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McDaniel v. Hanauer, et al. [December

McDanter v. HaxavEsR. ef al.

The statement in the iecord, that the jury was duly elected, impaneled
and sworn to try the issue, is, substantially, that they were sworn accord-
ing to law.

Appeal from Lawrence Circuit Court.
Hon. T.. L. Macxk, Circuit Judge.
Warkiss & Rose, for appellant.
Garrzanp & Nasu, for appellees.
Coarprow, J.

This case is submitted to the consideration of the court on
° the single question as to whether the jury were well sworn.

The record states that the jury “was duly elected, impaneled
and sworn to try the issue joined in this case.” - This was suf-
ficient. The word “duly,” which means properly, regularly,
indicates the manner of the swearing; and the additional
words “to try the issue joined in this case,” merely indicate
the purpose for which the oath was administered, the meaning
of all which is, substantially, that the jury was sworn accord-
ing to law.

Judgment affirmed.
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