
Not Drunk. Reply the
Affidavits.

(Continued from Uage One.)

the law. He was always courteoir*
to me as such clerk.

W. M. RUSS.
Subscribed and sworn to before me

this 19th day of May, 1904.
ROBERT R. BOYD.

Notary Public.
V. Royster, deputy clerk; J. I*. Stell.

deputy sheriff; YV. P. Edwards, deputy
sheriff; VV.,P. Edwards, deputy sheriff;
J. H. Sears, deputy sheriff, testify
along the same line as do Sheriff Page
and Clerk Russ.

Other Affidavits From Ralelgli. /

Mr. William Boylan never saw
Judge Peebles intoxicated or under
the influence of liquor or other d">g,
nor did he have any reason to sup-
pose that lie was. He always impressed
affiant as being an honest and con-
scientious man of good character.
That his general reputation is good,
both as an individual and- as a judge.

A. B. Andrews, Jr., practiced be-
fore him. never witnessed any dis-
courtesy, had never seen him intoxi-
cated and his general character is
that of a gentleman of integrity and
high character and a conscientious
and painstaking judge.

Joseph (3. Ferrall, of Raleigh, never
saw Judge Peebles intoxicated, ills
reputation is good. M. Rosenthal, J.
B. Hill, Hdnry J3. Litehford, John \\\

Harden, Jos. G. Brown, M. T. Leach,
and Charles H. Belvin, Sr., testified
to his good character and high stand-
ing and never saw him intoxicated* or
under the influence of any liquor or
drug or heard of it.

Phillip H. Busbee was present with
Judge Peebles at Johnston court, and
saw him every day while affiant was
there. At no time did he see him
while under the influence of liquor or
in an intoxicated condition.

J. N. Holding testifies that Judge
Peebles is fair, impartial, honest, con-
scientious and firm, not discourteous
to lawyers, hut simply requiring them
to keep within the limits of the law,
never knew him to be intoxicated ana
his general reputation is good, both
as an individual and as a judge.

To the same effect generally testified
A. J. Feilds, Esq., Ed. Chambers |
Smith, Kart M. Gatling, Hon Rich- j
ai d 11. Battle, Col. J. G. L. Harris j
and F. H. Busbee, of the Raleigh bar. j
Mr.

’

Busbee’s affidavit adds that he'
and Judge Peebles were law stud- j
exits together and that he has never !
seen Judge Peebles under the influence !
of spirits or intoxicated in the least
degree, and that he has every reason
to believe him entirely temperate in
his habits. He does not mean that
Judge Peebles is a total abstainer, but)
that he has never known or never 1
heard of Judge Peebles being charged
with having been under the influence
of liquor until the publication of the

recent affidavits.”

Col. Argo's Affidavit.
• T. M. Argo, being July sworn de-

poses and says that he was one of
the counsel for the defence in the
case of the State v. Ernest. Haywood,

tried at September term, 1903, of Wake
Superior court, and that he was in-
tently advertent to all that was s:id
and done during said trial, especially
to what was said and done by His
Honor, R. B. Peebles, wh<# presided

and before whom the trial was had.
That the affiant has been a licensed

attorney and in active practice in the
courts for more than thirty years, and
as such engaged in many case? of
great importance both civil and crim-
inal, and that in his opinion, and as
he now remembers, he has never wit-
nessed a manifestation of greater dig-
nity, firmness, impartiality and con-
scientious loyalty to the law by the
court than was shown by Judge Rob-
ert B. Peebles in that case. That, as
it seemed to affiant, he appeared to

act find rule under xi dominant and
controlling sense of official obligation
as a judge, regardless of the effect of
his action upon parties or counsel,

and that, while he was prompt to
rule and decide, and firm in adherence
to his opinion, he did not appear to
intend to be discourteous. That Judge
Peebles did not appear “to play to the
galleries,” or to electioneer from the
bench.

That as an instance of the strict
impartiality of Judge Peebes, when
the selection of the jury was entered
upon, and the counsel for defence, as
the affiant remembers, began to chal-
lenge, the judge announced as a rule,
that he should hold any juror who had
cither formed, or expressed the opin-
ion that the prisoner was either guil-
ty or innocent, to be disqualified, it
being desirable to secure as near as
possible, a strictly impartial jury. Un-
der the application of this rule the
State had, after the jury had been se-
lected as affiant is informed, three
unexhausted peremptory challenges,

and the right to stand five additional
jurors to the foot of the panel, the
court having given the State the right
to stand aside temporarily 23 jurors.

That, as another instance of the
apparent purpose of the court to se-
cure an impartial jury, when, during
the selection m the jury the counsel
for defence, stated to the court that

the.f hud been informed that one J.
Walter Myatt from Johnston county

was attempting to influence jurors,
Judge Peebles immediately sent for

Myatt to come into the court room and
questioned him concerning the mat-
ter; Myatt denied that he had at-
tempted to influence jurors, and en-
quired who preferred the chai'ge. That
immediately the counsel for the de-
fence Stated that Captain Heilig had
given them the information, and
Judge Peebles sent for Heilig. who in
a few minutes came into the court
room. That thereupon, His Honor,

asked Myatt if he wanted the matter
investigated and Myatt answered that
he did not, and thereupon the court
isahl to him, with a repriman 1, that
he was at liberty to leave, vhich Myatt
did at once. That as affia.it is in-
formed and believes, Myatt wa? guilty
of the charge, and that Mr George
Mitchener was the veniremann whom
Myatt had approached and to whom
he had denounced Haywood, saying
that he was guilty of a cowardly act
and should be hanged. This affiant is
informed that Mitchener has made an
affidavit to this effect in this proceed-
ing. The affidavits of said Mitchener
and of John R. Rand and of H. J.
Heilig are hereto attached, marked

- "A, B and G.” That, it appears
therefore, that notwithstanding the ef-
forts of Myatt to prejudice a Juror
against the prisoner, he was allowed
by the court to go unpunished. If this
be partiality, it seemed to have been
jn favor of the State.

That during the examination of wit-
nesses xt Mr. Schmitz, a prominent
member ot the bar in the city of Bal-
timore. was called for the defence, and
testified among other things that he
witnessed the difficulty between Skin-
ner and Haywood and that Skinner
struck Haywood on the face ami
knocked him down Six other wit-
nesses hxid testified to the same fact,
most of them of high character. That
the following witnesses, whose deposi-
tions Wei'e read, testified to the good
character of Schmitz, some of whom

said it was excellent, [Here follows
the list of affidavits from Baltimore. 1

Byway of impeaching the character
of Schmitz the counsel for the State
asked hitn if he had not had trouble
with a certain woman several years
ago. objection was made by the coun-
sel for the defence; during the dis-
cussion that ensued upon this objec-
tion and the objection to the cross-
examination of tixe witness Hocutt for
the defence, who had also proved a
good character by Dr. L. P. Sorrell,
E. DeWitt Smith, J. J. Bernard, Reg-
ister of Deeds for Wake county R. E.
Williams, merchant. Paul Lee, Glee R.
Lee, Tux Lister, N. 11. Broughton and
others, the jury having retired, the
court said:

[Here follows the quoted remarks
of Judge Peebles, expressing disap-
probation of the mode of cross-exami-
nation of witnesses for the defence,
saying he did not believe the attacks
made on character were bona fide, and
later his declination to investigate
Baltimore and Southern Pines’ scan-
dal. fully published at the time of the
Haywood-Skinner trial. Go!. Argo
quotes at length from the stenographic
report of the various points at issue
between the court and the counsel for
the defense. Col. Argo states that in
his opinion the court ruled ip accord-
ance with the law approved by the
Supreme Court of North Carolina I
v hen he excluded testimony w hich j
appeared to be offered only to dis- j
grace and humiliate the witness. Here ‘
follows the discussion at the time J
when the State closed, and w hen tlife •
defense closed this concerning the in- j
troduction of expert witnesses, the '
stenographic report of this being in-
corporated in Gol. Argo’s affidavit, the
introduction of such expert witnesses
being denied by Judge Peebles, who
had stated he would allow nothing
but rebuttal evidence on rebuttal. Col.
Argo refers to other instances in
which he states that Judge Peebles
insisted upon the strict observance of
the law, narrating events occurring
buying the speeches of Mr. J. N. Hold-
ing, Mr. W. N. Jones, and the affiant
who were spoken to by Judge Peebles 1
in reference to not continuing the line 1
of argument upon which they had I
started, in xtll of which instances Col. j
Argo holds that Judge Peebles was in j
the right and counsel in the wrong, !
saying for himself “nor did counsel re- |
gai'd the action of Judge Peebles as, i
discourteous but simply as evincing a
desire and purpose to have the pro-
ceedings of the court conform to the
regulations prescribed by law.” Con-,
tinuing the affiant says]:

That this affiant has been thus par-
ticular in citing instances and giving
facts in detail as to the proceedings in
the Haywood case, because of the er-
roneous impressions in regard to the
conduct of that trial.

That this affiant has tried other
eases both civil and criminal before
Judge Peebles and in every instance,
its appeared to affiant, he showed him-
self to he a- lawyer able, accurate, a
strict observer of legal principles, im-
partial and just and reckless of the
effect of an enforcement of the law
upon popular opinion. That this af-
fiant has personally known judge Pee-
bles from boyhood, having been his
classmate at the University at Chapel
Hill, and his impressions then re-
ceived, as to the character of the man
have not changed to this dxiy, but he
continues to regard him as brave,
honest, able, thorough and accurate
in his learning, impartial in his judg-
ments and satisfied with nothing short
of a demonstration, if the subject he
capable of such proof. He was tem-
perate then, this affiant believes him
strictly temperate now.

T. M. ARGO.
Affidavit of George Mitchiner.

George Mitchiner being duly sworn
savs:

That afhant was one of the special
venire in the Haywood case, and while
the jury was being selected, and be-
fore affiant’s name had been called,
affiant and Mr. John H. Rand were
standing near Fort’s store, on West
Martin street talking together, when
Mr. J. Wxilter Myatt came up and
said: “How about the Haywood

case,” affiant replied: “I don’t know.”
The said Myatt stated: “it was a
cowardly (act and he ought to be
hung.” Affiant replied: “Hold on, I j
don’t know about that, the law has !
got the case and every man ought to J
have a fair trial.” Mr. Myatt said |
"Haywood shot him in the back, and j
you will see what the jury will do to j
him.” Affiant replied, “The doctor •
w ho examined him did not say he was j
shot in the back, but in the side, and j
we w ill see w hat the jury will "do.”

That affiant was in the court room I
when Judge Peebles sent for Mr. I
Myatt, and heard Mr. Pou announce I
in open court, that Capt. H. J. Heilig ;
was the man who had notified Colon- j
el Argo that the said Myatt had been
talking to the jurors, whereupon j
Judge- Peebles sent the sheriff to '
Bring Captain Heilig in court; that
Judge Peebles questioned Mr. Myatt
about the matter, when Mr. Myatt de-I
nied that he had discussed the cxise

with any of the jurors, except his
brother-in-law (not affidnt nor said
Rand) who had been excused, there- 1
upon Judge Peebles stated he was
willingto drop the matter, when some
one said it ought to be investigated.
About this time, Captain Heilig cxime
into coui’t and Judge Peebles asked
Mr. Myatt if he wanted the matter in-
vestigated. and Mr. Myatt told him ,
that he did not, and thereupon Judge

Peebles toid Mr. Myatt that he could
retire.

That at the time of said MyatL’s i
talking to affiant this affiant was on

.the special venire, but his name had i
not yet been called and the selection |
of the trial jury had not been com- 1
pleted. GEO. MITCHINER.

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 27th day of May, 1904.
ROBERT R. BOYD, Notary Public.

Robert F. Rand’s Affidavit.
John R. Rand. beings duly sworn,

savs:
That he has read the affidavit of

George Mitchiner, hereto attached;
that affiant and sxtid Mitchiner were
near Fort's store on West -Martin
street, in Raleigh, N. C.. and affiant
heard the conversation between said
Mitchiner and Mr. J. Walter Myatt;
that affiant heard said Myatt say: “It
was a cowardly act and Haywood
ought to>be hung,” and the said Mit-
chiner reply: “Hold on, I don’t know
about that, the law has got the case
and every man ought to have xi fail-,
trial.” the said Myatt say: “Ilay-
wcod shot Skinner in the back, and
you will see what the jury will do to
him,” the said Mitchiner reply:. “The
doctor who examined Skinner did not
say he was shot in the back, but in
the side, and we will see what the
jury will do.”

That affiant did not hear the pro-,
ceedings in the court room, as Mr.
Myatt came out as affiant went in.

JOHN R. RAND.
Subscribed and sworn to before me

this 24t‘h day of May, 1904.
ROBERT R. BOYD, Notary Public.

-11. J. Heilig’s Affidavit.
H. J. Heilig. being duly sworn, says:

I That while they were selecting the
jury for ‘.ho Haywood case, he was
standing near the southwest corner

. of the Tucker building, on YVest Mar-
tin street, in Raleigh, X. c., and his

attention was attracted by the gestures

and loud talking of a gentleman,
whom he .afterwards learned was Mr.
J. Walter Myatt; that the said Myatt
was talking to two gentlemen, whom
he afterwards learned were Mr. Geo.
Mitchiner and Mr. John R. Rand: that
he could hexir the said Myatt talk
xibout the Haywood ease, and heard
him say that it was a cowardly act.
land that Haywood ought to be hung,
and that Haywood had shot Skinner
in the back, and also other things
about tixe Haywood case, the exact
language of which he does not now
recall; that affiant heard said Mitchin-
er say that the law had the case and
tljat every man ought to have a fair
trial, aiul that the doctor who exam-
ined Mr. Skinner aid not say that he

was shot in the back, hut in the side,

and that the law had the case and

that the law ought totake its course;
that the impression made upon affi-
ant was that the said Myatt \vas argu-

ing that Haywood was guilty and
ought to be punished, trial or no trixil;

that the emphasis of said Myatt in
his talk, was so great as to attract
the attention of other people passing
along.

That a short time thereafter in the
course of a casual conversation with
Colonel Argo, one of the attorneys for
Mr. Haywood, affiant mentioned to
Colonel Argo what lie had seen and

beard in connection with said Myatt’s
conversation; that shortly thereafter
Judge Peebles went for affiant to come
into court, and about the time affiant

got to the* bar, the investigation had
ended and Mr. Myatt retired from

the court room. H. J. HEILIG.
Subscribed and sworn to before me,

this 2 4th day of May, 1904.
H. E. LITCHFORD.

Notary Public.

Air. Poll’s Affidavit.
North Carolina, Wake County.

James 11. Pou, being duly sworn,
deposes and says:

That he is a resident of Raleigh, N.
C., a practicing attorney, and has

known Judge Robert B. Peebles for

xit least twenty years. That he has
seen him at. various places and under
various circumstances, and has never
seen him under the influence of li-
quor, and never saw him when h'e
suspected that he might he under such
influence, and that he never heard
him charged with intoxication before
the charge published in The Smithfield
Herald, which vvxis supposed to allude

t<> Judge Peebles. That after reading

the article in the Smithfield Herald,
he went to Smithfield and made in-
quiry, and ’ascertained that Judge

Peebles was not intoxicated in Smith-
field, and that the charge of intoxica-
tion grew out of what was intended
as a joke. That he was present dur-
ing the last day of the September
tt*rm of Johnston Superior Court;

that he was in court and noticed Judge
Peebles’ manner of presiding, and it
impressed him as eminently fait and
as showing great learning in the lxj.w

and xi desire to administer the law
impartially and justly. That there
were a good many country people in

town that day, and the remarks lie
heard concerning Judge Peebles were
all complimentary, and it seemed that
the impression he made upon the peo-
ple of Johnston County during that
term of court was a very favorable
one.

That he attended the Courts of
Wake county presided over by Judge
Peebles, and that he believes the im-
pression Judge Peebles made general-
ly upon the people of Wake county

was favorable. He insisted upon the
maintenance of order and decorum in
the court; he objected to lawyers talk-
ing in the bar and disturbing pro-
ceedings, and he insisted upoij a strict
obedience on the part of all officers to
the duties, imposed upon them by

statute. While Judge Peebles was
courteous to members of the bar, he
objected to slip-shod or careless
methods upon their part or upon the
part of any officers of the Court. He
would sometimes reprove lawyers
when it appeared that they wished to
brow-beat or humiliate witnesses, and
he was sure to reprove any person,
lawyer or litigant, when it appeared
that that person was endeavoring to
oppress or wrong the weak or humble.

\ It appeared to me that Judge

I Peebles had a high appreciation cf the

I duties and responsibilities of his of-
fice, amt that it was his purpose to

; administer the law fairly, fearlessly,
j ai d impartially, and above all things

| to see that the courts were not used
ias engines of oppression or as the

; means of perpetrating frauds and in-
I justice.

And .further this affiant sayeth not.
JAMES H. POU.

Mr. Holding’s Affidavit.
! North Carolina—Wake County.

J. N. Holding being duly sworn,

,says:
I That after the trial of the Haywood
case, each of the jurors that tried said
case, signed a paper-writing in the
following words:

| “I was one of the jurors that tried
the case of Stxite agxiinst Ernest Hay-

, wood in Wake County Superior Court
at September. Term, 1903. From the
evidence before the jury by itself, I
thought that Mr. Haywood proved
that he was entitled to acquittal, and,
for that reason, if I had been required
to decide the case on the evidence
alone, without argument of lawyers
and the charge of the judge, the evi-

: dence would have forced me to say,
‘Not Guilty.’

The argument of the lawyers and
the charge of the judge did not

1 change my opinion and conclusion
that had been formed on the evidence

1 alone.”
I That affiant has in his possession
! the original of said paper-writing and

I will exhibit the same upon request, or
file the same in court if required.

J. N. HOLDING.
Subscribed and sworn to before me

this 21st dav of May, 1904.
ROBERT R. BOYD.

Notary Public.

I'.niiisnick County’Affidavits.
Mr. M. C. Guthrie, chairman of the

board of county commissioners swears¦ that Judge Peebles conducted himself
upon the bench so as to impress the
public with his ability, fairness and

1 high sense of justice, and left the
i county having made a favorable im-
pression upon the court officials and
the people in general.

Mr. T. E. Brown, of Wilmington,
who attended Brunswick court, stay-
ed at the hotel with Judge Peebles,
and at no time did he hear of the said
Judge Peebles drinking, end at no
time of said term did the judge ap-
pear under the influence of any in-
toxicating liquors; that lie was courte-
ous, quick and fair.

Affidavit of Iredell Alcaics.

Iredell Meares has appeared before
, the judge in the courts of Onslow,
Pender, Hanover, Brunswick counties

> and never heard the impartiality of his
.judicial character impeached until

the Haywood trial, and affiant believes
that much of the criticism in the pub-

lic mind as to the action in that case
is founded rq on this misconception os
the facts and Jaws upon which his
ruling of thxit case were made. Mr.

Meares goes rji to say:
“This affiant further say? ‘ 1a ' he

had lead the affidavits of the defend-

ants in this case, in which instance
are cited by attorneys of his alleged
unfairness, and he does not hesitate
to say that the instances cited go no
further, f so far, is eritii isms he has
heard by litigants and ablest lawyers,
who were disappointed, as to rulings
and actions of some of the ablest
judges who have set upon the bench
in the last twenty years, which, if
collected and cited in the affidavits,
would present as strong, if not strong-
er, an arraignment of such judges

for partiality and unfairness.”
Sampson county.

George S. Peters has known Judge
Peebles for nine yexirs; has been sober
every time 1 ever saw him, and if lie
was in the least under the influence
of whiskey, I have never detected it.
1 have seen Judge Peebles off and on
the bench during Sampson courts and
he conducted himself as a sober and
conscientious gentleman.”

Ho iocable B. J l'. Grady was with
Judge Peebles frequently in the court
rooms and during the February court
he was not drunk nor was he under
the influence of drink while 1 saw
him. Never heard of his being drunk
or unde? the* influence of drink; know

him to be courteous and a favorable
gentleman and have good reason to
believe him an honorable gentleman.’

YV. tS. Sessoms, clerk of Sampson

court, saw Judge Peebles every day
during court; lie wxrs not drunk dur-
ing court of said time. If he was

ever under the Influence of strong

to detect it. He treated officers witn
uniform courtesy.”

Sheriff A mail’s Testimony.

Sampson County.
Served under Judge Peebles at both

of the Spring Terms of Sampson Su-

perior Court for 1903. He was not

drunk at any time I saw him. He was
courteous and uniformly polite to all
persons. I have heard Mr. A. H. Her-

ring say that Judge Peebles trrated
him like a gentleman at Warsaw when
he interceded with him for his broth-

er. Mr. Herring at that time did not

blame Judge Peebles at all, but placed
Jill the blame upon Mr. Henry E.
Faison, the, attorney who prosecuted
the action wherein said Herring was
committed for contempt.

Mr. Flowers’ Affidavit.
I am a contractor and builder and

a resident of the town of Clinton,

Sampson county. North Carolina. At
the time that Judge Peebles was
holding court in Clinton, February
Term, 1903, I was at work in the
town of Warsaw. On the Friday of
the second week of said term Judge

Peebles came to Warsaw on the 3:30
train and went directly to the hotel
v here I was staying. He was not
drunk nor did he have the appearance
of being under the influence of drink.
When supper was announced Judge
Peebles came down from his room and
took a seat at the head of the txiffie,
and I had the first seat to his left. He
appeared to me to be worried: but we
soon drifted into a casual conversation,
and he appeared to me to he a very
polite and learned gentleman. He
was not drunk at that time, and if he
had been drinking it was not per-
ceptible to me. He complained, of
suffering from rheumatism. He left
Warsaw on the 8:3(4 northbound train;
he was not drunk then.

I have heard Mr. H. A. Herring say
that he went to Judge Peebles’ room
to intercede for his brother, and that
Judge Peebles treated him all night.
This conversation with Mr. Herring

•was directly after he had his interview
with the Judge.
(Signed.) S. R. FLOWERS.

Subscribed and sworn to before me
Jlav 22, 1904.

HENRY A. GRADY,
Notary Public.

Henry A. Grady’s Testimony.
Henry A. Grady, being duly sworn,

says:
I am 32 years old and a practicing

attorney at Clinton, in the county of
Sampson, N. C. During Februxiry xind
May Terms. 1 903, of Sampson Supe-
rior Court, I was associated In the
practice of law with Mr. Henry E.
Eaison, who is now sick and who for
that reason does not make xxn affidavit
in this matter. We were the attorneys
for the plaintiff in Kell, xidrar., vs.
Odom, a cause which was tried during
February term of said year. During
the progress of the trial Judge
Peebles, who was presiding at said
term, committed one E. S. Herring, xi
juror in said trial, and the defendant
Odom, to jail for contempt of court,
and another juror, M. R. Matthis, was
fined $20.00 for same reason. The
conduct of the said jurors and the de-
fendant Odom seemed to anger Judge
Peebles; and with this exception he.
during both terms of the said court,
was uniformly courteous and consider-
ate toward the bar and officers of the
court, and also towards the jury.
Whether or not Judge Peebles was
justified in being angry at the conduct
of said party and jurors may be best
arrived at by reading the last lines of
the Supreme Court decision. 133 N,
C. 250, where the court, after over-
ruling Judge Peebles upon a technical
point, state that they do so with re-
luctance.

The people in attendance upon said
court praised Judge Peebles highly,
and there was not the slightest asper-
sion cast upon him until after said
Herring and Odom were committed as
aforesaid, and then lie was abused and
villified by the partisans of the said
Odom and Herring. After sxiid occur-
rence there were riimors afloat that
Judge Peebles was drunk at the time
he committed said parties to jail: but
I know said rumors to be unfounded.
3 was with Ju/lge Peebles every day,

ip. the court room, and frequently out
oi the court, and while 1 know that he
did drink some whiskey while in Clin-
ton, he was not drunk, nor perceptibly
under the influence of drink at any
time during said terms of court. He
was courteous and considerate towards
the attorneys, officers of the court, and
towards witnesses and jurors, except
when he considered a wrong being
done, and then his indignation was
apparent. .

T saw him leave the Murphey House
to go to the depot, and was at the
depot when he left; and lie was not
in the slightest degree intoxicated. I
have understood that it has been af-
firmed that he was drunk at Warsaw
and mistreated Mr. A. H. Herring,
who interceded with him in behalf of
his brother, E. S. Herring. I was not
in Warsaw but I have heard Air. A. H.
Herring say that he did go to Judge
Peebles’ room, and that the Judge
treated him as a gentleman. He furth-
er said to me that Judge Peebles was
in nowise to blame for his brother’s
misfortune, but he did severely blame
Mr. Henry E. Faison, one of the attor-
neys in the case.

As to the bottle of whiskey which
it has been stated was left in Judge
Peebles’ room after court. I am in-
formed by Mr. W. E. Stevens, pro-
prietor of the hotel, that said bottle
contained from which the Judge liad
taken only one drink, when he gave
it to him (Stevens.)
(Signed.) HENRY A. GRADY.

Air Fxiirclotli’s Affidavit.
Cyrus H. Faircloth, being duly

sworn, says:
I am xi practicing attorney at law,

and have been a member of the bar at
(Continued on Third Page.)
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HARRIS
(?= LITHIA

WATER
Is nature’s sovereign liquid remedy for
all chronic diseases. It is pleasant to
taste, .sure in effect, and is heartily
endorsed by leading physicians as a
prompt and permanent cure for all

DISEASES OF
’

STOMACH, LIVER

I
KIDNEYS (Q. BLADDER

It is certain and lasting relief for
rheumatism, Nervousness, Insomnia,
all catarrhal affections, and for troubles
that arise from uric acid poisoning

Rev. Sam P. Jones, The famous
Mr* F

’ J’ "°“‘ettfs:- Ch ilef °\,he
,

evangelist, writes as follows:- j August*Ga.)F,re Department,*ays:-

r .DTcocvii.r r .
Augusta, Ga. ; 8

! t. , ... . yAPTERSVILLE. CiA. The Harris Lithia Springs Co., ~ *The Harris Lithia Springs Co„ Harris Springs S C
r . Harris Springs, S. C, Gentlemen—l have suffered with stone iII jw
Gentlemen; have been using, with j in t)ie kjjney for ten years, and, after

other members of my family, Harris Litliia e trying the most widely advertised lithiaWater for more than twelve months. It l w ., ters and lithia tablets, I find that
f ~t

l! °/T!OS sat js Lctoty, pleasant and j Harris Lithia YVater only,affords me relief,
delightful water have ever used. Its | r Xhestonein »ny kidneys, being of very j

| influence and effects upon the stomach, j large size, is gradually dissolving under
liver and kidneys is wonderful, and I can the influence of 'Harris Lithia YVater,
sincerely commend it as the most effective when other waters failed absolutely to
and satisfactory lithia and mineral water ,nv r .,ijef

'? ofwhich I haveany knowledge, "p, J. Roulette, *
SAM P. JONES, Chief Augusta Eire Department.
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I I Savannah, Ga. I I
I I I have used the Harris Lithia Spring Water for the past year in all renal I
I P troubles, with promptand efficient effect. In gouty find rheumatic troubles i R
I I consider this water superior to the Buffalo Lithia Springs Water. 1 suf- Ir J sered from an attack of rheumatism for eight months, during which time I ¦

1 drank the Buffalo Lithia YVater constantly for four months without any E I
relief. In November hist I had a case of Harris Lithia Water sent to me, | ¦
and after drinking it for about three or four weeks, the pain and stiffness r g
left my limbs, and J have not been troubled since. I feel that Ican safely | I
recomineild Harris Lithia YY’ater. Respectfully.

i R. B. HARRIS’, M. D. S

HARRIS LITHIA SPRINGS CO.,

I HARRIS SPRINGS, S. C.

Harris Lithia Springs Hotel, open June to October, Is an Ideal
Summer, resort Most famous lithia water free to guests. Write

W £ for rates, 'etc., to C. E. HOO&ER, Lessee, Harris Springs, S. C.

J RAISED IN THREE COUNTIES \
USED THE WORLD OVER.. I

Pure Sun Cu-ed Tobacco is raised only in about three I
B Counties in the LVorid, Caroline, Louisa, Fluvanna, Va. I
1 Brought to, Manufactured and Sold in Richmond, Va. ¦
n Supply always limited^*the best of the crop goes in

H GRAPE PURE VIRGINIA {]
1 SUN CURED PLUG TOBACCO. JII Manufacturers of50 years experience have brought Sun U
he Cured Tobacco up to the highest Standard in GRJrPE. 1

1 lO cents a Plug No*NV'>S‘' 11 at all Dealers. UNION made. f

Now on Sale.
Vol. 135.1 Reports, Price, $150; by mail, SI.BO.
Vols. 11, 1(5, 2i, 51, 75, 77, 8 1, with annotations by Judge Clark,
recently reprinted, price, $1.50.
Womack’s Digest, $15.00. Womack’s new Index to Vols. 1 and 2,
$35.75.
Clark’s Code Civil Procedure, $5.00.
Jerome’s Criminal Digest. $5.00.
Court Calendar, 1003 to 1905, 50 cents.
Ailkinds office supplies. Orders given our personal attention.

Alfred Williams & Comp’ny
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