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greatest interest was manifested, but
the people here were very orderly and
temperate in their discussions. Judge
Peebles was not today represented by
counsel. For the respondents ap-
peared Mr. U. L. Spence, in addition
to counsel present at Fayetteville.
tJudge Peebles announced court con-
vened and requested to see the an-
swers of the respondents.

Proceedings were opened by John
D. Shaw, Jr., who objected that the
proceeding was one that could not be
heard out of term. Contempt pro-

ceedings should not be heard out of
term, except by consent or by au-
thority special statute. Judge
Peebles disagreed and Mr. Shaw stated
that court was only opened for busi-
ness at the time set by the Legisla-

ture and at no other, Judge Peebles
remarked that he did not propose to
hear the case, but merely to sit on
the answers and that unless the an-
swers were such as required no evi-
dence he proposed to continue the
hearing until the May term of court,

and that he desired the answer tiled.

Several Motions Overruled.
Respondents excepted. Respond-

ents then put in the following motions
all of which were overruled: “North
Carolina in the matter of N. A. Mc-

Lean et als. Respondents move the

court to dismiss this proceedings for

that the court has no power to hear
the matter at this time, and that the
proceedings have been discontinued.
C. W. Tillett, C. M. Busbee, J. D.
Shaw, Jr., Robinson & Shaw and U.
L. Spence attorneys for respondents.
Motion over-ruled and respondents ex-
cepted.

Respondents move the court that
they be not required at this time to

tile their answers or do anything
whatever in reference to this pro-
ceeding for that the court has no pow-
er to take any action in the premises
at this time. Motion refused and re-
spondents except.

The respondents move the court

under the special appearance entered
for the respondents herein to dismiss
this proceeding, first, for that the

affidavit of J. A. Parker filed herein

does not purport to be made by one
having any actual judgment of any
of the facts contained in said affidavit
Second, for that the said affidavit of

J. A. Parker is made solely upon in-

formation and belief, and is therefore

InsullicienL Third, for that the affi-
davit upon which the rule is based
does not shite facts on its face suffi-
cient to constitute contempt or justify

proceeding as for contempt. Motions
above numbered 1, 2 and 3 over-ruled
and respondents except as to the rul-
ing of each motion.

Upon the annexed affidavit of the
respondents, counsel for respondents
move the court to remove this pro-
ceeding to be heard before some other
judge of the Superior court of this
State.

The Answer of the Bar.
North Carolina.
In the matter of N. A. McLean, Esq.;

B. F. McLean, Esq.; Stephen Mc-
Intyre, Esq.; A. W. McLean, Esq.;

John H. Cook, Esq.; E. J. Britt.
Esq.; R. B. Morrison, Esq.; Wade
Wishart, Esq.; R. C. Lawrence,
Esq.; R. E. Lee, Esq., and J. G. Mc-
Cormick, Esq.

himself all objections and exceptions
to the venue and jurisdiction of this
court and to the insufficiency of the

affidavit and order filed in this spe-
cial proceeding, and especially pro-
testing against the authority and ju-

risdiction of Judge Robert B. Peebles

in the premises, for reply to the affi-
davit and order served upon him,
says:

1. That the allegations of paragraph
one of said affidavit are admitted.

2. Answering paragraph two, re-
spondent says that he admits that

there was a meeting of the members
of the bar of Robeson county at the
office of the Clerk of the Superior
Court, called by said Clerk for the
purpose of making a calendar of jury
causes to be tried at the April Term,

1904. of said court.
3. That the allegations of paragraph

three are admitted.
4. That the allegations of paragraph

four are not true. The only action
of the respondents on said 21st day

of March. 1904, was their agreement

not to fix a calendar for the trial of

jury causes at the said term of said

court.
5. That the reasons then and there

assigned for said action were as fol-
lows:

a. That reports had been received
from other counties in which Judge
Peebles bad held court of his dis-
courtesy- to counsel, unfairness and
partiality, a notable instance being in

the Haywood case.
b. The discourtesy and unfairness

shown by Judge Peebles to N. A. Mc-
Lean, one of the respondents, at

Bladen Superior Court as set out in
the uilidavit of X. A. McLean.

c: Reports of a lack of judicial tem-
perament upon the part of Judge

Peebles, which unfitted him as a judge
to give suitors fair and impartial

*
trials.

d. The necessity for the farmers of
Robeson county to remain at home at
the time said court would be held, to
give the necessary attention to their
farm work.

e. The reports that Judge Peebles
had been under the influence of li-
nuor during the time he was holding

the courts of Johnston and other
counties.

f. The fact that Judge Peebles had
stated at a former term of Robesor.
court that he would be bound by no
calendar unless he approved of the
same.

g. Reports from counties in which
Judge Peebles had held court of his
discourtesy to jurors and witnesses in
attendance at said courts.

h. The discourtesy of Judge Peebles
to J. G. McCormick, one of said re-
spondents at February Term, 1904, of
Cumberland Superior Court, as set out
in the affidavit rtied by said McCor-
mick in this proceeding.

i. The right of the bar of Robeson
county to set their cases for trial or
not, as they saw fit and proper, at any
term of Robeson Superior court, and
to set their cases for trial or continue
the same by' consent as they thought
proper for the interest of their clients.

j. The unanimous opinion of the re-
spondents that Judge Peebles was an
unsafe man before whom to try their
cases on account of his lack of judicia’
temperament as aforesaid.

k. That one of said respondents,
Stephen Mclntyre, stated that he had
heard W. W. Clark, Esq., of New
Bern, N. C.. in an argument before the
Supreme Court, while arguing an ap-
peal from a decision of Judge Peebles
state that Judge Peebles was lacking
in judicial temperament, and that as
to how he should be taught judicial
temperament, he would leave it to the
Supreme Court to say.

l. That one of said respondents. A.
W .MCLean, stated that when in Ral-
eigh a short time previous to said

meeting, he had heard W. J. Peele,
Esq., a lawyer residing in said city
state that Judge Peebles was totally
lacking in judicial temperament.

m. That one of said respondents, J.
G. McCormick, stated that J. O. Carr,
Esq., a lawyer practicing in Wilming-
ton, N. C., had stated to him that
Judge Peebles had shown great par-
tiality to the plaintiff in the trial of
the case of Rowe v. Cape Fear Lum-
ber Company, tried in Pender Supe-
rior court, and had not made up the
case fairlyr on the appeal to the Su-
preme Court.

n. That it was stated by one of said
respondents, Stephen Mclntyre, that
he had been informed that Judge
Peebles, during the trial of an action
in Lenoir Superior court, had taken an
account book which had been offered
in evidence by one of the counsel, and
thrown it contemptuously upon the
floor in the presence of the judy.

o. That respondents were aware that
there had been criticisms in many
newspapers of the manner in which
Judge Peebles had tried the Haywood
and other cases, which reflected upon
his judicial conduct, to none of which
had either he or any of his friends
made reply, and as to none of which
he had taken any action. The said
reports, taken from said newspapers,
being attached to the answer of N. A.
McLean, one of the respondents, as
“Exhibit A ” thereto, which is here-
by referred to and made a part hereof.

p. That respondents had been relia-
bly informed that in a great number of
appeals taken from Judge Peebles’
courts to the Supreme court, excep-
tions were made in the record as to
expressions of opinion and behavior of
Judge Peebles.

q. Other reports affecting the char-
acter of Judge Peebles had been
theretofore brought to the knowledge
of respondents which he does not un-
dertake or desire to set forth in de-
tail and at length herein but which he
is prepared to give if commanded by
the court.

That respondents believed the state-
ments, reports and publications set
forth in this paragraph to be true, and
it was upon his belief that they were
true that his actions in the premises
were based. This belief was rein-
forced by the fact that notwithstand-
ing the fact that publications continu-
ed to appea,r in the newspapers from
time to time, respondent has never
heard, nor did lie see any publication j
in a newspaper that Judge Peebles,
or any of his friends, had denied these
thihgs.

6. That the allegations of paragraph
six are admitted.

7. That the allegations of paragraph
seven are admitted.

8. That the allegations of paragraph
eight are not true.

9. That the allegations of paragraph
nine are not true except as set out in
the answers of N. A. McLean and R.
C. Lawrence, respectively.

10. Answering paragraph ten, this
respondent says that he did not see
fit to disclaim responsibility for said
publications or publish any statement
in respect thereto, because he conceiv-
ed that no duty' to do so devolved upon
him in any way and he denies that
said publications did Judge Peebles
any wrong or injury. And further an-
swering said paragraph, this respond-
ent says that the respondent has kept
silent in respect to this matter because
at said term of said court, the said
Judge Peebles refused to hear from
them hyf their authorized spokesman,
Mr. N. A. McLean, and further because
on the same day' the said Judge
Peebles in his remarks to the bar
stated in conclusion that it was his
purpose to attach the bar for con-
tempt and this without having heard
from them.

11. That the allegations of para-
graph eleven are not true. On the
contrary the respondent, J. G. McCor-
mick had tried a case before said
Judge R. B. Peebles as hereinbefore
stated, as well as N. A. McLean and
others of said respondents had been
present at courts over which Judge
Peebles had presided.

12. Respondent denies that said at-
torneys formed any combination what-
ever in respect to trying cases before
Judge Peebles, there having been no
discussion or consideration whatever
prior to the meeting of the respond-
ents on March 21st in respect to the
trial of their cases; respondent furth-
er denies that it was his purpose or
the purpose of the other respondents,
so far as he knows, or then knew, to
reflect upon the official character of
Judge Peebles or to bring him into dis-
repute or contempt, hut for the rea-
sons set out in this answer, knowing
that from time to time articles had
appeared in the press of this State and
in other States sharply criticising the
official conduct of Judge Peebles,
which said articles, in so far as re-
spondent has knowledge, were never
replied to by Judge Peebles or any
of his friends, copies of said articles
being attached to the answer of N.
A. McLean as “Exhibit A,” made a
part hereof, and having heard from
reliable sources the further fact that
in a great number of the appeals
which went up from his courts to the
Supreme Court exceptions were noted
to the expression of opinion and con-
duct of Judge Peebles while on the
bench, in the interest of their clients
they decided not to form a calendar
for the trial of jury causes at that
term of court.

13. The allegations of paragraph
thirteen are not true, except as such
denial may be explained or modified
by the allegations hereinbefore set out
in this answer.

14. That the allegations of para-
graph fourteen are not true.

15. That the allegations of para-
graph fifteen are not true in so far
as it is alleged that the respondents
made any publication except in so far
as this denial is modified by the an-
swers of N. A. McLean and R. C. Law-
rence, respondents. That this respond-

ent has no knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to wheth-
er or not said publications were free-
ly circulated in the town of Fayette-
ville.

16. That answering paragraph six-
teen, this respondent while he admits
that no calendar was made, alleges

that it is not true that the said cal-
endar was not made in pursuance of
the alleged agreement set out in said

affidavit. That many orders and de-
crees, amounting to about fifty in
number, were taken before Judge
Peebles at said April Term, and that
at said meeting of the bar it was
agreed that the entire motion docket
should stand open at said term.

And for the purpose of making this
statement as full as it should he and
for the purpose of stating all the facts
in respect to this controversy, respond-
ent further says that some days after
the meeting of said bar it was agreed
by the respondelits that no jury causes
should be tried and that all should bo
continued.

The respondents, denying the pow-
er or jurisdiction or authority of
Judge Peebles to propound the inter-
rogatories set out in his order, but not
desiring to avoid a full answer there-
to, for answer to said interrogatories
say:

1. In answer to the first interroga-
tory, this respondeat says that the
persons and sources from whence he

received the information and the re-
ports of the unfairness, partiality and
discourtesy on the part of Judge
Peebles are named and set forth in
pargraph five of this respondent’s an-
swer to the affidavit of J. A. Parker.

2. In answer to the second interro-
gatory, this respondent says that the
specific acts of unfairness and par-
tiality' which he had heard charged
against Judge Peebles in the trial of
the Haywood case, are contained in
the stenographic reports of the said
trial, which appeared in The News ami
Observer, Charlotte Observer and the
Morning Post, and are also contained
among the comments upon said trial
which appeared and were published in
the Charlotte Observer, Easterri Re-
flector, Madison County Herald, Wind-
sor Ledger, Roxboro Courier, States-
ville Landmark, Lenoir Topic, Tarbor >
Southerner, Nashville Graphic, Scot-
land Neck Commonwealth, Henderson
Gold Leaf, Cleveland Star, Charlotte
News, Monroe Journal, Durham
Morning Herald, Durham Sun, Smith-
field Herald, Carthage Blade, Golds-
boro Headlight. Wadesboro Messenger-
Intelligencer, Enfield Ledger, Concord
Times, King's Weekly, Lumberton
Robesonian, Raleigh Christian Advo-
cate, Lumberton Argus, Oxford Public
Ledger, Roanoke Times, People's Pa-
per, Morganton News-Herald, Wil-
mington Messenger, Warrenton Re-
cord, Union Republican, Durham Her-
ald. Progressive Farmer, Washington
Progress, Times-Mercury, Asheville
Register, Biblical Recorder, Nashville
Graphic, Fairbrother’s Everything,
Charlotte Chronicle. Copies of said
comments are attached to the answer
of N. A. McLean as exhibit “A” and
are hereby referred to and made a
part hereof.

Further answering said interroga-
tory two, respondent had heard from
parties in attendance upon said trial
that? the entire conduct, demeanor and
bearing of Judge Peebles during said
trial was extremely unfavorable to
the State and highly favorable to the
defendant, to the extent that those in
attendance upon said trial stated that
the sympathies of Judge Peebles were
clearly with the defense and that such
sympathy was clearly shown upon
the trial.

3. That for answer to interrogatory
three, this respondent refers to the
foregoing answer to interrogatory two:

4. In answer to interragatory four.
| the reply to the letter of Iredell
Heaves referred to in said section was
written by' N. A. McLean in the pres-
ence of li. C. Lawrence and J. G. Mc-
Cormick and in the presence also of a
third gentleman who is not a party
to this proceeding. The said reply
was submitted to the respondents who
were then present as above stated,
approved and forwarded hyT them.

5. In answer to interrogatory five,
this respondent denies that the real
cause of the action of this respondent
was 02 is stated in said interrogatory,
but that the causes for said action
are truly set forth in paragraph five
of this answer and this respondent
further say's that the said interroga-
tory does not contain a true state-
ment of the facts in regard to the mat-
ter therein referred to.

The respondents have and have al-
ways had all due respect for the
courts of North Carolina and for the
due and orderly' administration by
them of justice to all litigants and by'
the action of the respondents in re-
spect to the trial of jury causes at
April Term, 1904, of the Robeson Su-
perior Court, they' avow they did noth-
ing which tended to defeat, impair
impede or prejudice the rights or
remedies of any party to any action
then pending in said Superior Court
or in any' of the courts of North Caro-
lina.

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 16th day of May, 1904.

W. H. HUMPHREY,
C. S. O. Robeson Co.

The Joint Affidavit.
North Carolina —In the Superior

Court.
In the matter of N. A. McLean, B,

F. McLean, Stephen Mclntyre, A. W.
McLean, J. H. Cook, E. J. Britt, R. S.
Morrison, Wade Wishart, R. C. Law-
rence, R. E. Lee and J. G. McCor-
mick.

N. A. McLean, B. F. McLean, Ste-
phen Mclntyre, A. W. McLean, J. H.
Cook, E. J. Britt. 11. S. Morrison, Wade
Wishart, R. C. Lawrence, It. E. Lee
and J. G, McCormick, each being duly
and severally' sworn for himself says:

That he is a respondent in the above
entitled cause. ’

That proceedings as for contempt

have been instituted against him, and
if he is convicted or adjudged guilty
he may be punished by fine or im-
prisonment or both.

That in this cause an affidavit has
been filed and a rule has been issued
by said Judge Robert B. Peebles, re-
turnable before himself as judge, to
show cause, if any he has, why' affiant
should not he adjudged guilty as for
contempt.

That upon the hearing of said cause
issues of fact will be raised which will
involve the official and personal con-
duct of the said Judge Robert B. Pee-
bles, the judge before whom said rule
is returnable.

That he is informed, believes and
so alleges that by the Constitution and
laws of the United States and of the
State of North Carolina, it is provid-
ed that each and every person charged
with the violation of law shall be en-
titled to a fair and impartial trial be-
fore a fair and competent tribunal es-
tablished by law, and that no person
shall be in any manner deprived of
his liberty or property hut by the law'
of the land. That by this law of the
land and by the laws of North Car-
olina and the customs and usages of
her courts and people, no judge is
competent to preside over the trial of
a cause in w'hich he has any interest
whatsoever, or in reference to the
merits of which he has formed and
expressed an opinion prior to the trial
thereof.

That he is informed and believes
and alleges that in proceedings of this
nature, the findings of fact to he made
by the trial judge are binding and
conclusive upon respondents and can
not be reviewed upon an appeal to a
higher tribunal under the Constitu-
tion of the United States and the Con-
stitution of North Carolina.

That as lie is informed, advised and
believes he is entitled to the equal pro-
tection of the laws which is afforded
every citizen of the State of North
Carolina and that he has the right to
demand that the hearing of this cause
shall be had before a fair and im-
partial tribunal established under the
laws of the State of North Carolina.

That he believes and alleges that
he cannot obtain such fair and im-
partial trial before the said Judge
Robert B. Peebles.

(a) For that the said Judge Robert
B. Peebles is vitally and personally
interested therein and is the real
prosecutor thereof, as upon the issue
hereof depends, to some extent at
lefist, his standing both as a citizen
and as a judge of the Superior Court
of North Carolina.

(b) For that the said Judge Robert
IPeebles in discussing with Geo. B.
McLeod, sheriff of liobeson county,
the action of the respondents, where-
with they are now charged, stated to
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said McLeod that the conduct of re-
spondents “was the damdest *

thing
that had ever happened in North Car-
olina and that when he got through
with them it would not happen any'
more.’’ That the said conversation
with said McLeod was had before the
said Judge Robert B. Peebles had
made any' due investigation whatso-
ever into the truth or the falsity of
the charges against the respondent .
That in said conversation he express-
ed an opinion upon respondent’s guilt
and expressed an intention of punish-
ment therefor.

(c) For that the said Judge Robert
B. Peebles, as affiant is informed,
believes and so alleges assented to
the following publication which ap-
peared in the Charlotte Observer of
date the 19th day of April, 1904, as
follows:

“Whiteville, April 18. —Judge Pee-
bles stated today to the Observer cor-
respondent that the contempt pro-
ceedings against the lawyers of Robe-
son county would not be brought up
at Whiteville owing to his present
physical indisposition, hut he would
most assuredly bring them up for con-
tempt of court at the term of Cum-
berland county court to convene at
Fayetteville on Monday, May 10. Judge
Peebles says they' have insulted the
cloth and the dignity of the law and
they shall he punished in conse-
quence.’’

(d) For that the said Judge Robert
B. Peebles, as affiant is informed, be-
lieves and so alleges, authorized a
publication which appeared in the
Charlotte Observer of date the 6th
day' of May, 1904. stating in substance*
that he (Judge Peebles) would be sat-
isfied with nothing less than a writ-
ten statement signed by respondents
to the effect that in none of their ac-
tions did they have intenion of reflect-
ing upon the said Peebles either as a
man or as a judge, and that lie would
take no steps in the matter until th->
day following the date, of said pub-
lication.

(e) For that the said Judge Robert
B. Peebles has expressed the opinion
as affiant is informed and believes
that the defendants were guilty and
that he would punish them severely.

That such statements were made
by said Judge Robert B. Peebles with-
out any due inquiry into the truth or
faisity of the charges against respon-
dents.

(f) For that, as affiant is informed
and believes, the affidavit made by J.
A. Parker herein was in the hand-
writing of the said Judge Robert B.
Peebles.

That the said J. A. Parker is not.
and has not been a resident of Robe-
son county, is not acquainted with
the respondents, and is unknown to
these respondents. He does not in his
affidavit undertake to state the source
of his information from the hand-
writing in which his affidavit is pre-
pared that the same was drawn by
Judge Peebles, and respondents be-
lieve that Judge Peebles furnished the
information upon which said affidavit
is based and induced'him to make the
affidavit.

That Judge Peebles has paid by his
personal check the expense of serv-
ing the rule in this matter upon re-
spondents, as they are informed and
believe, and that the various acts and
declarations of Judge Peebles have
convinced the respondents that he is
in reality' the prosecutor in this mat-
ter.

That respondents do not believe it
is in the nature of any' man. situated
as Judge Peebles is, to give these re-
spondents the fair and impartial trial
to which every man is entitled.

That in the nature of things the
position occupied by Judge Peebles in
this matter cannot fall to fill him with
bias and prejudice against respond-
ents. That the safety of our institu-
tions and the respect of our people
for our courts depends not only upon
fair and impartial trials but upon the
belief of every party to an action that
he can and will obtain such fair and

. impartial trial.
That the bias of Judge Peebles is

shown by the fact that in the ordersigned by him He refers to the affidavit
which appears in his own handwrit-
ing and states in the order that after
reading and considering the affidavit
he adjudges that this affidavit, pre-
pared in his own handwriting as afore-
said, constituted prima facie proof of
respondents’ guilt.

That for the reasons herein statiche does not believe he can obtaiii*’
fair and impartial trial before t
said Judge Robert B. Peebles.

Sworn and subscribed before me
this day of May, 1904.

Court offered in answer to the
above motion to carry the action back
to Cumberland county by consent, and
submit all issues of facts raised by
answers to a jury. Respondents ob-
jected to Cumberland county. Court
then offered to substitute Harnett in
place of Cumberland. Respondents
objected to Harnett county. Court
then offered to substitute Johnston
county'. Respondents refused, hut
said they were willing to remove the
matter to any county in the Seventh
district except Cumberland county,
provided the matter should be tried
by some other judge than Judge Pee-
bles. It was understood that if
cause was removed to Cumberland,
Harnett or Johnston county it was to
be tried by Judge Peebles and a jury*
Motion over-ruled and respondents ex-
cep t.

Repartee Pleases the Crowd.
It was with the introduction of

these motions that the proceedings
took on the animated character that
was retained to the end. It was
argued forcefully by Mr. Shaw, Mr.
Tillett and Mr. Busbee that the affi-
davit of J. A. Parker was founded
on information and belief and that
the iu!e sustained by the Supreme
court was that it should be based
upon facts within the knowledge of the
affiant. Judge Peebles replied acidly
that the affidavit was not founded on
hearsay*, but on facts within the
knowledge of the court, which occur-
red under his nose. The judge and
counsel indulged frequently' in re-
partee, which took well with the
crowd.

Mr. Busbee \s Contention.
Mr. Busbee, in saying his motion to

hear before another judge relied
strongly upon the Code, section 191,
which prohibits a judge from hearing
a cause in which is interested, and
stated that the answers might set up
facts which he thought would make

it to the best interest of the judge as
well us all other parties to the cause
to have it heard by some other judge.

While he was advertent to the fact

that there was no precedent for such

an action in contempt proceedings he

considered this proceeuing a unique

Judge Peebles remarked that it

there was anything irrelevant in the

answer it was the fault of the re-

spondents, and not him.

A Red Hot Affidavit.
t .» their contention that
In suppoit of th

a partyhe judge hadjnaa affidavitthe respondents on
d to the

"it (

4°Vi lodge Peebles had issued
effect that Jndg

Hamilton, the
f « u mmoii&.for £ , tu com<? iut „

telegraph the telt .

court and bung *

gram sent out after the meeting of the
Robeson bar, that while the operator
was attempting to read to the judge
the rhies of the ooiripany respecting
the disclosure of telegrams, the latter
ordered the sheriff to put the opera-
tor in jail until he produced the tele-
gram, which he then did; that after-
wards the judge remarked to the
sheriff that the action of the bar was
the “damndest thing that had ever
happened in the State, and he pro-
posed to see that it never happened
again.’’ Also an affidavit of H. B.
Hevenor, a newspaper man of White-
ville, to the effect that Judge Peebles

had stated to him that the Lumber-

ton bar had insulted the cloth of his
office, and he proposed to punish
them. It was upon these affidavits

and the retention of counsel by the

judge that the affidavit of the respond-

ents to remove to another judge was
based. As to the affidavit -Of the
newspaper man the judge made the
following statement:

“After the publication of certain

interviews in the News and Observer
that 1 had postponed the case in or-

der to effect a compromise, I stated
to Mr. Myrover, of Fayetteville, that

the report was not true. Judge Mc-

Neill came to Fayetteville to try to

settle the case, and 1 told him that
nothing less than a complete disclaim-
er of any intention to reflect on me as
a judge or a man wouid be consid-

ered. I did not state that I intended
to punish them. 1 stated to him that
if they denied the intent that would
end the matter. If they did not I

would have to punish them.”

Mr. Busbee’s Views.
Mr. Busbee said that upon the facts

as they presented themselves to his

mind it would be manifestly impossi-
ble for Judge Peebles to try the case

with that impartiality that was the

prerequisite of an unbiased judge.

Without reflecting in the least on

Judge Peebles, he submitted that he

was an interested party under the

spirit of code section 195, the most

pregnant idea of which was that a
judge should not try a case when he

was interested in any way in the re-
sult.

“Suppose the judge I might as,.:
would not try it?” asked Judge Pee-j
b!es, and then he commenced the '

finesse, which he carried out so skill-
fully for the remainder of the hear-
ing by saying: “Ifyou have no con-
fidence in me let the case go back to

Cumberland and I will give you a jury
trial. I don’t see why I should be

singled out of all the judges who have

heard contempt proceedings to be ask-

ed to establish a new precedent.”
Mr. Busbee avoided the issue by

saying that the case was a new one
in North Carolina as the calendar
had often been passed by the bars of

different counties without producing
contempt proceedings.

To this Judge Peebles replied:
“Then it is a question of law, and cer-
tainly the court that finds itself held

in contempt is the proper judge of

that. My decisions as to the law may

be reviewed and I have offered you

a jury to try the facts. All you have

to do* is to get out of the influence of

the bar here.”

Tillett’.s Eloquent Plea.
Mr. Tillett. then'made an eloquent

talk of five minutes duration that
captured the audience, paying a high

tribute to the character and value of
the judge and the respondents, that

it was a case where a brave man had

clashed with brave men. and that ii

was a cause that deserved to be heard
in so impartial away that no one
could question the justice of the uiti-

(Continued on Page Four.)

There’s Health;
..in..

Lemon Juice.
Various experiments by em-

inent scientists have proven

the great value of lemons in f
destroying the germs of ty-
phoid and other fevers. Germs
of diseases are deposited in the
system by the failure of the

to act regularly.
ivxv. :y'S lemon elix-
ir is an ideal laxative, made

from the juice of pure lemons,
and has no equal for cleansing
the system of all impurities.
It acts promptly on the
bowels, liver and kidneys, and
does not gripe or cause un-
pleasantness- 50 rents per bot-
tle at all drug stores.

MOZLEY’S LEMON HOT DROPS
CURE ALL COUGHS AND COLDS.

Mozley’s
Lemon Elixir

Made of Lemons.

HAIR TELLS CHARACTER.

Color of Hair Said to Indicate a Fer«

sou’s Temperament.

Many people believe that blonde, or
light hair denotes affection and dark
hair constancy. A person without hair
is not devoid of character; far from it.
The disposition of the average bald-
headed man is to show such solicitude
for the welfare of others, that he neg-
lects himself. A germ causes baldness.
Prof. Sabouraud, of Paris, Prance, in-
noceuiated a rabbit with Dandruff germs,
causing it to become totally bald in five
weeks’ time. To rid the scalp of these
dangerous germs it is necessary to apply
iNewbro’3 Herpicide.

“Destroy the cause—you remove the
effect.”

Sold by leading druggists. Send 10c in
stamps for sample to The Herpicide Co.,
Detroit. Mich.
Henry T. Hicks & Co., Special Agents.

HINDIPO
THE NEW NERVE TONIC

AND KIDNEY CURE.
CWinses the Kidneys and Bladder, purifies the
Biood. Puts Flosh on thin people. Strengthens
the Nerves. Clears the Brain. Cures NervoutDebility, Insomnia, Failing Meteor". Restores
.V''; Vigor, Vitality and Strength of Youth,in both weak Men and Women.

This New Remedy works like Magic, but in ab-
solutely harmless. Weigh yourself before taking.

Price, 50 ets ; 12 boxes, $5.00, by mail.
Me will cheerfully refund the money [fyou arenot benefit ted. Try it aud be convinced.

For bale by \V. H. KING DHIG CO.

RheumatismM. «THE PAIN JONG.”
Those who have ever felt its keen, cutting pains, or witnessed the intense

suffering of others, know that Rheumatism is torture, and that it is right-
ly called “The King of Pain.”

Alldo notsuffer alike. Some are suddenly seized withthe most excrucia-
ting pains, and itseems every muscle and joint in the body was being torn
asunder. Others feel only occasional slight pains for weeks or months, when
a sudden change in the weather or exposure to damp, chillywinds or night
air brings on a fierce attack, lasting for days perhaps, and leaving the pa-
tient with a weakened constitution or crippled and deformed for all time.

An acid, polluted condition of the blood is the cause of every form and
variety of Rheumatism, Muscular, Articular, Acute, Chronic, Inflammatory
and Sciatic, and the blood must be purged and purified before there is an
end to your aches and pains. External applications, the use of liniments and
plasters, do much toward temporary relief, but such treatment does not reach
the real cause or cleanse the diseased blood ; but S. S. S., the greatest of all
blood purifiers and tonics, does cure Rheumatism by antidoting and neutraliz-
ing the poisonous acids and building up the weak and sluggish blood. It is

S. I
safe and reliable in allforms ofRheumatism. Itmakes
l

’

ae blood rich, and the pain-tortured mus*
c^es and joints are relieved, the shattered nerves are
made strong, and the entire system is invigorated and

=
*

toned up by the use of this great vegetable remedy.
If you have Rheumatism, write us, and our physicians will furnish .with-

out charge any information desired, and we will mail free our book on

Rheumatism, SWBFT SPECEFEC COATLANTA, GAm i

• CURED
jSnPLUG TOBACCO > •

The Best Chewing
O TOBACCO IN THE WORLD. M
\ | •• The Sweetness, Scent and Flavor /
\ I Stolen from the Sun and Sky.

" */

\ CHewers Know no Sweeter Pleasure /
I ! Than Chewing GRAPE. # '•f I

TRY IT USE IT /
ONCE ALWAYS

11 FOR SALE BY ALL DEALERS.
I If you haven’t tried it, send lOc. for Sample Plug.

NOT MADE BY A TRUST I
/ R. A. Patterson Tobacco Co., 1
/ Sole Manufacturers. Richmond, Va, \

I
HOW TO GO
TO THE

World’s I
Fair 1

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

ffli ifo*®0*® Jj® dent and Health pre-
s| |8 M iniums (hiring the month

Ua jgl of May we will give a

SB round-trip ticket to St.

liouis and return. For
Blanks and particulars,

write to

R. B. IIALL& CO.,

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

Sydnor and Hundley
Leaders in High-Grade

Furniture & Upholstering
We call your special attention to our stock of FINE FURNITURE In

lines.. No finer goods are shown in any Northern Market. Our stock
is the largest south of Philadelphia, and our prices about 15 per cent

lower.
ANTIQUE REPRODUCTIONS, in chamber, hall and dining furniture,

In all woods, a specialty.. MISSION FURNITURE, so much in de-
mand just now, in WEATHERED and ANTWERP OAK, a special
feature.
MAILORDERS have our very careful attention.

Sydnor and Hundley.
RICHMOND, VA.

Whether in the society of a Frock
Coat, Cutaway or Sack Suit, a white
vest always manages to add its spice

of dignity to the attire.
Even white vests are not necessarily

plain—some are wrought in fancy de-

signs with subdued effects which add

to the richness. Others in more decid-

ed effects up to the “noisest” color

schemes of cloth aud patterns. '1 hese

fit.
None of that aggravating tightness

in the arm pits characteristic of

“stingily” made vests.
Prices look like mistakes alongside

the values.
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