
court to pass upos the validity of Lhe
action of tbe grand jury, and over toe
defendant whilst this valldity 1s aoder
cousideration, is not an usurped au-
thority, but iz an authority esseotiul
1o the exercise of the general jurisdic-
tion with which the court is clothed
over all offensea cognizable under the
lawa of the Usnited States.” If the
doctrine contended for by the appel-
lants i8 correct, then to use the lan
guage of Judge Field sagain, In the
last named case, **1f Lhe court should
refuse to look ioto the jondicement and
10 piss upon 1ts validily the judges
wouild bhe justiy sepsurable lor neg-
lect of duty ; but if the coort detained
the defendant io custody whlist con-
sidering Its validily, toe Judges wounlid
bu: liable to sn action for fzise jm-
rr]son:uf'm I their nltimate decision
e Lbhat the indictiment was voud,
At the time that the accused in the
casce before us was required Lo appear,
the guestion was onder consideration
in the courts, although pot in this
case, whether apoplawfal cohabitation
was u continueus offense or whether
it could Dbe scgregated into two
or more offenses, and it Lhad not
then been held that it was one
offenseonly. In this case the point
bad not even been raised, n8r was 1t
ever raised by the accused at any time,
por by tha sureties themselves until
this action on the undertaking was in-
stituted. Thke principal might have
raised the question at the time of giv-
jog the bail, bot he made no such ob-
jection then, nor did he make any such
objection upon the trial, not baving
appeared for trial. The denial of his
liabllity to arrest was a privilege
which pelonged to bim to be made at
the proper time, and it did not belong
to bis soreties after the time bhad ex-
pired 10: an application for exonera-
tion for the surelies and after the bail
had become fixed. (Autheritics)—In
the cuse of Beers va. Ilaughton, above
referred to, there was po -~ gues-
tion pending &8 to the valdity
of tbe charge or of the arrest; there
was no question of doubt Lo be settled,
but the wccosed’s right to & discharge
from cpstody was abgoiute, clear sud
ungualitled. 1isd there becn any such
uhsettled gquestion, as in the present
case, It is manifest, that the court
would bave held that the accused waus
not entitled to his immediate dis-
charge had be becn surrendered or
had he appeared at the proper time,
The doctrioe of Beers vs. Haughkton
is grounded upon the idea that the
surrender of Lthe accused wounld have
been an Wlle ccremony, because he
would bave been lmmediately re-
leased rom custody, and tie bail
could plead that, as much as thay
cauld have pleaded the death of the
accused,. Duncan vs., Darst, 1 How.
308, Butthe deuth of the principal
conld not have been pleaded after the
buil was tixed. Daviitson vd. Tayler,
12 Wheat, 604, aud olkers,

Ho we 10 not see Lthal the doctrive ol
Beers va, Haughton is at all applicable
Lo the case at bar, for nothiag whatever
appears in this case to show that the
accused would have been entitled to
kis immediate discharge if he bad ap-
peured or been surrencdered. On the
contrary, he could have been held and
vricd upon the charge to epawer whicl
the undertakivg beérela saed on was
given.

There can be no doubt of this fact
The only ground that could have been
orged against his belng so held and
tried, would have becn that he had al-
ready been tried and convicted, or ac-
quitted
same offense. If such bad been the fact,
then cf course it could not have been
pleaded or urged. Toere is therefore no
ground nor reason for saying that the
undertaking herein sued on 18 a nollity.
The charge being valid, the undertak-
oz Lo answer tnereto Is walid. The
action upon the other nndertaking, the
oope sued on in case No. 6,690, above
referred to, as gone to judgmeat, but
such judgment was not Ipa.id nor other-
wise discharged, nor pleaded in de-
femse to this action, but that case I8
stitl contested and pending on sppeal
to the Supreme Court of the U’:umd
States, from the judgment therein.
With the present case in judgment
then, two Judgzments will exist against
the bail of the accused, on two sepa-
rate charges for lthe same offense. It
fa an anomolous situation, baut one ol
the accused’s and his sureties’ own
making; for this double responsibility
conld bhave been avoilded by the
accosed huving been produced
in court at the appoinled time.
Trial and jJodement upon ome ol
tbe charges or indictments wonld
thus have been rehashed, the accused
then counld not have been called to trial
apon L1e other, avd the undertaking
on the charge not tricd would never
bave been forfelted and the sureties
thereon-cnould pever have been held
llable. It 18 notthe province of the
accused mor of his surcties Lo dechde
upon which charge he should have
been prosecuted or held to answer,
That was a matter for the government
to declde, As a ronsequence, neither
the sccnsed nor his surelies can qnes-
Lion the valldity of either undertaking
for his appearance at the :ppointe&
time, The other guestion arixing in
the case, arose 1g a case belween
the same parties, decided at the
inst January term of this court, and
for our views thereon we refer to the
oploion filed in that case. We see no
reason for hulmnﬁ the nndertakine
herein sued on to be invalid; nor do
we gee any error of law in the case.
The judgmoent of the district court is
therefore affirmed. Zaove, C. J., con-
curg, Hendersoun, A. J., concurs,

It the suretles covld plead exonera-
tion from an undertaking by redason of
theexistence of the oLther, it ia possible
that 1t might have becn done in case
No 6,699, where it might have been
said, if aald at all, that the second ar-
rest tor ihe same offense should re-
legse the sureties on the first under-
taking (anthorities) vat of this we ex-
press no epinion. The question was
not raised on the former case; It ear-
*alnly cannot be raised in the present
oue,

Notice of an appecal was given, and
the two suits, cach for $10,000, will be
cgrried o tie Supreme Court of the
United States,

—— . — — — = e

Columbia, Pa . " wrant —For rheu-
matism aud wli Ollurpaing, St. Jacobs
)il I the best,

J. W. SIMPSON,
Pioneer Caleiminer,

%ﬂh AVE , O JEVORM mis
riends ko u fenqnl.ly t

he still carries on thupr-nlclm business,
at his old .!l$.mw.80¢ Temple
street, just west of Vallay House. All work
uiraa?: tnsz‘t:fnm will ol;;omo mpl
atien notory w teod.
Prices to suis the timesz and Dﬁ s0-
licited- dim

59 E., SECOND BOUTI STREET.

SPECTACLES & DYESLISSES NIBE T0 BHOER
THE STALLION

= Prince Richelien!

MAKE THE SEASON OF 1887

v ‘at the farm of A. W, Davia, one mile

PRINCE RICHELL .'-'Eml 7
7 : 3 . T

upon snother charge for the

- \f Codd

REGULATOR|

Unfailing Specific for Liver Disease,
SY"PTDMS‘ Bitter or bad taste in

o mouth; tongue conated
white or covered with a byvown fur; panin in
the back, sudes, or joints—ofllen mistaken
for Rheamatiam ; sour stomach ; loas of
mppetite: somctimes pausen and water
Lrash, or imdigestien;
eructations bowels nlternately costive
and lax ;. headache: loss of memory, with
A painful =ensntion of l.-.n'nn.:l:nl(n] to do
sometlinng whiteh ought to have been done;
debliity : low sprits; a thuek, yellow ap
peasance of the skin and eyes: a dry
cougli: fever: restlesspeéss; the nrine is
Aacanty and logh codored, and, if slleowed Lo
atmnd, deposit=s 2 sedinent,

SIMMONS LIVER REGULATOR

TR LY VEGHETARLE)

e Torpid Liver to s bhen thy aclion.
It aets with extraocdinary efleary on the
. v
KIDNEYS,
rvp BOWELS.
Mrinrie. Howel Compliaints,
I yspeprain, ek Headnohe,
Midnoy Liection . Jaundice,
Mentnl BDepression, Colie,

[ iVER.
An Elfecturl Specife for
[T -'Ipnlh;tl. Rilfairsinens,
Universally mlmutted o be

oy Chd*drea, for L:0alis, and for the

LB il A T1 FRILGIELPHN, P

s X Wl

("

ANOTHER SHIPMENT

Celebrated
Nudavene
Flakes.

— JUST ARRIVED AT —

(. K. BROOKS,

No. 26 First South St.

BUTERIORITY C7 JORALINI

one has new Leel

PlE

over hiern or wlnle
winonstrate * v over o yeara® expericnce
.I‘I-‘ mere darmide, niere piub
ortable, nnd NEVER EREANKS.

The hinmense sale of these Unrsels Is now

wwer 000 daly,

G, INUNe COTH

Boware of worlthleoss limitations boncd
yith variona kinda of wouel,

None #are genuine unless " Dr. War-
ner's Corallne " Is printed on juside

i the ste¢l cover. .

FOR SALE EV ALL LEADING MERCHANTN.

WARNER BROS.,

257 & 2 State Streel,
CHICAUD, I1LL,

SIX-CORD

ypocl Gotton

HHITE, BLACK AND COLORS,

FOR

land and MachineUse.

FOR SALE BY

W“C. M. I and its Branch
Slores,

STRAW HATS.

K

]

THE ONLY EXCLUSIVE HATTERS

fintulency and acid |

|
1

|
|

|
|

i

THE BEST FAMILY MEDICINE

D. M. OSBORNE & CO,

Are sagain to the Front with thelr

STIEIEIL.: EF"IT A M ¥

SI1I N LA RS

30,000 having been Sold during
the harvest of 1886.

10

Wo new present them to the Farmers of Utah and surrounding Territoriea
for the Harvest of 1887 as belng the most perfect Machine ever brought here,

Our No. 4 Mower and No. 8 Reaper, which have glven such universal satis-
faction, are improved and again to the front.

Thanking our patrons for past favors apd soliciting & continuation of the

| same, we invits them to call and examine the above Machinea at our Ware-
{a gonerallv uacd 10 fhe South 1o arousc | house Im the Skating Rink, on West Temple Hireet, and at enr Agensies

throughout the Territories,

WE ALSO SELL THE CELEBRATED

COATE'S LOCK-LEVER HAY RAKE!

A Combined Hand and Self Dump.

1 Child it. The SIMPLEAT and BEST
IN THE WORLID.

CcAan operatle

MAME

. M. OSBORNE & CO.

R.K. THOMAN.

EC N

XS E E I 85\ )

g UINNE: 1883Y.

iplis - Mock

{ BE CLOSED OUYL AT ONCE!

N

All Seasonabie Goods !

SVERY DAY SALES HFFERENT.

e~ Country people will.
nodated ANY DAY they happon
wwoviding the lines are not all =old out.

however, he aecom-

fo be in tcwn,

GOME EARLY IN THE MORNING FOR FIRST CHOICE.

R.K.THOMAS.

EXCELSIOR MANUFACTURING CO.,

CHARTER OAK

. "

TO VvV ES,
TIN PLATE, SHEET IRON, STAMPED WARE & TINEGS' TOLS,

G712-18 N. Main Street, St. Lowis, Missouri.

FOR SALE BY 25 C. N\A. I-,
Sole Agents in Salt Lake OCity.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN CHURN

Patented March 2nd, 18686.
— MANUFACTURED 8Y

C.M.DONELSON.

147 Kast, Second Sowth Street,
SALT I.AE OXTY.

BEST CHURN IN THE WORLD!

_—
Adm:tied by the Best Buiter Malars to be

THE MOST PERFECT CHURN MAD.

IS EASKY GLEISED IS WILK PUL.

I S Wil Churn in from & to IJIM._
<> WE ONE | DUAY THEAMOMETER WITH EACH CHURN. =@
For Sale at All the Leading Stores. ;




