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sources show that the Ameer i mak-
iny strenvous cfforts to raise a -new
army. 4All boys between the age of ten
and eighteen years aré bejog drilled tor
military servicer aud uall who have
reached the ege of elghteen are being
enrolled In the army., The Ameer hus
issued w cireulsr to his subjects teli-
lug them to prepare 1o & holy war., It
is belleved he contemplates wur
againsy Russla,

SAN Fraxcisco, March 3.—Samuel
Bell McKee, ex.justice of the Su-
preme Court of Culifornia, died athis
residence at Oakland this mornoiog.

WASHINGTUN, Murcn 8 —The I’res-
ident to-day approved the set to su-
thorize the President of the Unlted
States to protect and defund Lhe rignts
of American tshioz vessels, American
Hshermen, tradiog and other vessels,
m the Britlsh dominlons of North
Awmerics; also the lodian appropria-
tion bills, vte.

LonbpoX, March 3.—Horses for mill-
tury purpuses are belng “purchused
in North Waules by coutinentul buyers.

~ Loxpox, March 3.—Iu the auit for
libel brought by Dr. Bird, family puy-
sieien of Lady Colin Cpropbell, aguiust
Dr, Belderman, cvditor of Ll’]e‘ for
publishin$ under the captiou “*Cock=
olly Bi:d" au article lmpuatiug to Dr.
Bird {mproper relutigus with his
patient, the deterdant was to-day con-
victed. -

ViexNa, March 3,—The Bulgarian
troops who have revolted at Silistria
huve cut the telegrupn wires, delaying
the transmission of details o1 the oc-
curreuce, ‘I'he troops sent by the gov-
croment to overpower ihe revoliers,
arrived hefore Slisria yesterday.

g

2%d, 1882; but the court denied the
coallenge and defendunt éxcepted and
now assigns the same a5 error.

Did the pardon render the juror
competent? The first sectlen of the
act above-mentioned Provides “*That
in & prosecution {or bifumy, polyzamy
ar unlawlalcobabitatlon = * *
it shali be a suliicient cause of chal-
lenge to any persun drawn Or smo-
mouned &8 & juryman ov talesmun, tirst, l
that he is or bus been lving in the
practice of bigamy, polygamy or un-
awful cobabitation with more thau
one woman, or that be 18 or has been
gailty of an offense punishuble by the
loregoing sections,’’ etc. .

sectlon six of the same act §s as fol-
lows: ““That the President |8 hereb
authorized to grant ammesty Lo suc
classes of offenders guiliy of bigamy,
polygamy or unlawiul cohabitation
betore the passage of thls Act, on such
condilious, and under such limilations
a3 he shull think proper, but oo such
amuesty shall bave effect unless the
conditions thereof slull be complied
with," §

The amnesty or pardon to the chal-
lenced Juror was granted in pursuance
of the above seetion, aod it was with-
out conditlon or limitation. It grarted
to Larsen **full and Guconditionad par-
don.!" It has the effect of complete
dinnesty with respevt to the future; he
wug Festored to all tbre rigzhts and privi-
leges whichlawlully he could have en-
toyed ¥ he had pot coiumittedt the of-
fense. With respect to the future be
was hefore tne law as If he had never
practiced either of the: crilmes imen-
tioned. The term umnesty in the sec-
tior quoted was used In its broadest

Pails, March 8.—A telegraln {rom
Shapgusul says China bas ceded to Ger-
muny, ibe Christtan Jislund off the
couast of Chioa, opposite the estuary of
Tsien Tang Kiang.

GLoVUCksTux,; Maas.— There was
grea’ lejuiidyg “amouy owaoers and
lispermen over the pasanze ol the re-
tuliatory pill. At moon ull the belis
w.:r:l: ruug, colors holsated apd puns
Hnred. 0

Boumpay, March 5.—A telegram from
Lupore cooflins tne report thut the
Awmeer of Alpnanistun is ralsiog a gew
army lo preparsiion for war. ‘Tne
telegram ajso 8dds toput ¢ pon of tne
funutic dervisn . MasLk Aluwn, backed
1113 TFurabs, luders, Uiukes, Jokes,

abars and otber tribes das proclaimea
wur.

—

A LEGAL WIFE MUST TESTIFY.

Bo says the Territorial Supreme
Court,

BRUT  THE QUESTION WILL BE
TAKEN TO A HMIGHER
TERIRUNAL.

THE DECISION IN THE BASSETT CABE.

Inthe Territorial Supreme Court on
Satarday afteruoon, Associate Justice
Boremuu repdered the opipion of the
ourt in the pol{gum cuse of the
pited States vs, Wm. E. Bussctt,sus-
taining the action of the Court below
in cvery particular. An appeal will be
taken o the Suprcme Court of the
United States, sud that tribunal will
have opportunity to pass upon the
questious involved. Following is the
1nl! text of the opinion: -

The defendant was convieted of the
crice of polygamy ju the First Djs-
trict Court and senteneed .o be im-
prisoned for the term of Hive years und
to be fined in the sum of $300. From
this judgment the defendant has up-

waled.

Among ihe  jurora called was onc
Abndrew Larseu, who in answer Lo&
question puc to him upon his voir dire,
sald that he bad Lved in the pructice of
polygamy, but had cessed o do 8o al-
most seveuteen-years ‘before. He, ul-
B0y procduced & pardon by the Presi-
dent of the (United Btates extending
to bim ampesty ingthe following
words:

‘*Chester A, Arthur, Presideut of the
United Btates of America. To all to
whonl these presents shall come greet-

log: .
{Vheseas Andrew Larsen, of the
Territory of Utak, haviog been golley
of bigamy or Eolyp:amy and unlawtul
cobablilation betore the passage of the
Actapproved March 22, 1582, entitled
**An Act to smend Section 5,352 of the
Revised Siutotes ju reference te blg-
amy and for other purposcs,’ has be-
come snbject to lcériain penalties und
poiltical uisubllities, -

And whereas, having been’ assured
that he hus abandoned these unlawiul
praclices and no lopger countenunces
ot glves apy 8upport theretound that
he has not Heen guilty thereof rimce the
passige of the Actaforesajd and 13 now
a law-abidiog eitizen;

Aud wheress, the Commissioners ap-
pointed uader suthoriey of the said

-Agt, and 1he Governor and Justices of
the Supreme Court ©f ihe Territory;
haviog recommended him a8 worthy of
the amnesty contemplated in Sectlon ¢
of the above entitled Act, for which he
in geod faith has upplied and made
oath a3 required in such,cused;

Now, therefore, Be It kuown that I,
Chester A. Arthur, President of the
United Stutes of America, in copsid-
vration of the premises, und divers
other good and suffleient reasons me
thereunto ;movlnT <u bereby grant to
toe sald Andrew Larsen a full and un-
conditional pardon. *

In testimony whereof, ete.’)

Nevertheless, counsel tor the de-
fendaut challenged the 4furor on the
frround that he had lived 1u the prac-

ticeaot polygamy and bad committed
thatoffense as defined in Section one

of .an Act of Congress approved March

-

Ijectiou the court overruled; deiendant

sense.

The npext section legitimated the
issue of bigamous and polygamous
warriages borp before the Act took
effect. The intention of the Act. was
to Ionduce tbose who huad practiced
polygamy to abundon It, and to submlt
to the law. Incaze they would do so,
the President was authorized to extend
to thetn amyesty. ‘They were iovited
1o obey the law, with the prowmise that
their critnes would be eiffaced if they
would do so. The word **amnesty’’ 13
defined thus:, *An act of oblivien of
past ¢fenses granted by the govero-
went to those who have been ginlty of
any Deglect or erime, usually upon
condition that they return to their duty
within a certain perlod.”! Bouvier's
Law Dict. 15th Eaitlon, Vol. L., p. 156,
eylalo.IRuhedge and Law Dictlonary,

ol. I.

A pardon relieves an offender from
the cousequenzes of an offenge, Of
| wlilch he has been comvicted; while
smuesty obliterztés an offense before
convictlon, ayd 1o such'case he stands
befure the law: precisely as though he
bad committed no offense. And while

-l conseot

tion 421, Is as f¢llows: “Except with
the consent of both, or in cascs ol
crimipal vioience apon one by the
other, veither nhusband nor wife are
competent witnesses for or wgainst
each otber, v a enimlnal action or pro
giee ,i'ng to which one]or both are par-
es,

Such was the common law, and. such
was the statute at tpe time the law
now in question was enacted. Tha
statute wow 1o force s thla: ‘tAll
persons, without exception, otheérwise
thao 19 specilled In the next itwo sec-
tlons, who, bhaving organs of sense,
cun perceive, aud perceiving cun muake
known thelr perceptions to vthers,may
be wilnegses. L L
Section 1,154, CivilCode Laws of Utah,
1884, Section 1,136 Hmits this [anguage
thus: *YThere are particular relations
in which 1t is the policy of the luw to
encourage confidénce nnd to preserve
1t fuviolate; theretore u person cannot
be exawifed in the following cases:

for or agaiost his wite, without her
por a wlle for or against her
nusband without his consent, nor can
slther, duriog the wmurrlage or after,
without the consent of the otber, be
examined 48 to any communication
made by opoe to tue otlier during the
matrifge; but this exception does not
apply to 4 civil aetion or proceedlog

criminal actlon or procveeding fer a
crlme committed by one againet the
other.'” Section 1,154 having made the
husband and wife competent in all
cases, section 1,106 provides that mei-
ther without tbe cousent of the other
iy admisgable, except Io two clusses of
cases; first, in aclvil action or pro-
ceeding by ore againsi the other, and
second, in a crimlosl action or pro-
cgeding for a crime committed by one
ugzainst the other. In the latter act the
word “crime’ is uged; in the earlier,
the phresg “‘erlmioal violence upon
one Ly the other.’’ lo the cage of the
eurlier luw, violence is required, and u
the luter law It wust be the casuvol u
crime by the one apainst the other. In
usiog ters so widely diffcrentin their
import, the Legislature must
have intended to express different
theanings. The language of astatute
snould be given its ordinary wesuing,
uniess other parts el the nct or pecu-
liar clrcumnstances indicate helief that
a different meaniog was Intended. The
Legislature must be presumed to have
known that crimes muy be committed
by the husband apgainst the wite and by
the wife apalost the husband, without
persoual violence.

A mup, who Baving a lawful wite
living, marries apother .woman, com-
mits the crime of polygamy. Is, then,
polygamy a crime against the lawial
wife? Itcertuinly 1sa bresch of the

the term pardon was used by the Presl-
dent, it had the effect of amnesty. In
the case of Knote vs. Unimd States, §
Qrto 149, the question was whether the
gencral pardon and anmpesty granted
by President Jobnson t}g proclumation
on the 20th day of December, 1868,
would entltle.one receiviog the benetit
of such pardon wod amnesty tothe
proceeds of his property previously
condemned and sold under the conflg-
cationuctof 1862, after such proceeds
bad been paid into the Treasury.

The rcourt' held that such person
would pot be entitled to such pru-
ceeds; that the pardon afforded no re-
lict fOr the pupishment already suf-
fered by imprisonment, forced labor or
otherwise. The court sald: "The of-
ifense being established by Judieisl pro-
[ceedings, thut which has been done or
sufered, while they were 1m force is
presumed to have been right{ully done
and justly suffered, und no satisfaction
for it can be required. But when

ranted {n contemplation of law, it so
ar blots out the odense, that after-
wards it cannot be imputed to him to
‘prevgnt the nssertion of his legal
rights. It zives to hlm R new credit
and cupacity and rehablllistes him to
that extent in his former positign ’

On the authority of this case, as well
a8 from the nature of the pardoa
granted, we bold that this error in the
record was not well assigned.

The indictment charges that defend-
ant was married to Kate Smith, while
he bud a lawfuol wife Jiviog by the
name of Sarah Ann Bussett. l{Ip(:m the
lmal the [atter womaun appeered asa

witness, stated that she was defend-
ant’s lawful wife, and exspreesed a
willjogness to testify that defendant
told her that he wis married to Kate
at the time abd place mentioned-in the
indictment, and to testify further as
to bhis conduct towards her andsub-
sequently the defendunt objected to
the téstimony of this witness on the
ground that she was his lawful wife at
the time ol tbe confession. This ob-

excepted und has assigned thesame 28
errov. ;

At common law the genersl rule of
evidenee is that the busband and wife
are not competeot witnesses for or
againat each other. This rule was
based oo grounds of public policy, g
'wasg believed that such evidence woul
have a tendency to disturb the peace
of tamilies, and tu wenken that feeling

of mutual confldence whieh shoula
accowmpany married life. In  his
work on evidence, Judge ‘Tay-

lor states the exceptions to the general
rule thus: *0n the rule whieh pre-
ciudes husbands and wives irom giving
testlmoony for or against eaeh otbuer in
crimical proceedings a npecessary ex-
ception bas been envrafted at commoo
law, when & persoual injury hes been
committed by’ the ope against the
other, Were it not for this exception
the wife would be exposed without
remedy to brutsl trestment;’”’ The

jmplied, it not of the express,*terms of

lie marrisge coptract. The busband

s bound by that contract not lo marry
another woroan, while the marrfage 18
in force. Apd because it is a breach of
that contract, most hurtful in its con-
‘sequences, it is declared to be a crime.
‘Whenever the act or the conduct wiich
constitutes a public offense or crime
cousiets in a direct violation of the
tights of o individual, the <rime is
ugainst that individual, as well as
apulost the publie.

The 1gw recognizes the marital rights
of s woman or man, a8 well as their
rights to life, liberty and sccurug from
personal violence, and the Greach
thercof by a2 decond marriage, or by
cohabitation with another woman as
a wile, is efteuy more Injurious to the
feallugs of the lawlul wife, ag well as
ip other redpects, us would be a deprl-
vation of personal security ur of per-
sonal liberty—more Ipjarious than the
sbhake of -a fist, conpled with a threat
of an attempt to commit bodily injury.
‘Ap attempt to poison the wife by the
husband, without violence, is & crime
against her, andrenders ber B compe-
teot witness, without consent, o .a
prosecution forethe crime. And it is
piter quite as necessary for the lawful
wife to testify, in order to protect her
rights ugalnst plural marriage, in this
Territory, a8 it is to protect her irom
peraonal violence,

Toe ground upon which the exclu-
sion ef the wife or husband rests, [s

produce discord, A man in the hed of
u gtrangs woman s in a very nnfavor-
able situation to lpsist upon preserv-
iog loviolate the sacred coocord of
murriage, aud barmoeuy and confidence
on the part of his wife,

The case of State vs. Sloan (556 lown
217) was an indictment for bigamy. In
the opleion the court sald: “‘*Mra.
Sloan, the firatwife, was allowed to
testify injbehalf of the State against the
defendant’s objection. Section 2,641 of «

baod nor wife ashall be a witness
apuinst the other except Ina criminal
proceeding for a crime committed by
obe sgninst the other. In our oploion’
if the defendant is euilty of Yzamy,
e committed a crime uagainst his
wife. Wethink she was & competant
witness."

The State vs. Ilughes {58 Lowa 165)
wag also a prosecutibn oo an indict-
ment for bigamy. In that case the
coutt sald: “‘Phebe Huoghes, the [aw-

88 & witness apainst the defendant’s
objection to prove the marriage be-
tween ber and the defendant. ln this
we think that there was no error. 'Fhe
point was expressly raled in State vs,
Sloan 55 Jowu 218.' To the same ef-
fect 1a State ve, Bennets (31 Iowa 243,
Under a statute of the State of Ne-
braska permitting s husbaud or wifa
to testily in v crimioal proeeedlng for
a crime committed by ooe agalnst the
other tbe Bapreme court of that state

Criminai Procedure Act of 1878, Bee-

held that on the trial of a husband on

1—A husband cannoot be examined |

by one sgulnst the other, mor to a| (]

that it would destroy confidence and.

the code provides thut neither the hus- |

ful wife, was Introduced by the State,

an indictment for adaltery the wile
was 8 competent witnesSagalnst him—
{i.ord va. State, 23 North Wastern Re-
porter, 507). The provislons of tue

"statutes unider which these cases were

decided are the same insubstsnce as
the ove under consideration. The Su-
preme Courts of other States have beid
to thecontrury under simllar stututes.
But we are clearly of the opinion that

wife was a competent witness, aud
thut there was no error in permitting
her to testify.

Counsel for defendnnt, also,’Inslst
that the evidence was lnsuilicient to
justify the verdict. The marrisge of
defendant to Sarah Aan DBassett was
sdmitted, and the contention was as
te the marriage in August, 1834, to
Kate Smith, The., proof of this
marrisgze consisted of confession
and circuinstances tendlog te cor-
roborate those Lonlesslons, In
the cuse of Miles vs. the United

States (104 U, 5. 34) tbe coort
heid that flret wmarringe might be
roven, in"Wik¢ manoer a8 any other

act, by the sdmission of the defend-
ant or by circumstantiil evidence, and
that it was not necessury to prove tbe
flrst warriage by witnesses who were
present 4 e ceremony. 1o the same
effect 1s the United States vs. Slmp-
son, declded by the Supreaie_ Court of
tah (Pacilic Reporter, vol, 7, No. 8.)
If a lawiul marriage may be proven by
fnch evidence we see no reasod why a
polygumous marriage may uwot be
proven by the sumne class of evidence.
When cocfeasions are voluntarily and
deliberately made, correctly under-
stood and accurately reported, they
are of ihe most reliable proof. ‘fIn-
deed, all reflecting men are now grn-
erully ugreed, thabdeliberate and vol-
untary confessions of gullt, if cleurly
proved, are nmong the most effectual
proofs in the lnw, their value depend-
ipg on the sound presumption that

a ratiopal being wlll not make
sdmissiens prejudleial to his in-
terest and sufety, unless when

urged by the promptings of truth
und conoscience. Snch confessioos,
therefore, so made by a prisoner to any
person at any time and in any place,
ute ut common law receivable in evl-
dence, while the degreec of credis due
to them must be estimated by the jury
accordinyg to the particular circum-
stances of each cage.’’ (Taflor onev-
idence, Yo, 1, page T42. Kighth edi-
tion). We are of the opinion that the
evidence was sufficient to support the
verdict. SN i
It is furiher insisied by delendany’s
counsel that the court below erged In
using in the charge to the jury the fol-
lowing language: **¥ou are not bound
to believe the testimony of snoy wit-
pess or of uny number of witnesses.”
This laoguage, stated thus, 1s separat-
ed and disconnected from that which
precedes and that which follows
it. Itis but one part of the sentence
of a long charye. Standing alone, it
does not describe the thouiz t nor the
idea of the court. It usually requlres
abD entire  sentence often  more
and sometimes o great number of
sentetices to describe an  idea,
and.tolextendlor quality it or to make it
clear. That parl of the charge, which
accompamied the statemeut gbjected-to,
e Bo connected with the statement as

the sole judges of the witnesses aud of
the weizit of the evidence, and in de-
termining the credibility of the wit-
nessed and the weight of the testimony,
you should tuke Into consideratiou the

stand, their apparenlL caodor or the
waut of candor, their Interest in the
outcome of the case, their relation to
the partles intevested in any way, and
all the facts and clrcumstunces sur-
rounding the witnesses; you are not
bound to believe the testimény of any
witness or of any number of witneases;
fou are to search for the troth, bellev-

og only such testimeny us carrles con-
victlon to your minds of its truth. The
defeundant i3 presunred to be jouocent
until be is showan to be gullty beyond a
reasonable doubt.”

Sectlon Thirty-of the Code of * Civii
Procedure (Laws of Utuh 1884, p. 123)
provides that the Court fu the chiarge,
“‘may state the testimony, and declare
the'law, and ia each case he sball lo-
form the jury that they are the sole
jutges of the credibility of the wit-
nesses, of the weight of the evidence
and ef the facts.”” The part of the
charge above quoted 13 but the state-
ment of the suhstance of this statute,
ant the deductious resulting from it--
its corodary. There wus a contllct in
the testimony of the witnesses as to
the juaterial facts. In view of such
evidence the cliarge was given., Im-
mediately ufter uging the Junguage ob-
jected to, the court told theJury thatin
vearching {or truth, they should rely
only on such testlmony as they should
believe to be true. The court did not

recard the statements of uncontradic- |
ted witneases; the evideuce did not
present that question.  The ‘evidence
B8 to the materlad facts was couflictiog
and contradictory. Weflud no error
in the record suilicient to reverse the
judgment of the court below and in
view of theicouclusions above reached
we do oot deem it necessary to decide
other poiuts dlscussed. The judgment
of the conrt below 1s aflirmed,
BOREMAN, .
Justice concurd,
H. P. HENDERSON,
Justlce, concars.

J. M. EpwaRps, formerly of Ogden,
and later of Denver, bas mysteriously

disappeared. His wife and friends are:
very anxjous about bim, -

upon priociple sud upon authority the |

to qualify s meaning. Itis,*You are,

appearance of the witnegses gpon the -

'cents of druggists.

ih effect tell them that they mighy dis- |

Coughs and Honrseness.—The {rri-
tation which induces couguing_tmme-
distely relieved by use of *‘Brotwi's
Bronchial Troches Sold on'y in
boxes.

Don't EXxperiment. .

You cannot afford to waste tims In
experimenting wheo your luogs are in
danger. Consumption always seems
at tirst, only a cold. Do not permi:
uny dealer t0 impose upon you with
some cheap fmitation of Dr. King's
New Dlscov#ry for Consnmption,
Coughs und Colds, but be sure you get
the genuilpe Because he cah make
more prott he may tell you be has
sommething just as pood, or just the
same. Don't be deceived, but insisk
upou gettiog Dr. Kiog's New Dis-
covery, whieh ja guarant-ed to glve re-
lief in all Throat, Lung and Chest af-
Jeotlons. Trial Bottles Free at Z. C:

M. I Qhrug Store. . g

Bucklen's Arnica Balve,

Tue Brst SaLve In the world for
Cuts, lrulses, Sores, Ulcers, Salt
Boeum, Fever Sores, Tetter, Chapped
{iands, Chilblains, Corpa, and dall Skin
Eruptions, and positively cures Piles
or no pay required. L i3 gua.rauheeci
to give perfect satisfaction, v money
refuuded. Price2d cunts per box,

ti.-‘(.lll SALE at 2. C. M. 1 Druy
store.

snved His Life,

Mr. D. L. Wilcoxson, ot llorse Cave,
Kv., ays he was, for many years, bad)y
aflicted with Phbtbisic, also Diabetes;
use paips were almost unendurable
and would sornetimes almosy throw
hiw into convulsions. He tridl Elec-
tric Bltters and gos relief from the firat
bottle und after taking six bottles, was
entirely cired, and bad gained in fiesh
eighteen pounds. Says he positively
belleves be would have died, had it not
been for the relief afforded By Electrie
Bitters. Sold at fifiy cents s baottle st
Z.C.M.1, Drug Stors. [ )

- Yon who Le¢ad Nedentary Lives
will flod great relief from cohstipa-
tiou, bheadache and nervousuess, by
tuking Simmons’ Liver Reguoiator. [t18
a saimple, harmless, vegerable com-
pound, sure Lo relieve you. Persous of
sedentary Labits often suffer with kid
pey affections. If they would main-
tata the streugth of the digestive or-
gaps and iinprove the Juality of toe
blood by takiog the Regulator, it |
wonld restore the kidoeys to health
apy vigor,

No well regulated household should
be without a botile of Angostura
Bitters, the world reanowned uppe-
tizer and lovlgorater. Beware of
counterfeits. - Ask Yyour procer or
drueglst for the genu!ne article, manu-
factured by Dr. J. G. B. Selgert & 5on4d.

Billonsuess,

We have tesied its virtues, peérson-
ally, and know that for Dyspepsls,
Bilionsnese and Throbbiog Headuche,
it s the best medicine the worid ever
saw, We trled forty otber remedies
before Simmons Liver Reguldtor, but
none of them gave us mmore than tem-
porary relisf; the Regulator not only
reiieved but cured us.—H. H., Jones,
.E.;g. Telegraph and Mcessenger, Macon,

DISEANE [MPUNNIHLI,

Yes: utterly ** impossible * when all
malarial polsons are driven ont of the -
system, leaving the Blood New, Rich,
aad Pure. - No place for eruptions, ul-
cers, or Rhewminatisam, when all Blood
taint hae been eradicated by the use of

BROWN'S SBARSAPARILLA

and Dandellon with Iodide of Potas—
sium. Thousandsof witnesses, 1mong
them the bhest Druegists and Pbysi-
cians, testify to the wonderful cures
wrought by

BROWN'S SARSAPARILLA,

all diseases of the Blood, Llver, and
K'doeya. Use only the sxaT Medicines.
LS. T

Cocalne, lodoform or Mercurial
in any form in the treatment of catarrh
or hay fever should be avolded, as they
gre both injurious and dangerous.
lodoform is easily detected by its.
offensive odor, The only reliable
catarrh remedy on the market to-day
is Ely's Cream Balm, being free from
all polsonous drugs. It has cured
thousands of acute and chronic cases,
where all other remedies have failed.
A particle 1s applied into each nostril;
no paln, agreeable to use. Price &0

NOW —THE TIME TO  SPECU-
LATE. ]

CYIVE YLUQTATIONS IN THE
Market oifer opporiunities to specit-

Jators to make money in Graln. Stocks,

Bonds and Petroleom. Prompt personal

utlention given to orders 1'ecei\'ecrby wire

ot mail. Correspondcuce seligited.  Fall

Information nboat the maorkets on our Book,

which willbe forwarded froc on apphicatign.
H. D. KYLE, Banker ani Brokor,

38 Hroad and 34 Kcu:tms.. New York Qity.
L w

| CURE FITSI

When Taay cure I 4o mot menn merely o step tham fora
time and then bate them return.zguin. § mean nradical
ure. I bavd Dade (e diseane of FITH, RPILPSY or Falls
INQ EICEN s o 1fe-lopgstody. [ warmnt my reiaedy lo
curs the worst caxcs. b biscands othars have falled iv ue
reason for Dot 8PW receiving & curs, Bvud elsncalsrs
tristine and a Froa Bsttls of my Infallible remedy. Five
Exprars snd Post Ofice. It costa yau potbing fernirish,

sodl will cwrs Jouo  Dik W 4. BOOT 153 Paarl Bl N5



