
Cuyler is Faced by
His Own Vote.
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holders that he would not attend the
adjourned meeting in December, and i
that these were his reasons therefor: ,
That the Atlantic and North Carolina I
railroad passes partly through the '
counties of Carteret, Craven, Jones, j
Lenoir and Wayne, and that thtese 1
counties are largely dependent upon

the facilities furnished by this road
for their development; that while this
road serves the general public, it is a
matter of vital interest to the people
of that section of the fcstate from
Goldsboro to Beaufort; that it was
constructed jointly by the State and
the counties and people along its line;
that while the charter gives to the
company the power to farm out its
right of transportation over its road,
yet the stockholders in meeting as-
sembled solemnly agreed it should only
be done by the concurrent vote of a j
majority of the private stockholders
and the vote of the State's proxy. |
This agreement is clearly set forth in
a by-law. of the company, which is in
these words:

“That no contract for the assign-
ment, sale or transfer, of any corpoi-

ate right, franchise or privilege of j
the company shall be made until the !
question of sale or transfer shall have
been submit ted to a vote of the stoefc- i
holders, and such sale or transfer ap- i
proved by a majority of the private j
stockholders and the State.”

The Governor is charged by law
with the duty of protecting and look-
ing out for the State's interest in this'
property, as well as in the other prop- j
erty at d rights of the State. .When
the time for the adjourned December
meeting arrived, he well knew that the j
private stockholders had no proposi- ;
tion for a lease pending before them ]
to be considered, .and that he had
none before him. which was so safe-
guarded that hfe*was willingto sub-
mit to them for their approval, and
for which he was willing for his proxy
to vote. Under these circumstances
he directed his proxy to inform the
stockholders that he would not at-

tend the meeting. That this action

was taken, not out nt hostility to leas-
ing the property, if a proper lease
could be obtained, but because no
such proper lease was then pending
and he deemed a meeting under such
circumstances useless.

That the Governor then had reason
to believe that a proposition contain-
ing better terms would soon be of-
fered. and that subsequent events
have fully justified the delay and veri-
fied such expectations; that the gov-

ernor has since received other and
better propositions, and that he has
now pending before him propositions
in which the sum offered as

rental is largely in excess of

any that was then pending and
which is satisfactory to him and

which only needs proper security for

the faithful performance of the condi-
tion of the lease. That it was and is
his purpose, as soon as the parties
making these propositions make the
security for the faithful performance
of the conditions of the lease satisfac-
tory to submit these propositions to

the private stockholders for their con-
sideration, and that this would proba-
bly have been done by tnis time but

for this suit.
Sixteenth. That answering the six-

teenth paragraph, th* defendant says

that it here repeats i's answer to the
preceding paragraph, so far as it Is re-
sponsive to the allegations of this
paragraph, and in addition the.tio,

savs: That it is not true that if the
stockholders had met in adjourned
meeting on the 10th of December,

1003, that some action would have

been taken with reference to farming
out its property as contemplated by
the charter for the reason that the
meeting would have had no proposi-
tion of lease before it upon which it
could have acted. Such meeting could
only have resulted in coming together
and adjourning without accomplishing
anything.

And the defendant specifically an-
swering the second allegation of this
paragraph says it is not true that the
said conduct of the State's proxy w«
without warrant of law and revolu-
tionary and in utter disregard of the

rights of the defendant corporation,
f s complainant, and the other stoek-

-1 alders. Section sos the charter coa-
lers upon the stockholders the power

to make by-laws. The stockholders in
general meeting assembled, in pursu-
ance of this authority, made by the by-

law hereinbefore set out and for the
mutual protection of the rights of the
private stockholders and the rights
and interest of the State. Under this
by-law a lease of the property can

/ only be made by the consent of the
private stockholders and the State.
That was a voluntary engagement en-
tered into by the private stockholders
and the State for the mutual protec-
tion of the rights and interests of each.
It was therefore no infringement of
the State’s proxy to say to them as
there is no proposition for a lease
pending to which I can give my as-
sent. it is useless to hold the proposed
meeting.

As to One Finch.
Seventeenth. That answering the al-

legations contained in the seventeenth
paragraph, the defendant says these
are the facts: That a day or so before
a former application for the appoint-
ment of a receiver of the property of
the company was made, one K. S.
Finch, attended by an attorney, called
at the Lxeoutive office for the avowed
purpose of consulting the Governor
about the purchase of some swamp
land. At the close of this interview
Mr. Finch said to the Governor in a
seemingly casual way: “What about a
lease of the Atlantic & North Caro-
lina Railroad? If a meeting of the
stockholders should be called for the
purpose of considering a lease, would
jour proxy attend?” To which the
Governor responded: “What would be
the use. The road cannot be leased
except by the consent of both the pri-
vate stockholders and the State, and
what is the use of the State's proxy
attending the meeting till a proposi-
tion is made which is acceptable to
the State?” Mr. Finch's attorney re-
marked that he did not know that
such was the case. It is admitted that
in an examination before a judicial

officer the Governor of North Carolina
repeated in substance this conversa-
tion.

Eighteenth. That answering the al-
legations contained In the eighteenth
paragraph, defendant says: It is not
true that the action of the State’s
proxy was a fraud upon the rights of
the complainant. On the contrary, it
is averred that time and events have
clearly demonstrated the wisdom of
the course pursued by the Governor
and his proxy, and the careful, pains-
taking consideration the Governor has
given to the various propositions to
lease this property which they have
submitted to him. Os the several pro-
positions which have been made, oaeh
succeeding one has been hotter in
many of its aspects. The first propo-
sition. submitted December Bth. 1902,
offered "as rental for the first five
years 1 per cent per annum on the
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par value of the capital stock thereof.
For the next ten years IVfc per cent
per annum on the same, and for the
remaining twenty-four years 2 per
cent per annum on the same.” It is
also proposed to pay the floating debt
and the interest on the bonded debt.

On February 25th, 1904, a proposi-
tion to lease the property for fifty
years was submitted, which offered

“To pay off the present lloating debt
of the road.

To pay interest on the bonded debt
of $325,000. .

To pay for the maintenance of the
organization of the Atlantic & North
Carolina Railroad Company not to ex-
ceed $1,200 per annum.

To pay on the capital stock out-
standing

Three per cent for the first fifteen
years.

Four per cent for the next ten year.
Five per cent for the next ten years.
Seven per cent for the remaining

fifteen years.
To build within ten years fifty miles

cf additional railroad, connecting with

the Atlantic & North Carolina Rail-
road.”

That there are two other proposi-
tions pending before the Governor
which contain a higher rate of rental,
but do not contain a provision for
building additional road. These propo-
sitions, however, have recently been
made and are so far tentative and in-
complete.

The defendant avers on information
and belief that the Governor stands
ready to direct his proxy to vote for
the foregoing proposition if it be ac-
ceptable to the private stockholders,
upon the parties making it giving ade-
quate security for the faithful perfor-
mance of its conditions, unless in the
meantime a better proposition shall
be made and amply guaranteed. And
the defendant further avers that while
the defendant company, its officers
and the Governor of the State deplore
this continued litigation and persistent
effort to take the property out of the
control cf the company and place it in
the hands of a receiver, it will not

have the effect to drive them into
making a hasty or ill-advised lease of
this valuable property.

And answering the allegations of
this paragraph, defendant says that it
is admitted that President Washing-

ton Bryan made the report as therein
alleged. It may be true as an abstract
proposition, other things being equal,
that a company in which all the stock
is owned by private individuals may
be more successfully operated than
one in which the State owns a part of
the stock and individuals the other
part, but the fact remains that this
complainant ought not to be heard to
complain of this condition because he
voluntarily became a stockholder in a
company of the latter kind.

Nineteenth. That answering the
nineteenth paragraph, defendant says
that since President Washington Bry-

an made said report that this road
has continued to be operated by the

same company, composed as it was
then of stockholders, including the
State, and that its earnings have stead-
ily increased. In 1886, the year he

made the report, the earnings were
$117,038.09. For the fiscal year end-
ing September, 1903, they were $304,-
107.59.

Twentieth. Answering the allega-

tions contained in the twentieth para-

graph, the defendant says that the
same are untrue. That the only time
this proxy has failed to attend a meet-
ing of the stockholders has hereinbe-
fore been fully explained, and it is
averred that his conduct in this regard

has been for the benefit of the com-
plainant. the other private stockhold-
ers, and has been and is now approved
by a large majority* of the private
stockholders.

Twenty-first. That the allegations of

paragraph 21 are not true. No inter-
nal dissensions exist among the stock-
holders of said defendant or between

the said stockholders and the State at
this time; that there has never been
any serious disagreement between ai v

of the stockholders of the said de-

fendant. except one stockholder lioid-
l ing forty-seven shares of stock, who
bought the same for the purpose of
bringing suit against the defendant,

never having theretofore had any in-
terest whatever in the said corpora-
tion. That in answer to the allegation

of internal dissension and the proba-
ble wasting of the assets of the de-
fendant, the said stockholder w as com-
pelled to pay par for his forty-se/en
shares In order to become a stock-
holder in said defendant. That so far

as defendant is informed and believes,

the said stockholders of said company
are substantially unanimous in their

desire to have the temporary injunc-
tion granted in this cause vacated and

a motion for a receiver denied, the Dill
dissolved, and an advantageous lease
of the property executed.

Management (final.

Twenty-Second. That as to para-
graph 22 of the bill of complaint, de-
fendant avers that the present man-
agement of the road is efficient and
that good railroad methods are in
force, and that there is proper appli-
cation of its income. That the in-
come is applied to the work of improv-
ing the track and road-bed, its ware-

houses and structures, to meeting its

fixed charges and interest, and that a
dividend to all the stockholders, in-
cluding the complainant, is confidently

expected to be paid during this year.

That as to the second sub-section oC
this paragraph, defendant avers that
the present manage ment of the road

is prudent, economical, and intra vires

and that the lives and property of per-

sons using this corporation as a com-
mon carrier arc adequately and suf-
ficiently xafe-guajded; that no serious

accident to life or property has oc-

curred during the management of the
said road by the president and other
officers and employes now engaged in
operating the same.

Twenty-Third. That in answer to

paragraph 23. the defendant admits
that it purchased the said hotel prop-

erty at Morehead City, but denies that

sucli purchase was ultra vires, that

the purchase of said property was de-

manded by the best interests of the

road. That it resulted in a large in-

crease of its receipts from passenger
traffic; that the price paid for said

property and the amounts expended
thereon aggregate —and that but

for said purchase by this defendant,

the said hotel would have been closed
and the receipts of the defendant
largely diminished in respect to ptis-

senger traffic. That said property cost
originally over $125,000. and was at
the time ol’ its purchase worth large-

ly more than the amount which this

defendant has expended in regard to
it, and that said puf< hase was. in the
opinion of its Board of Directors, a
wise and judicious investment; and
further answering this paragraph, the

defendant savs that the proposed pur-
chase of the Atlantic Hotel property
was approved by the stockholders in
meeting assembled, in which the com-
plainant stockholder was represented
and voted therefor.

Twenty-Fourth. That the allega-
tions of paragraph 2 4 are not true,
and that tho allegations of the affidavit
of said J. E. Turner and Mary Baker
arc not true; that said lintel was no!
deprived of its natural resources by
reason of the largo number of friends
of the officers and others connected

with the management of the defend-
ant being entertained there as guests
at the expense of the corporation. And

further answering said paragraph,
defendant avers that it is not true that
the funds of the defendant have been
paid out in rebates, as alleged.

Twenty-Fifth. Answering para-

graph 25, the defendant avers that the

provisions of the charter in respect to

the control in directors’ and stock-
holders' meetings are contractual and

that the State could not change the

same if it so desired; that the power
of control in stockholders’ meetings
is according to the provisions ot said
charter, and it was not intended that

the private stockholders should have

exclusive control of the affairs of said
corporation; that the failure of (he

State's Proxy to attend the meetings
referred to in said bill of complaint
has been hereinbefore fully answered,

and this defendant says it is not true
that any threat has been made that
said State’s Proxy will hereafter fail
to attend any meeting of said stock-
holders; on the contrary, a meeting of
said stockholders and the attendance
thereon of the said State’s Proxy for
the purpose of considering a proposi-
tion of lease is prevented only by the
injunction granted in this cause, as
hereinbefore set forth.

Stock Gone Up.

Twenty-Sixth. Answering para-,

graph 26. the defendant admits that

a large majority of the private stock-
holders of the defendant are in favor
of leasing tills property, but the de-
fendant avers that the allegation that
the action of the State’s Proxy has
prevented a favorable lease and that
the road is decreasing in value and is
being daily operated at great risk to
the life and property of its stock-
holders and others, and that its funds
are being dissipated in ultra vires ven-
tures, are not true. On the contrary,
defendant avers that the action of
said State’s Proxy /was in the inter-
est of securing a favorable lease, as
hereinbefore set forth; that the road
of the defendant is daily increasing in
value, as is evidenced by recent sales
of its stock; that it is being operated
from day to day without risk to the
life or property of its stockholders or
any other person, no serious accident
having for many years occurred upon
said road, and that its funds are be-
ing expended only within the authori-
ty (of said defendant and for its bene-
fit and advantage.

Twenty-Seventh. That answering

the allegations of the twenty-seventh
paragraph, this defendant says that
the same are not true. That the
value of the stock of the private stock-
holders, under the present manage-
ment of said road lias largely increas-
ed, and that if a lease shall he made,
as hereinbefore set forth in this an-
swer. it will result in an additional in-
crease in the value of the stock of
all the stockholders, including the
stock held by the complainant. i

And the defendant further answer-
ing this paragraph, says that it is not
true that the only relief complainant
has is in his application to this court
for the appointment of a receiver.
That the stock of this complainant
was votM for the four directors who
now represent the private stockhold-
ers, and that these directors voted for
the very thing of which this com-
plainant now complains in his
bill. That the complainant has
never lodged any complaint
whatever with the Board of Di-
rectors or with any member thereof.
That the stockholders meet regularly

as provided in the by-laws of the com-
pany, and that the stock of this com-
plainant is always represented in said
meeting. That he has not offered the
slightest complaint or objection tR
either a stockholders’ or a directors’
meeting, to any of the acts and doings
of which he is now com paining. On
the contrary, it is positively averred
that his stock has been represented in
all stockholders' meetings since Sep-
tember, 1899, and has been voted to
uphold and sustain the present admin-
istration of the affairs of the compa-
ny in all things that it has done, and
that the complainant ought now to
be estopped in equity and good con-
science to maintain this suit.

Twenty-eighth: Answering the alle-
gations of paragraph 28, the defend-
ant says that the same are not true.

Thirtieth. That answering the alle-
gations contained in the thirtieth para-
graph, defendant says that it is not
true as alleged that the stockholders
have made every effort to secure ac-
tion on the part of the managing di-
rectors. That there are no managing
directors as distinguished from the
other members of the board, but all
are on the .same equality and have
the same power. That it is not true
that the Board of Directors are hostile
to the complainant, but it is true that
all of them, including the four direc-
tors for which liis stock was voted,
are opposed to the purpose of his bill,
if that purpose be to put this valuable
property in the hands of a receiver.
rl hat the defendant is advised and be -

lieves that the creditors and the pri-
vate stockholders, except the com-
plainant and a few others holding a
small part of the private stock, are a
unit against such purpose. That the
complainant has never intimated a
desire to the State’s proxy or to the
Governor to be heard on any ques-
tion. That it is not true that the
stockholders have made an effort to
secure action and have failed. That it
is not true that the State’s Proxy has
wilfully absented himself from a
stockholders’ meeting except in the
single instance which has been here-
tofore fully explained. That it is not
true that the State’s Proxy, under the
advice of the Governor, would refuse
to attend any meeting of the stock-
holders which may he called. On the
contrary, it is allege 1 that at no time
would the governor sanction a re-
fusal of the State's Proxy to attend a
meeting of the stockholders for the
purpose of hearing and considering
any complaint which the complainant
of any other stockholder might make
as to the management of this compa-
ny. It is further averred that so far
as the State’s interest and action could
aid in the matter, that it is and has
been the desire of the Governor that
the affairs of the company should be
judiciously managed in the in-
terest of the private stock-
holders, as well as the State, and that
everything should be at all times open
to the inspection and investigation of
every person interested therein; that
it is not true that a majority of the
Board of Directors or any of them
are prejudiced against the complain-
ant or any proper interest he may
have in the company, and it is admit-
ted that they are opposed* to putting
the property of the company into th<>
hands of a receiver.

That it is not true that the com-
pany, its officers, directors or stock-
holders, have done anything to injure
or oppress the complainant or any
other stockholder of the Atlantic and
North Carolina Railroad Company, or
the interest of any citizen or tax-payer
of the State. (>n the? contrary, it is
averred that the officers- and direc-
tors of this company have managed 1
its affairs with fidelity and for the
best, interest of the stockholders and
the citizens and tax-payers of the
State; that when this complainant's

ancestor became a stockholder in this
company, about '7 9 or ’BO, its stobk
was worth about $5.00 per share. Now
it is easily worth SSO per share. Then
its earnings were about $85,000 pet-
year. Now it is about $300,000 per
year. That since then the roadway,
including the rails, has been practi-
cally rebuilt, and new shops at New
Bern and new depots, station houses,
warehouses, and all other necessary
buildings, have been erected at nearly
all the stations along its entire line;
that then it had a few worn out en-
gines and dilapidated cars. Now its
equipment •is vastly multiplied, en-
larged and improved, and in good con-
dition. The passenger and traffic ser-
vice has been greatly increased and
improved. It has promptly met its
obligations, and is comparatively free
from debt. On the 9th of May, 1904,
its bonded indebtedness was $325,000,
and its lloating debt $5,968.53. On
that day its cash on hand and amounts
due from agents and others amount-
ed to $18,755.14. So that its actual
indebtedness on the 9th of May, 1904.
was about $360,000 all told, and that
it had on hand about $30,000 worth
of material bought and paid for. to
be used in its current operations. The
defendant, therefore, avers that com-
plainant greatly errs when he al-
leges in his bill that this company is

insolvent or-its property in a deplora-
ble condition. It cannot be truthfully

said that a road one hundred miles
long, well equipped, which cost in the
aggregate about two millions of dol-
lars and which owes only about SBOO,-
000, with $30,000 worth of supplies on
hand already paid for, and whose an- !
nual earnings are constantly increas-
ing. and for a lease of which various
persons are constantly offering in- |
creasing bids, is in a deplorable con-
dition.

The defendant attaches hereto cer- <
tain exhibits and makes them a part
of tliis answer as follows:

A statement showing the gross earn-
ings of the Atlantic and North Caro-

lina railroad company, year by year,
from 1864 to March 3lst, 1904, and
marked exhibit “A.”

A statement showing the increase in

the taxable value of the property of

the counties of Carteret, Craven,
Jones, Lenoir and Wayne—the coun-
ties through which the road runs — 1
from 1865 to 1903 inclusive, and
showing that the development of that
section and the development of the
business of the road have grown

steadily together. Marked Exhibit
“B.”

This exhibit shows that the values
for those counties respectively in 1866
were $619,366; 1,480,254; 711,341: 1,-
361,703; 2,131,695. In IS7O. $575,-
17 G; 1,965,659; 649.258: 1,330.762;

2,654.986. In 1880, $5*6,948; 2,757,-

431; 689,087: 1,757.431; 3,388.608. In

1890 $892,062: 2,.366.523: 960,381;

2,164,311; 4.589,249. In 1900. $942,-
905; 3,104,932; 1.128,349; 2,236.522;
5,059.688. In 1903. $1,447,575; 4.612,-
522; 1, 474,849; 4,038,821; 7,097,667.

A statement showing the earnings

of the company, year by year, during
the Bryan administration, from July
Ist, 1899. to March 31st, 1904, and a

detailed statement of the expendi-
tures, showing what has been done
with the earnings. Marked Exhibit
“C,” as follows:

l-'inancial Statement.
EARNINGS —

Year oncting June 30,
1900 $ 218,165.96

Yr ear ending June 30,
1901 240,544.93

Year ending June 30,
1902 2L57.032.70

Year ending June 30,
1903 304,107.59

Nine months ending
March 31, 1904 236,390.79

Total gross earnings... $1,256,241.97
EXPENSES —Ways and structures,

$181,238.20; maintenance of equip-
ment, $145,454.96; conducting trans-
portation, $»07,60C.17; general ex-
penses. $77,815.47. Total, $812,108.90.

FIXED CHARGES —Interest, SIOB,-
185.10; taxes, $10,084.12. Total, SI4S,-

269.22.
Total operating expenses and fixed

charges, $960,378.12. Amount of
earnings over and above operating
expenses and fixed charges, $295,-
SC?.BS.

To amount of construction, equip-
ment, real estate and permanent im-
provements:

Items.
Locomotives 5 43,733.50
Parlor cars 4,216.18
Passenger cars 20,833.03

Combination cars 862.70
Freight cars 11,637.76
Logging cars . ...

10,338.96

Shop’s machinery 13,14 7.92
Paint shop. New Bern 3,712.51
Gil house. New Bern 187.65
Waiting-room, Kinston . . . 305.01

Waiting-room, LaGrange.
. 338.41

Covered platform, Atlantic
Hotel 245.36

Warehouse, Goldsboro .
. .. 9,345.10

Warehouse, Tuscarora .... 523.65
Warehouses (two), New

Bern 23.708.35
Warehouse, Croatan 746.18
Warehouse, Kinston 7,104.95
Warehouse, Riverdaie .... 1,402.10
Warehouse, Havelock .... 1,322.51
Warehouse, Bests 1,960.17
Warehouse, Cove 1,935.32

Depot, Thurman 537.58
Depot, Fields 311.71
Depot, Atlantic 523.49
Waiting-room, Elms 275.78
Atlantic Hotel, Morehead

City , • a~,l 7 1 .Vi
Foundry and carpenter

shop. New Bern 1a,a.12.56

Engine house. New Bern.. G.. 8 4
Iron rack. New Bern 14.49

Fish platform (express),
New Bern 573.47

Water-tank, New Bern.... 1,206.56
Water-tank, Morehead City 1,391.96

Water-tank, Croatan 54 2.09
Water-tank, Kinston 410.83
Water-tank, Cove 606.16
Water-tank, LaGrange .... 151.02
Water-tank, Havelock .... 621.70
Water-tank, Jack Smith’s

Greek 60.64
Water-tank, Stony Creek.. C56.01
Trent River Dock, New

Bern 4 48.83
Turn-table, New Bern 2,385.75
Track scales 3,618*41
Rails purchased * 21.646.85
Side-tracks 5,802.02
Extraordinary expense gra-

veling road-bed 2,863.64
E x t r a o rdin a ry expense

draining road-bed 973.96
Engine and pile-driver.... 500.00
Sewerage, New Bern 91.93
Light plant, Morehead

City pier 106.74
Typewriting machine, gen-

eral office 202.50
Real estate purchased.... 14.311.61

Woodland 11,192.91

• $253.236.19
Balance, $12,627.66.
Wherefore, this defendant, having

fully answered, confessed, traversed
and avoided all the matters in said
bill of complaint material to be an-
swered according to its best knowl-
edge and belief, humbly prays this
honorable court to enter its decree
that this defendant be hence dismiss-
ed with its reasonable costs and
charges, in this behalf most wrong-
fully sustained.
The Atlantic and North Carolina R. R.

Co,,
by JAS. A. BRYAN,

Pres, of the defendant Corp.

M. MANLY,
Sec. and Treas.

Solicitors for the defendant:
ROBERT D. GILMER, Attorney

General.
THOS. J. JARVIS.
POIT & FULLER.
CHAS. M. KGS BEE.
W. C. MINROE.

Burdock Blood Bitters cures it,
promptly, permanently. Regulates and
tones the stomach.

Is it a burn? Use Dr. Thomas’
Electric Oil. A cut? Use Dr. Thomas'
Electric Oil. At your druggists.

Coughs and colds, down to the very
borderland of consumption, yield io
the soothing, healing influences of Dr.
Wood's Norway Pine Syrup,

Only one remedy in the world that
will at. once stop itcliiness of the skin
in any part of the body; Doan’s Oint-
ment. At any drug store, 50 cents.

For Children, Too.
Mr Wilev Hunt. Ennis. Texas, writes: We

cave Drake's Palmetto Wine to two children
who were afflicted with bed wetting Two bottles
of Drake’s Palmetto Wine cured both. It is
now a month since tbey took the last of the wine

! and no return of their trouble. Itold a neighbor
! who had a child troubled same way what the
! wine did for our children. They got a bottle of
! Drake’s Palmetto Wine and in one week their
child had no more' trouble with bed wetting.

The Drake Formula Company, Drake Building.

Chicago. 111., will send a trial bottle of Dianes
Palmetto Wine free and prepaid to any reader
of this paper who wishes to test Drake s 1 al-
metto Wine without expense. A trial bottle
often cures. One dose a day will cure any bladder
or prostate trouble to stay cured.

TI WHEAT CROP
of lust year was tlic largest in many years. Our fertilizers
were more generally used in this State than all others,
and are tiie 4

Best For All Fall
Crops

They make the stuff grow. Ask for and take nothing hut
goods made by

DURHAM FERTILIZER CO.,
(Branch V.-C. C. Co.)

DURHAM. X. C. Prices and particulars for the asking. DURHAM. N. C.

Established 1865

Allison & Addison
Manufacturers... j^a

S | RICHMOND. VA ....

sssßEOHEßSiszsi § Sf I i£« iIs -4a C? I d
Offer the following brands for the

Cotton, Corn and Tobacco Crops

StarUßrand
Special Tobacco Manure

“MeGAVOCK” SPECIAL I'OTASII MIXTURE, ANCHOR BRAND TOBAC-
CO FERTILIZER, ACID PHOSPHATE.

B. B. t P. PS...
WHATEVER MAV BE THE MERITS OF OTHER FERTILIZERS, NO

ONE CAN GO WHONU USING THESE WHICH ARE SO W ELL MADE,
ARE FULLY GUARANTEED, AND HAVE BEEN SO LONG AND SO
TJIOKO UGJll jYTIISTED.

I'
M f It gives ine^ pleasure to say diathesis and acid .secretions". Respectfully Jj,l 1 j
f various the last few years Superintendent of Health, Polk'Cp.fK C. ijMj' j : |.| '}*\ \

I used "it through a spell of Typhoid Springs, S. C.:

*

" ill! ! i \ l\-
Fever I had, and found it very efficacious. Gentlemen—l have used Harris L nhia fj 1 ill
and attribute the comparatively mild Water exclusively for more thin three ' [/I. 11 r
ca>c I lia(! 11 s much to ihe use of this years, always drinking as much as five fli j \\ V
water as anything else. I can heartily glasses dally. / jii ' lu
recommend this water, and remain, yours I cannot estimate the ext ent of bene- Ij ¦, 1 i
truly, WILLIAM11. WILLIAMSON. fit I have derived from its use. To me 'll \

it is invaluable. / I/ i It \\ h
. . Tryon, N. C. It gives ine great pleasure to recom-/ j/Jljl : m \

\ v The Harris Lithia Springs Co., Han’s monti it. /11 7 j \
\ Springs, S. C.: Yours truly. I ij 1 /
\ Gentlemen— I have used Harris Lilhia MRS. ANNIE S. SKINNER. (J ; j( j | \ j
\ Equally Testimonials from Equally Prominent ij ¦! j J\ Physicians in all Sections of the Country. I
\ Harris Lithia Springs Hotel rpen June to October. An ideal Summer resort. J /

Harris Lithia Water free to guests. Write for rates, etc., to , \'y
\ i f • HOOPER, Lessee, Harris Springs, S. C,

\ /,

/ *E3 \
/ \ ji.j V->U 1 - '•yfir'j*y* - .• ~.s. » - jit f'

3


