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the legislation of the States of this
Union. The Saxon lawn, under Ine
(about A. D. 700), forbade working
on Sunday, but Under Alfred (A. D.
800). and Athelstane (A. D. 924) the
prohibition was merely against mar-
keting on Sunday, and there seems to
have been no statute against working
on Sunday (whatever the church may
h ive enjoined) until the above-cited
statute 29 Car, 11, c. 7. (1678), the
first part of which is almost verbatimour statute (Code, s. 3782). See 4 Blk.
Com. 63. Indeed, it appears from
tiie records of Merton College, Oxford,
that at its manor of Ibstone, in the
latter part of the thirteenth century,
contracts with laborers provided for
cessation from work on Saturdays arid
holidays, but it was stipulated that
work should he done in regular course
on Sunday. Thorold Rogers. “Work
and Wages,” c. 1. Indeed, it seems
that this was usual in England till the
time of the Commonwealth and the
rise of the Puritans to power, but the
change was not enacted into law till
the above cited statute of Charles It in

1 678. The first Sunday law in this
country was enacted in Virginia in
1617 (three years before the landing,
at Plymouth), and punished a failure
to attend church on Sunday, with a
fire payabl * in tobacco. This was re-
enacted in 1623. Henning’s Statutes
at Large Va. 1619-1660, vol. 1, p. 123.1
Plymouth Colony, (Records, vol. 11,'
p. 214) made it punishable by impris- '
onment in the stocks to go to sleep in i
church; and on June 10, 1660, the,
same colony made it punishable by i
whipping to do ‘‘.any servile work or j
any such like abuse” on the Lord's
Day. “So any sin committed with an !
high hand, as the gathering of sticks
on tiie Sabbath Day, may be punish- j
ed with death, when a lesser punish- |
ment might serve for gathering sticks !
privily and in need.” Records of
Massachusetts Bay, vol. 2. p. 93. Pub-
licity did not then have the virtue at-
tributed to it as now, but the reverse. I
Hutchinson’s History of Massachu- !
setts, vol. 1, p. 390. says: “Divers oth- I
er offences were made capital, viz., I
profaning the Lord's Dav in a care- j
less or scornful neglect or contempt!
thereof (Numbers 16. 30-36).” The 1
New Haven Colony Records, 1653-j
1655, p. 605. contain a similar provi- .
sion that profaning the Lord’s Day
by "sinful servile work or unlawful)
sport, recreation or otherwise, whetner
willfullyor in a careless neglect, shall !
he duly punished by fine, imprison- j
ment, or corporally, according to ihe j
nature and measure of such sin and |
offense”; providing further that, if j
"the sir. was proudly, presumptuously .
and with a high hand committed.”
such person “shall be put to death.” !
On May 19, 1668, after the union of

New Haven and Connecticut in one
colony, unnecessary tiavel or playing
on Sunday, or keeping out of the
meeting house, was made punishable
by imprisonment in the stocks; adding
"The constables in the several planta-
tions are hereby required to make
search for all offenders against this
law and m.ike return thereof.” Col-
onial Records of Connecticut, 1665-
1667, p. 88. Similar laws, hut of less
severity were enacted in some other
provinces. While the statutes of the

several states still differ on the sub-
ject of Sunday legislation, all of
these enactments are now based upon
the police power, that some rest may

be guarantied to the workers, and to

f=Hotel
Cumberland

Broadway at 54* St. '

New York.'

TJE most luxuriously furnished Hotel
in New York. F inest specimens of

Oriental rugs throughout, mahogany fur-
niture and rich draperies.

absolutely fireproof.

Ideal location; near principal theatres
and shops and in plain view of Central
Park. Within one minute’s walk of Sixth
Ave. Elevated Road, and accessible to all
car lines of the Metropolitan surface roads.

Transient rates, with bath, $2.50 per
day and upward.

The most beautiful restaurant in New
York. Fine music.

Excellent food and sensible prices.
Sunday Evening Table d’Hote Dinner,

6to 8:30 - - SI.OO.
Souvenirs Every Sunday Evening.

. EDWARD R. SWEIT. Proprietor.

BLOWING ROCK.

GREEN PARK HOTEL.

Summit of Blue Ridge, 4,341) Feet.
Opening June 16th under the man-

agement of the Messrs. Harper. Scen-
ery and elim.-.tte unsurpassed. Hotel
first-class; furnace and open fire-
places; het and cold water; superior
turnpike roads, and excellent livery;
all amusements, large ball room and
band; postoffice and telegraph in ho-
tel, Write for leaflet to

GREEN PARK HOTEL,
Qreen Park, N. C.

V^PFJNGS
2,500 Feet Elevation.

IN TIIE MOUNTAINS
ON CHESAPEAKE & OHIO RAIL-

WAY.
where the Spring ami Summer eli-
niate, the waters, baths, hotels and
scenery have no equal in America.

A line golf course, tennis and squash
courts, swimming pool, excellent liv-
ery and well-kept roads and paths for
riding, driving, walking and mountain
climbing, combined with indoor pas-
times and a refined, interesting and
enjoyable social atmosoherc, make

THE NEW HOMESTEAD
one of the most attractive resort ho-
lds in America —strictly modern, con-
ducted on the broadest lines and pat-
ronized by the highest class. Brokers’
office with direct N. Y. wire.

SPECIAL SUMMER RATES.
Stop-over privileges on World’s Fair
and through tickets via the Chesa-
peake AL- Ohio route.

Excursion tickets on sale at offices
off S. A. Line—Yarborough House.
Southern Ry—Yarborough House.

I’HED STERRY,
Manager, Hot Springs, Ya.

avoid offense by the noise and tumult
of traffic and labor to the great ma-
jority who desire a day of quiet and
peace for their devotional services.
Bishop on Contracts, p. 336, says; “It

is abundantly settled that, a Sunday
contract is good when it does not
come in conflict with any statute.” We
do not deny the constitutionality of
a Sunday law based on the police pow-
er. which is well settled. Judefine v.
State, 22 L. R. A. 721, and notes. We
hold that our statute does not make
void the contract here sued on. In
the language of Caldwell, J-. in
Swann v. Swann (C. C.) 21 Fed., at
page 305: “It would be down-right
hypocrisy for a court to affect to be-
lieve that the moral sense of that com-
munity would be shocked by compell-
ing a man to pay a note given for an
honest debt because it was executed
on the Lord's Day.” Ami the same
is true of the enforcement of any con-
tract which is not forbidden by
the statute to be made on Sunday.

Among the authorities elsewhere
which hold in accordance with our de-
cisions that a note or contrat made
on Sunday is valid are Barrett v.
Aplington, Fed. Cas. No. 1,045; More
v. Clymer, 12 Mo. App. 11; Glover v.
Cheatham, 19 Mo. App. 666; Sanders
v. Johnson, 29 (sa. 526; Dorough v.
Mort. Co. (Ga. 1903) 45 S. E. 22; Ray
v. Catlett, 51 Ky. 532; Hazard v. Day,
14 Allen, 487, 92 Am. Dec. 790; Geer
v. Putnam, 10 Mass. 312; Kaufman v.
Hamm, 30 Mo. 3SB (which held valid
a promissory note made on Sunday);
Foster v. Wooten, 67 Miss. 540;
Horacek v. Keebler, 5 Neb. 355 ; Fitz-
gerald v. Andrews, 15 Neb. 52;
Switslter v. Williams, Wright, 754;
Bloom v. Richards, 2 Ohio St. 387;
Hellams v. Abercrombie, 1,5 S. C. 110,
40 Am. Rep. 684 (which holds a mort-
gage executed on Sunday to be valid);
Mills v. Williams, 16 S. C. 593; Lucas
v. Larkin, 85 Tenn. 355, (privy exami-
nation on Sunday valid); Gibbs v.
Brucker, 111 U. S. 597; Allen v.
Gardner, 7 R. I. 22; Moore v. Mur-
dock, 26 Cal. 514; Johnson v. Brown,
13 Kan. 529; Birks v. French, 21 Kan.
23 8; Boynton v. Page, 13 Wend. 425;
Miller v. Roessler, 4 E. D. Smith, 234;
BatSford v. Every, 4 4 Barb. 618; Mer-
ritt v. Earle, 29 N. Y. 515, 86 Am.
Dec. 292; Eberle v. Mehrbach, 55 N.
Y. 682; Amis v. Kyle, 2 Yerg. 31, 24
Am. Dec. 463; Beliam v. Ghio, 75 Tex.
87; Schneider v. Sansom, 62 Tex.
201, 50 Am. Rep. 521; Rich-
mond v. Moore, 107 111. 429, 47 Am.
Rep. 445; Main v. Johnson, 7 Wash.
321; Raines v. Watson, 2 W.
va. 371; Clark Contracts, 39 5;
and there are others to same pur-
port. There are decisions to the con-
trary, hut they will be found almost
entirely in States where the statute,
unlike ours, is not restricted to “labor,
business, or work done in one’s ordi-
nary calling,” but Is extended in its
terms so as to embrace the prohibi-
tion of contracts of all kinds on Sun-

day. In such cases, as is said in
Swann v. Swann (C. C.) 21 Fed. 299;
“Contracts made on the Lord’s Day
are not void on religious or moral
grounds, but upon the familiar and
stahlished doctrine that when a statute

inflicts a penalty for doing an act—no
matter what that act may be—a court
of justice will not enforce a contract
made in violation of such statute.”
The execution of a will on Sunday
seems to he held valid everywhere.
The Pennsylvania court in 1850 was
evenly divided on the question wheth-
er “a marriage contract executed on
Sunday was such worldly employment
or business as was forbidden on that
day” (In re Oangwere’s Estate. 14 Pa.
417. 53 Am. Dec. 554); hut better ad-
vised later, in 1 882 they held that a
contract of marriage filtered into on
Sunday was valid (Markley v. Ivesser-
ing. 2 Penny. 187).’

To sum up the whole matter, the
validity, in the courts, of any act done
on Sunday, depends not upon religious
views, but upon the statute of each
particular State, and our statute only
forbidding “labor, work, or business
of one’s ordinary calling” does not in-
validate a contract, as here, which was
not an act done as a part of the plain-
tiff's usual business or calling. Bishop
Contracts, p. 538, and cases cited. As
was said in State v. Ricketts, supra:
“What religion and morality permit
or forbid to bo done on Sunday is not
wPMn our province to decide.” * * *

No error.
Wn'ko* 1

. concur.-; in result. Con-
nor, .1.. having been of counsel, did
not sit on ihe hearing of this case.

Supreme Court Digests.

(Prepared by Jos. L. Seawell.)
Jimge vs. McKnight. appellant. From

Moore. Reversed.
Except in the actions mentioned in

section 385 of The Code, a plaintiff is
not entitled to judgment by default
final upon failure of the defendant to

answer until the plaintiff has proved
all the material allegations of the
complaint.

A complaint alleging a cloud upon

the plaintiff’s title by a sheriff’s deed
which was void and praying cancella-
tion of the deed, is not within the
cases mentioned in section 385, and
judgment by default final upon failure
of the defendant to answer was erro-
neously entered.

(Clark, C. J.. concurring and Connor
and Walker, J J., dissenting.)
McGrow vs. So. Railway Co., appel-

lant. From Mecklenburg. New
trial.
There is no presumption that a per-

son upon a baggage or mail car is a
passenger. The general rule is that a
person can take passage on such trains
only at such places as the rules of the
company provide, and one who does
not conform to these rules will ordi-
narily be regarded as a trespasser.

If a person found by the conductor
upon the baggage car of a train which
is about to start, fails to promptly in-

form the conductor that he is a pas-

senger and has a ticket, he cannot re-
cover damages for being ejected unless
the conductor uses excessive force. In

such case the jury should determine
as a matter of fact whether the con-
ductor was informed by the person

that he had a ticket. (Clark, C. J.,
dissenting).
State vs. Garland, appellant. From

Mitcl ic 11. Iloversed.
The defendant sheriff was indicted

under section 1009 of The Code for
buying county claims at a price less
than their full value. The jury re-
turned a special verdict in which it
was found that the county had been in
debt many years and the Legislature

l\ad authorized it to levy special taxes
in settling the indebtedness at less
than the face value, and it had been
the custom of sheriffs of the county to
take up claims offered by holders, at
50 cents on the dollar, they being in-
structed to do so by the commission-
ers, and on settlement they were al-
lowed credit at the rate paid for such
claims; that the defendant here, act-
ing as agent of the commissioners,
was so instructed and was credited
with the amount paid by him lor such
claims, and no more. Held, not guilty.
The object of the law is to prevent
county officials from speculating jn
claims against the county. In this
case, the county, and not the sheriff,
go 4 the benefit of the purchase.
Hinton vs. Insurance t

i From Pasquotank. Error. —_
_

It was alleged that a policy of fife
insurance was issued to M. 8., and
that she paid the premiums as they
foil due. On her death the plaintiff
was appointed administrator and
made demand on the company for
payment of the policy, which was re-
fused. The defendant denied pay-
ment of premiums as alleged, and r hat
proper proofs of death were not for-
warded and accepted by it; and fur-
ther that the policy was issued to the
insured, wife of J. 8., who bought
from a son of the plaintiff a tract of
land: that the plaintiff was the real
owner of the land and that the note
executed by J. B. to the said son was
transferred to the plaintiff: that it was
agreed between the plaintiff and J. B.
that the latter should insure his life
to secure the indebtedness, but the ap-
plication was rejected, ana that there-
after the plaintiff asked M. B. to in-
sure her life to secure the same, which
was done; and that M. B. assigned
the policy, without notice to the com-
pany, to the plaintiff who paid the
premiums; Held, that this was a wa-
gering contract and void. Trinity Col-
lege vs. Ins. Co., 13 N. C„ 244, and
many other cases.

Where an assignment of a policy is
made in good faith to secure a sub-
sisting debt or a debt then contracted,
it will he sustained to the extent of the
indebtedness and premiums paid to
keep the policy alivo.

But where, at the time or before
the application is made, there was an
agreement between the plaintiff (hus-
band) and the insured (the wife) as
in this case, that the policy should
be made payable to the estate of the
wife and immediately assigned to the
husband to secure the indebtedness of
the husband to the plaintiff; Held, >a |
wagering contract. The plaintiff has
no insurable interest in the life of
M. B.

The extent of the decision in this
case, however, is that the defendant
company is entitled, if it can, to show

that the application was made and the
policy obtained under the circum-
stances and for the purposes alleged,

and that it had no notice of the agree-
ment or of the assignment, and that
there was error in refusing to submit
the issues tendered by the defendant
and in excluding the testimony bearing
upon the same.
Hill vs. Gettys, appellant. From

Rutherford. Affirmed.
Action to set aside a mortgage al-

leged to have been made without con-
sideration and procured by fraud.
There was judgment directing the can-
cellation of the instrument. The only

exception is to the refusal of the court

below to non-suit the plaintiff upon
the evidence, and this was affirmed
in this court as there was evidence
proper to go to the jury.

Equity will not cancel a mortgage
simply because the deed was made
without consideration; nor when the
mortgagee fails to perform some pro-

mise made at the time of its execution;
but the party is left to make his de-

fense when action is brought to fore-
close.

But in this case where the jury find
the execution of the mortgage was
procured by fraudulent representa-
tions that the mortgagee would dis-
charge the assumed obligation, it was
held that there was no reason why
equity should not grant relief.
Robinson vs. C ity of Goldsboro, appel-

lant. Affirmed.
Injunction to restrain the defendant

from issuing bonds for electric lights,
etc. The defendant relies on the de-

cision in Fawcett vs. Mt. Airy at last

term, 134 N. (45 S. E. Rep.. 1029),
as authority to issue the bonds with-
out the approval of tiie qualified vo-
ters of the city, where it was held that

in the absence of any restrictive
provision, the power may be conferred
on towns to contract debts and issue
bofids for necessary expenses and that
furnishing light and water was a nec-
essary expense.

But the facts in this case bring it
within the principle announced in
Wadsworth vs. Concord, 133 N. C.,
587—the charter of the city of Golds-
boro providing that bonds may be is-
sued when the proposition has been
approved by the voters.

Where in such case the mode of
contracting the debt Is specially and
plainly prescribed and limited, that
inode is exclusive and must be pursued
or the contract will not bind the city.
(Douglas, J.. concurring in result.)
Holder Vs. Camion M’l"g. Co., appel-

lant. From Cabarrus. No error.
Action for damages alleged to have

been caused by being discharged from
service of the Gibson M’f’g. Co. It
was in evidence for the plaintiff that
when he was discharged he asked the
cause of it, and was told by the “boss”
of the weaving room that he had a
letter from the defendant company re-
questing his discharge from the Gib-
son Company, and the evidence for
the defendant was among other things

that no such letter was ever received;

and the manager of the defendant
company was also the manager of the
Gibson Company, and that he as man-
ager of the Gibson Company discharg-

ed the plaintiff of his own motion be-
cause he refused to make up some lost

time at the mil! of the defendant com-
pany; Hold, that the plaintiff is enti-
tled to recover.

Held further, that to constitute mal-
ice in a case like this, it is not neces-
*rry that actual ill will or hatred be
shown towards the plaintiff, but it is
sufficient if the act done, to \he ap-
parent damage of the plaintiff, with-
out legal excuse.

One, who causes the discharge of
another from the service of a third
party maliciously and wilfully and
without lawful justification, is liable in
damages.

The question in this case was not
whether the plaintiff was discharged
by false representations of the defen-
dant, but was the discharge procured
through malice —without a lawful jus-
tification.

The court says that it is not to be
understood by anything said in the
opinion that one employer cannot in-
quire of another of the character and
habits of a former employee of that
other, and that an answer made in
good faith upon a knowledge of facts
and acted on by the recipient would
subject the giver of the information to
a suit for damages.

(Connor and Walker, JJ., dissent-
ing.)

Jones, receiver, vs. Commissioners of
Madison, appellant. Reversed.
Where a summons properly return-

able before, the court at term was
made returnable to the judge at cham-
bers, there is no defect of justification
hut an error as to venue only.

The Act of Assembly (Laws 1903,
ch. 283), to settle the outstanding in-
debtedness of Madison county and "au-
thorizing” the commissioners there-
of to issue bonds to pay off other
county bonds not matured and to levy
a tax to mqet the principal arid inter-
est of such bonds and providing that
the commissioners shall be “author-
ized,” “empowered and directed” to
audit and ascertain and adjust the
amount of the floating debt, and no
bonds to be issued for any part of said
debt unless two of the three commis-
sioners pass upon and allow the same,
and that the commissioners shall be
“authorized” to retire the outstanding
bonds by selling so many of the bonds
to he issued under the present act as
riiay he necessary and that “if the:
bonds authorized by this act are is-

sued” the commissioners shall levy a
sufficient tax to pay the principal, in-
terest, etc., is Held to be merely per-
missive and not mandatory.

(Montgomery and Connor, JJ., dis-
senting.)

Fidelity Asso.. appellant vs. Lash.
From Forsyth. Error.
Where there is a prior docketed

judgment and a subsequent mortgage
on land thereafter allotted as home-
stead, such lot can he sold under the
mortgage subject to the judgment lien.
When there was such foreclosure pro-
ceedings and sale, the judgment cred-
itors being parties it is not improper,
the case “being retained for further
orders,” to bring it forward on the
termination of the homestead, making
the administrator and heirs at law
parties, and sell the land under a de-
cree to pay the judgment liens.
Womack vs. Gross, appellant. From

Rutherford. New (riel.

When the name of the commissioner
was omitted in the commission to take
depositions but was inserted in the
notice served on the opposite party |
who appeared without objection and
cross-examined witnesses, and the de- j
position was on file long enough be- j
fore the trial to take exceptions but
none were entered, it was error to
quash the deposition at the trial for
such omission.
Johnson, appellant, vs. United Order

of True Reformers. From Forsyth.
Reversed.
When a recordari granted in lieu of

an appeal is not filed at the proper i
term, the appellee can docket and dis-
miss at such term.

A mutual insurance company can j
not change its constitution to alter the
method of assessment as against one
insured prior thereto without his con-
sent. The burden to show such coi.

sent is upon the company.
A foreign corporation can be sued

here, though not domesticated, if
there is proper service as required for
other non-residents. A general ap-
pearance waives all objection as to tb*'
sufficiency of service.
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Box 166, Greensboro, N, C.
Our

l’loasc semi me your Illustrated Hand Book (No. 29).

Illustrated!
I Name

Hand Book AflJrcss

I GRAPE JS)
I PLUG TOBACCO

%>he Best Chewing lobacco in

Y “The sweetness, scent and flavor stolen from the sun

and sky.” Chewers know no sweeter pleasure than chew- ; ,

jigjj
*

For sale by all dealers. If you haven’t tried it, send

1% ioc. for a sample plug. Mot made by a trust.

I R. A. PATTERSON TOBACCO CO. i
I RICHMOND, VA.

SOLE MANUFACTURERS

HOW TO GO
TO THE

World’s
Fair

To every Agent who will
-exl send us SIOO.OO in acci-

H’ dent and Health pre-

m Jy miums during the month
¦ B ¦ of May we will give a

vjfergif round-trip ticket to St.
• Louis and return. For

1 "" Blanks and particulars,
—““ write to

K. B. HALL & CO.,

Managers, Raleigh, N. C., Tiie Preferred Accident
Ins. Co. of N. Y. The Prompt Paying Co.

t

J der and Urinary organ 3 aic on ' J
I t.e increase to an alarming ex- &

§ tent, and o ten a dangerous a
I stage is readied before the vie- 3
fi tint la aware <f iris afflict on. 3
fi immediate attention should be 4

Yen to the first symptoms, no ¦
p matter how slight they may ap- »

ajj p 3a r. Pains in the beck, DJzzl- *B£
gM ness, Irregularities and ctar.ge

M in color of urine, frequent decire
ijSl to urinat', etc., are warnings of j®
K nature of a derangement of ||<
Eg these important organs.

H STUNT’S GIN AMD BIJCIIU is a If
« tested remedy lor these din- za
n eases, and has mnrie some won* is
fflß ferful cures. Itacts immediate- m
Hj jy, anditscurativepowerisseen ¦
gjgf at once. It ean be relied upon
H even in advanced dangerous g3j
mB stages of the disease. (3

ii.'ampT.<23 Sent STroe.
I Ilveryona i 3 invited to testtliis B

remedy free, and a trial samp'c E
I] will bo sent w ithont cost to all &

Ws who rend their name and ad- R 4
dress to CHJAHT DRUG C9., Atlan J

When in New York

Hotel Woodward
Broadway at 55th Street.

A New Hotel of steel and tire-proof construction, catering
only to relined patronage. Located but a few blocks from

principal shops and theatres. Restaurant handsomest in t ity,
and* service of the highest‘order

T. I). GREEN, Manager,

,
Formerly Hold Jefferson, Richmond.

I Hotel Guilford j
Udder New

Greensboro Management and
N. C. Undergoing

a Thorough
Remodeling.

1 Cobb &Fry, Props.

The Atlantic Hotel
AND COTTAGES

MOREIIEAD C ITY, N. C.
Under the management of tiie A. A N. <’. R. If.

HOTEL OPENS JUNE 1. OPENING BALL, JUNE I.
Dancing, bathing, fishing, sailing. Most popular resort on the South

Atlantic Coast. Hotel greatly improved. Rooms with or without hath, sin-
gle or ensuite. Largest ball room in the South. Rates by week or month
and locations of rooms on application. Write for rates and descriptive book-
let.

A. J. Cooke, Mgr., Morehead City, N. C.

Virginia Springs Mountain Resorts.
On the Line of the

CHESAPEAKE & .OHIO RAILWAY.
Dr. Joseph Holt, who ranks among the foremost sanitarists of the

world, says: “I consider the mountains of Virginia as a natural sanitarium,
where visitors from warm latitudes, and especially from crowded centers,
may surely enjoy the benefits of waste-restoring stimulus, which insures a
rapid recuperation and the very best preparation for renewed health and a
long sustained activity in the occupation of a busy and often overworked
life.”

In this favored region, where the waters are renowned for their curative
properties, where the mountain scenery is magnificent and where the Sum-
mer climate is unsurpassed, the days being mildly warm and the nights cool
and refreshing, are situated the

Virginia Hot Springs, Greenbrier White Suloliur Springs, Warm Springs,
Rockbridge Alum Springs, Sweet Springs, Sweet Chalybeate Springs, Natu-
ral Bridge, Red Sulphur Eprlngs. Salt .Sulphur Springs, The Alleghany Sani-
tarium and Rest Resort at Goshen, Va.. ete.
STOP-OVER PRIVILEGES AT MOUNTAIN RESORTS.—WORLD’S FAIR

LOW RATE EXCURSION TICKETS ON SALE AT RESORT STATIONS.
300 HOMES FOR SUMMER BOARDERS.

Descriptive Resorts Pamphlets arid Summer Homes Folders can lie ob-
tained at S. A. li. or Southern Railway Ticket Offices.
U. W. FULLER, G. P. A. W. O. WART HEN, D. I\ A.

Washington, D. C. . mchinond, Va.
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