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FLOUR
Giving excellent satisfac­
tion, is a Patent Flour of 
the very highest quality, 
gaining steadily in popular­
ity, guaranteed equal to any 
first Patent Flour milled.

J.B.OrrCo,
Limi

AGEl

RAW FURS!
A reliable Manufacturing House has placed an order with 

me for a large collection of Newfoundland Raw Furs, including:
10,000 Muskrat 

' 2,000 Weasels.
1 1,000 Red Fox

500 Cross Fox 
500 Otters 
500 Lynx.

They also want a number of Silvery Black Fox and are pre­
pared to pay the highest market value for good prime skins.

W. H. CAVE,
108 NEW GOWEB STREET 
oct20,3m,eod

ST. JOHN’S.

BARBADOS, B.W.I.

WILBERT TAYLOR
Wholesale Commission Merchant.

• CONSIGNMENTS SOLICITED.

CODFISH, HERRINGS and SALMON
EXPORT

SUGAR, SYRUP and MOLASSES.
, I am prepared to render account sales with the 

feigned Sales Notes of the purchasers, as I sell the 
goods consistent with market conditions, so that by 
this method, eveiy shipper receives full benefit until 
the consignment is closed.

REFERENCE: - THE COLONIAL BANK.
CABLE ADDRESS: - - TAYSONS.
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Stafford's
Liniment

FOR ALL

Stafford's Liniment is a good reliable Liniment that
has been in use the past Twenty Years and is still in 
great demand. This Liniment is prepared {roin a 
good reliable prescription and will give wonderful re­
sults in treating Rheumatism, Neuralgia, Sciatica, 
Strains, Lumbago, Bronchitis, Colds* Sore Throat, etc. 
If you have an ache or pain try a bottle of our Lini­
ment and see how quick ft does its work.

FOR SALE EVERYWHERE—20c. Per Bottle.

MANUFACTURED BY

Dr. F. Stafford & Son
Chemists & Druggists, St. John’s, Newfouni 

NOTE:—FOR NIGHT SERVICE AT OUR WL 
STliEET STORE (Opposite Sudbury) ’PHONE 1770J.
ticU4.tr

(Conti
When the proper time came to draw 

the Grand Jurors for this Session, the 
Sheriff waited upon the Registrar for 
an appointment to draw the Grand 
Jury, blit the Registrar was person­
ally unable to attend, and the Deputy 
Registrar was absent, being ht that 
time with the Suprhihe Cohrt on Cir­
cuit, and not likely to return before 
the opening of the Session In St 
John's, the Registrar deputed the 
Chief Clerk in his office, Mr. Kent as 
his Deputy, to perform the .duties pre-. 
scribed by the status to be performed 
by him. Mr. Kent accordingly attend­
ed, and though no comparison of the 
cards with the revised list was then 
made, the cards Ijvere in the box and 
the first twenty-three names were 
drawn In his presence. The names 
of the twenty-three persons first 
drawn were subsequently checked by 
the Sheriff with the revised list, and 
it was found by him that all these 
twenty-three names on the cards were 
also on the revised list; he was there­
by satisfied that all these twenty-three, 
names were the names of qualified 
Jurors and appeared on the revised 
list as received by him from the Re­
vising Magistrate. These twenty- 
three persons whose names were thus 
first drawn were, subject to what I 
shall say later when dealing with. oh-, 
jectlons, 3, 4, and 5, summoned by him 
to attend and serve as Grand Jurors 
during the Session. The Jurors all 
attended and .served, with the except­
ion of three who were absent from the 
city, and dealt with several bills of 
indictment .preferred before them by 
the Crown. Later, Counsel for the 
Crown brought to the attention of the 
Court the fact that no comparison of 
the names on the cards had been made 
by the Registrar or Deputy Registrar 
of the Court and that on that occasion 
the cards were not put in the box or 
the names of the Grand Jurors drawn 
In the presence of either of these of­
ficials, but In the persence of the 
chief clerk, Mr. Kent, the Court there­
upon held that, under the circum­
stances, as they appeared at that time, 
the Grand Jury was validly constitu­
ted. In consequence of the above 
omissions and neglect, the Registrar 
decided to personally make a com­
parison between the cards in the box 
and the revised list; he did so with the 
Sheriff and the result showed that 
there were no cards In the box to cor­
respond with names of twenty-five 
persons upon the revised list, and 
that there were no cards in the box 
containing the names of any person 
not on the revised list, and all the 
names on all the cards were those of 
qualified Jurors, whose names were on 
that list. For the purpose of discov­
ering an explanation of the discrep­
ancy between the cards and the re­
vised list, the Registrar examined the 
various panels of special juries that 
had been drawn during the year, and 
he found that twenty of these twenty- 
five missing names were ttiose of

upon
by the Court, provided the accused is 
ÿot deprived of his substantial right 
to have the Indictment preferred 
against him found by a grand jury 
composed of qualified and indifferent 
men, Impartially drawn by lot in com­
pliance with the provisions of the 
statute. It seems to me that the fail­
ure to compare the names on the 
cards with those on the revised list 
4M not In any way affect the qualifi­
cation of the Grand Jurors or the 
constitution of the Grand Jury by 
whom the Indictment against the ac­
cused was considered and found, for 
although the scrutiny to which the 
list and the cards would thereby have 
been subjected would have disclosed 
the fact that twenty-five cards were 
not In the box, still the Jury as final­
ly constituted was composed of none 
but duly qualified Jurors impartially 
selected by' lot as prescribed by the 
statute, whose names were drawn 
from a box cantainlng the names of 
substantially all the the qualified Jur­
ors, In total Ignorance of the fact that 
the twenty-five cards were missing 
and in the honest belief that the box 
contained names of all qualified jur­
ors, and did In fact contain the names 
of none but qualified Jurors. I can­
not believe that a jury so drawn Is 
so defective as to have no legal exis­
tence whatever. ThA substantial right 
of the accused was to have the Indict­
ment preferred against him found by 
a Grand Jury composed of Upright 
and qualified men. This the accused. 
In the present 'case, had. The Jurors 
'were selected by lot with absolute 
bona fldes by the proper" officer, and 
the jurors who served on the Grand 
Jury were fully qualified and no ob­
jection can be maintained against 
them. In my opinion these objections 
to the constitution of the Grahd.Jury 
are not of a fundamental character, 
but that whatever omissions or, neg­
lect may have been committed. by 
the sheriff or the Sheriff’s officers, th.e 
accused had all that the law had en­
titled him to, namely to have the bill 
of indictment preferred against him 
considered by a Grand Jury compos­
ed of duly qualified jurors and of 
none but qualified jurors selected by 
lot honestly and Impartially from the 
general panel of qualified grand Jur­
ors . Everything else else Is inciden­
tal or directory rather than funda­
mental or, mandatory. I therefore 
hold that under the circumstances 
disclosed by the evidence, the present 
Grand Jury was legally constituted 
and competent to perform iu func­
tions and that the indictment found 
by it against the accused is valid in 
fact and in law. As to 3, 4, and .5. 
These two objections are also 
related in that the statement 
that -of the twenty-three persons 
whose names were first drawn from 
the box only eighteen were summon­
ed to serve on the jury is explained 
by the allegation that the persons 
whose names are mentioned In the 
fourth objection. were not summoned. 
It is not questioned but that the 
twenty-three persons whose names 
were first drawn from the box con-

. , . _ . sisted of the eighteen admitted byjurors who, during an Easter Session, the defendant in hla thlrd objecUon
ot the Cour_t: ^adJb!Cn eUT°n! _.°<to have been properly summoned, and

the five persons whose names are 
given In his fourth objection. Sum-

serve on special juries and had not 
afterward been returned to the box. 
It has also been shown on further 
enquiry that of the other five, one had 
left the jurisdiction, is now living In 
the United States, and that another 
was dead. Three cards containing 
the names of three Jurors were there­
fore missing with no apparent rea­
son to explain their disappearance, 
except that they must have gone as-

mons to attend Court were regularly 
issued in the names of all those five 
jurors as they a pear on the revised 
list of jurors, and delivered to bail­
iffs to be served upon them: in the 
case of three of them, namely George 
Baird, Archibald Forbes and J. Pen­
ney the bailiffs went to their several 
places of residence and found that

tray while some one or more of the tbey were absent from the city and
previous juries were being drawn 
These are the facts and circumstan­
ces disclosed by the evidence. They 
show want of care on the part of the 
Sheriff In handling the cards In the 
discharge of his duties whenever It 
became necessary to draw them from 
the box, and In carrying out the dir­
ections given by the statute as to 
checking the cards with the revised 
list and drawing the Juries, hut is not 
suggested that he was at any time ac­
tuated by and fraudulent or improper 
motives in not - observing the details 
prescribed by the statute-or. In hand­
ling-the cards or the list of jurors. 
On the contrary, it Is quite clear that 
apart from the carelessness to which 
I have alluded, every jury Including 
the Grand Jury serving during the 
present session were honestly drawn 
with absolute bona fldes on the part of 
all the officials concerned. The Im­
partiality of the Sheriff is not denied. 
Under these circumstances was the 
Grand Jury legally constituted?" was 
It competent to perform the functions 
it ", was called upon to perform? or 
were the drawing and summoning of 
the twenty-three men whose names 
were first drawn abeortlve, so that 
the Grand Jury never had any exis­
tence as a Grand Jury and all Its acts 
null and void? It the provisions of 
the statute are honestly and substan­
tially compiled with and the Jurors of 
which it id composed are all pro hi 
et legales nomftiee, upright and quali­
fied men, impartially drawn by the 

officer, mereproper^

could not be here in time to attend 
Court on the day of the return of the 
summons, he-then returned the sum­
mons to the Sheriff: this has been 
the practice followed for a number 
of years In the case of absent jurors. 
It is dear from th® evidence that had 
the summons been left at the resi­
dence of these jurors they could not 
possibly have appeared In Court In 
response to these summ'onses on the 
day of their return. It Is equally 
clear from the terms of the statute 
that “the first twenty-three persons 
whose names shall first he drawn 
from the box—shall serve as grand 
jurors during such Session,” that Is 
during the Session of the Court for 
tug purpose of vhlch their names 
were drawn by the Sheriff. Now It 
must be borne in mind that by Order 
56 rule 2 It is provided that there 
shall be three Sessions of the Court 
In St. John’s in each year, to be call­
ed respectively, the Winter Session, 
the Spring Session and the Fall Ses­
sion, to commence and continue on 
the dates and for the periods therein­
after preacrlbed. The period during 
which the Winter and Spring See- 
alone shall respectively continue Is 
prescribed by rules 3 and 4 of Order 
56. The Fall Session tor the purpose 
of which the present Grand Jury 
was drawn, continues under rule 6 
during the months October, Novem­
ber and December for the present 
year. The grand Jurors drawn at the 
commencement of the Session are re-

rite
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OPPORTUNITY to Avon 
\uoI Values.

Skuffer
Boots

Black and Mahogany shades. 
Made especially for growing 
feet. Sizes 5 to 11. Special,

$1.48

SPEC 
LADIES’ ST!

in Black Gun Metal, me 
um pointed toe, nice 
Sizes 3 to 6. Special,

$2.2

SHOES
heels, medi- 

street wear.

SPECIAL !
Combination Package, contain­

ing I pair Ladies’ Black Kid 
High Lace Boots with Rubbers 
to fit. All sizes, 3 to 7. Only

$2.89

MEN’S CALF BOOTS
"Our Own Make.” Black and Brown 

shades, made on a natty last as illus­
trated. Sizes 6 to 10. Special Price

4.50
Men’s Brown Calf Bhicher (Rubber

heels) $4.00 $5.00
Men’s Black Blucher (Rubber heels)

........ f $4.75 $5.00
Men’s Light Tan Calf Bals., medium 

round toe, rubber heels. The new 
/shade for young men, Goodyear
welted. Special .. .. .. • $5.50
Other styles from upwards.

MEN’S HEAVY $3.00 
WORK BOOTS

Black and Brown, all sizes . .JJ QQ

Black Calf, Bellows tongue • -$4.00
Men’s Heavy Waterproof Blucher— 

Hand-sewn soles, in Black and Brown. 
Regular $7.50. Special .. . -$5.50

Men’s Storm Rubbers—
$1.45, $1.60, $1.65, $1.80 

Men’s Brown Rubbers . .$1.55, $1.65 
Men’s Heavy Dull Rubbers .. . .$2.30 
Men’s Storm, Red sole and heel ..$1.80

EELT COMFYSLIPPERS

with Crome soles 
mocassin style, 
shades of Old 
King’s Blue, Saxe 
Grey, Brown.

°* $1.10

trim,
Mtorpom;
Orchid,

Wine,

Boys’
Boots

“OUR OWN MAKE”—All Solid Leather 
Boys’ Crome Blucher .. .. ., • • 2.75
Boys’ Calf Blucher .. .. »*. • -$3.00
Boys’ Brown Blucher • $3.50

Sizes 9 to 13.
Boys’ Crome Blucher .Jb. • $3.30 
Boys’ Calf Blucher .. .. •• • '$3.50 
Boys’ Brown Blucher ..S.. • $4.00 

Sizes 1 to 5. •
Boys’ Rubbers (3 to 6)............... $1.28
Boys’ Rubbers (11 to 2).............. $1.05
Boys’ Heavy Rubbers (11 to 2) . .$1.70 
Boys’ Heavy Rubbers (3 to 6) . .$1.95

195 Water 
Street East

THE SHOE MENoct20,eoa

GREY SUEDE SHOES
Only $2.50

Grey Suede 1- 
Strap Shoes, Sal­
ly, open work 

4front, med. toe, 
rubber heel. All 
sizes at $2.50
Grey Suede /Lace Oxfords—LowTflat 

. . heels, rubber heel. Only $4.00 pair. 
Fawn Suede, novelty straps, Cuban and 

low heel, ,t . ...........................$5.30

GIRLS’ FALL BOOTS
Black Kid Lace Boots...............<£2 JQ

Black Calf Boots..........................<£2 5Q

Brown Blucher............................$2 85
Sizes 5 to 10.

Brown Kid, High Lace .. .. . 25

Brown Calf, High Lace .'............^ 50

Sizes 9 to 11, rubber heels. 
Misses’ Black Kid Lace Boots .. £2 5Q

Misses’ Black Calf Lace Boots .. £2 §5

Misses’ Brown High Lace Boots, ^2 25

Misses’ Brown Calf High Lace
Boots......................... $2.50

Misses’ Brown Calf Blucher
, ■Boote ........................ $3.30

Sizes 11 to 2, rubber heels.

Infants’ Boots—Black and Brown ; 
Lace and Button, leather' soles—
.....................$1.10 $1.40

Girls’ Black Rubbers (11 to 2)—
98c. $1.20

Girls’ Brown Rubbers (11 to 2) . .$1.00 
Child’s Brown Rubbers (5 to 10) . ,89c. 
Child’s Black Rubbers (5 to 10) .. 85c.

361 & 363
Wafer Street

WEST.

grand Jurors during the session and 
“shall ■ if required serve and at­
tend at any time from the 
commencement of one Session 
to the next Sessions. These three 
persons havtag been drawn as grand 
jurors are grand Jurors for the pres­
ent Session of Court and might be re­
quired to serve and attend as such at 
any time during the Session. The ac­
cident of their Inacceaibillty for a 
particular sitting of the Grand Jury 
does not discharge' them from the 
panel or enable the Sheriff or the 
Court to elect a substitute for them. 
Should they he accessible for other 
sittings they. are liable and entitled 
to attend and serve. The> absence 
does not effect the constitution of the 
Jury or prevent the -other Grand Jur-, 
ore, who attend, from performing 
their proper functions, provided, 
hojvqvpr. .thgt no bill of Indictment 
can be found against an accused party 
unless a majority of at lest twelve 
Grand Jurors attend and concur in 
finding such bill. In my opinion, 
therefore, the absence of these Grand 
Jurors, who are regularly on the 
panel, does not affect the validity of 
the bill of Indictment found against 
the accused. The other two Jurors, 
to whom objection is token, namely, 
Francis Cooper and William Chancey,

I

are in a somewhat different position, ["therefore,
It Is said they were not summoned to serve on

though their names were amongst 
those of the twenty-three first drawn 
from the box by the Sheriff. What 
happened was this: these two names 
appear on the revised list of grand 
Jurors for the current year, the ad­
dress and occupation being given in 
each case; the names having been 
dply drawn from the box by the Sher­
iff, sumnions were issued and 
served at the address given on the 
revised list, and in answer to those 
summons the person» living there an­
swered -the summons, and upon their 
names being called in court they 
drew the attention of the" Court to an 
error in their Christian names. Fran­
cis Cooper said hi» name was Terence 
O. Cooper, and William Chancey said 
his name was Wilbur Chancey; the 
Court was satisfied that there was a 
mistake in the name but not in the 
person and in each case directed 
them to eerve on the Jury, and they 
were sworn and served accordingly.
It le quite clear that thl* direction hay 
was In accordance with the facta, for 
further enquiry It turns out that the 
occupation and address of these two 
men correspond with those given on 
the revised list of Grand Jurors, and 
that no other person corresponding 
elther'fn address or occupation with n< 
that given is known to exist, Clearly,

Jury.
/'"•'» - • >■’ V-J

personation of a Juror by | vancy of the objection to the valid 
else arises, the proper per-. of the Indictment found by the prd 

Instances appeared and J ent Grand Jury against the accused! 
„ by his correct name. A not apparent. However, as the 1
must be made between the ; plication may be attended with s

_te misnomer of a Jury man j ious conequences If it should turn 1 
summoned and that of a to be well founded, evidence was t* 

aring and serving instead en as to what really happened in c*. 
has been regularly sum- | nection with these names, and it 1* 

n the one case the proper j satisfactorily proved that in the cv
nds and serves, in the j of Joseph Perry or Perez and in tM
ntirely different person ; of Edward Peary or Perez, that Perl 
o objection to the proper j is their correct name; in fact the id 
be supported in the first, names of these Jurors who are brot! 

MW rtM. nnt .rt„. .t «rs, both being sons of a former Spu 
Ish Consul is Perez, and their addn 
ses and occupations were well knoa 
to the sub-Sheriff" to correspond ■ 
those given on the revised list 
they had served as Grand Juror» I 
outer years, the handwriting In whit 
the revised list of grand Jurors 
written being difficult to read, I 
sub-sheriff, for clearness, and to pr* 
vent mistake», wrote the proper nu 
"Peres” over that given In the revl 
ed llati No person other than the 
two brothers exists having names si 
addresses or occupation correspo» 
lng to those given on the revised U 
of Grand Jurors. In the case of Ard 
lbald S. Lewis; It was proved that t 
juror being summoned on a prevx 

and Jury attended Court In ansi 
the summons, and stated that hij 

sd on page It.)
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her does not arise at 
am of opinion therefore 

jurors were regularly 
nmoned and are Grand 
present Session of the 

ere properly sworn un- 
namee, namely, Ter- 

and Wilbur Chancey, 
objection to the bill of 

against the accused 
pported by these men 
at Qrand Jurors.

objection t This is 
negation that certain

nmoned or 
Jury


