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Plaintiff and Respondent,
vSs.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT
OF THE

STATE OF UTAH

MICHAEL J. HILLYARD,
Plaintiff and Respondent,

vS.

Case No. 15964
CcITY COURT OF LOGAN CITY,
COUNTY OF CACHE, STATE OF

UTAH,

* % % ¥ ¥ % O OF F % ¥

Defendant and Appellant

RESPONDENT'S BRIEF IN REPLY TO AMICUS CURIAE

* Kk ok

STATEMENT OF THE NATURE OF THE CASE

The nature of the case, Statement of Facts were presented
in the Respondent's Brief or Appeal and those would be
incorporated herein.

ARGUMENT

With all due respect, the Amicus Curiae Brief does not
raise any issues which were not raised and argued in Briefs
filed by both Appellant and Respondent and in Appellant's
Motion for Reconsideration.

The argument submitted earlier would be herein incor-
porated with the explanation of the relationship of the instant
case to the Circuit Court Act.

It is obvious the Circuit Court Act was passed well
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therefore has no bearing on the Respondent. It may be 5
Q.

well and good for the Prosccutors of Utah to be better
ing,

and instructed with Support to the applications of the ¢
i

Court Act, but not at the Respondent's expense.

The Respondant is the pPerson in jeopardy in this y
&1

not the Utah Prosecutors, not the Legislators, not the ¢
pie

Courts,. n

This Court should decide the case as it already MS#
leave to the Legislature to redraft the legislation if the
same needs to be rewritten as the Amicus Curiae Brief woyj
suggest.
CONCLUSION
The original decision by the Court should stand.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 3lst day of August, 19y

HILLYARD, LOW & ANDERSQy
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that I mailed a conforming copyof#
foregoing Brief, postpaid, to the following:

Mr. George W. Preston

Deputy Cache County Attorney
Attorney for Defendant and Appellant
31 Federal Avenue

Logan, Utah 84321

pavid S. Young, Director

STATEWIDE ASSOCIATION OF PROSECUTORS OF UTAH
220 South Second Last, Suite 440

Salt Lake City, Utah 84111
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