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is, the is to at the rateconclusion that entitledOur plaintiff pay
2,election, 1874, thehis to ofof from Oct.$800 passageper year

9,1874, his witness in suits orof Oct. and feesthe ordinance prose-
time,a or thatcutions where the were interestedparty duringcity

$700that at rate of in full for andand after the per year salary
fees.witness

Case discharged.

J.,Allen, sit: thedid not others concurred.

Drake.State v.

tothe state has right peremptorilyUnder General Laws the no(1878)
achallenge juror.

Perjury.Indictment The stateeor was peremp-permitted
Verdict,andto a thejuror, respondent excepted.torily challenge

guilty.

Marston, for the respondent.

and for theSolicitor state.Page,

Bingham, 1859,J. of2,213,Prior to the of c. Laws apassage
nohad to claim be triedthat his cause shouldrightparty by any

to beor insist shouldthatparticular jury, jurorparticularany
retained, forbecause there nowasmerely challenginglegal ground

Walker, 144; Kennison,v. 131,him. Watson v.33 N. H. Walker
34 N. H. 259. That act a bethat should empanelledprovided jury

cause,to each and it should bethe manner in whichtry prescribed
mode, form,in retained in theThat a modified isempanelled.

followed,Laws. It must no can beGeneral be and jurorstrictly
court,theset aside cause which thefor aby except upon challenge

Walker, Thelaw as sufficient. v.Watsonrecognizes rightsupra.
1,to c.two state s.to thewasperemptory challenges bygiven

9;St.,2,350, 1860, 243,Laws of c.wdiich in s.was reenacted Gen.
Laws,but that is no inomitted from Generalprovision, the longer

Bath,v.force. 35 N. H. 540.Corey
set aside.Verdict

Allen, J., did not sit: the others concurred.


