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WHITES' COUNSEL
SAYS JUDGE ERRED

Slayers of Sherrill Ask
New Trial.

IN SUPREME COURT

If a New Trial is Granted, Thomas and

Chalmers White Will Again Be

Put On Trial For Their Lives,

Were Convicted of Murder

in Second Degree.

The case of the State against

Thomas J. White and Chalmers White,
from Rowan county, for the murder
of Russell Sherrill, about sixteen

miles west of Salisbury, September

17, 1903, was argued before the Su-
preme Court yesterday morning.

The oral argument on behalf of the

defendants was made by Judge W. J.

Montgomery, of Concord. Mr. L. 11.
Clement, of Salisbury, and the Attor-
ney General conducted the argument
for the State.

Senator, Lee S. Overman and Mr.

R. Lee Wright, of Salisbury, who were
also of counsel for the defendants,
were present, but did not take active
part in the argument.

The defendants were convicted at

the September term, 1904, of Rowan
Superior Court, of murder in the sec-
ond degree, of young Russell Sherrill.
They were sentenced by Judge Cook
to six each at hard labor in the
State penitentiary. From this judg-
ment they appealed. Should a new
trial be granted, the whole case would
be just as if there had been no triai.
In other words the White’s would
again be put on trial for their lives.

Judge Montgomery contended that
the judge in the court below erred

in refusing to allow the defendants
to testify as to certain conversations
they had between themselves with
their sister. Mrs. Archer, touching the

purpose they had in going to the home
of Sherrill. He also argued that the
judge erred in refusing to give cer-
tain instructions asked for by the de-
fendants, and that the judge further,
erred in certain modifications that he

did give.
Mr. ‘Clement and Attorney General

Gilmer, on behalf of the State, argued
that the testimony given by the de-

fendants themselves showed that they

were both guilty of murder in the
second degree, and if the judge be-
low had made any errors these were
harmless errors, because the defend-

ants’ own evidence made them guilty
of murder in the second degree.

The Attorneys for the State also
argued that the judge did not err in

refusing-to allow the defendants to
testify as to conversation between
themselves or with Mrs. Archer, be-
cause to allow such evidence would
be adopting the principal of law that

what a defendant says can be used
against him, but cannot be used in his
behalf, and that the declarations of
the defendants in their own interest

are never admissable unless their dec-

larations form a part of what the
lawyers term the res gestae. They
also argued that the defendants could
not possibly be injured by the judge

refusing to allow these conversations

to go to the jury for the reason that
the very things the defendants wrote

to prove by these conversations they

did actually get the benefit of, be-

cause they were allowed time and
again to testify what their purpose
was in going to the home of young
Sherrill; that it was for the purpose
of persuading him to marry their
niece, Annie White, and that it was
not for the purpose of killing Sher-

rill if he did not wrong her. They
also argued that the judge committed
no error in any of the instances that

he referred, neither did he commit
error in any instructions that he did
give the jury.

These in brief are substantially the

contentions argued by Messrs. Mont-
gomery, Clement and Gilmer.

The Homicide.

The prisoners were tried at Septem-
ber term, 1904, of the Superior Court

of Rowan County, before Judge Cooke,

for the killing of Rushell Sherrill.
They were convicted of murder in the

second degree, and appealed to the
Supreme Court.

The evidence tends to show that the

homicide occurred about sixteen miles

west of Salisbury in the county of
Rowan, on the 17th day of September,
1903. at the residence of Russell Sher-
rill’s mother, Mrs. A. E. Sherrill. In
consequence of a letter received by

Thomas White, informing him of the
seduction of bis niece by Russell
Sherrill, he and his brother, Chalmers
White, left Concord on the afternoon
of the 10th of September and went to
the home of their sister-in-law, Mrs.
White (now Mrs. Archer), who lived
about twenty-three miles from Con-
cord and within one mile of the
Sherrill place. It was contended by
the State that the purpose of the
prisoners was to force Russell Sher*
rill to marry Annie White, and in the
event of his refusal, to compel him to
do so or to kill him. The prisoners
spent the night at Mrs. White’s (Mrs.
Archer), and early the following
morning, about sunrise or a little be-
fore, called at the Sherrill residence.

They went to the front door. Mrs.
Sherrill met them. The Whites

said they wanted to see Russell.
When he appeared they said: “We
are Chal. and Thomas White: you ahe
aware you have ruined our niece, An-
nie White. andT we have come to make
you marry her, or we will kill you be-
fore you leave our sight.” Russell

said: “I did not ruin her; I was not
the first one there.” They said: “You
did ruin her, and you will marry her
or we will kill you before you leave

obr gsiht.”

Witnesses said they were awakened
by the disturbance on the piazza, as
they heard Mrs. Sherrill say:- “You

shall not kill my son,” and the
Whites replied: “Now Mrs. Sherrill it
is not worth while," and immediately

two pistols fired and then a third, and
Sherrill fell dead.

Dr. A. C. Bethune the president of
the Pine Belt Construction Comitany,

of Raleigh, has gone to Portland,
Maine, on business for the company.

A MATTEROF HEALTH

. iHli
&AMNG
POWDER

Absolutely Pure

HAS MO SUBSTITUTE

THE DAILY NEWS AND OBSERVER.

QUART THE LIMIT
IN ONION COUNTY

Supreme Court Upholds
Tight Liquor Law.

THE OPINIONS FILED

In Stale Vs. Barrett Judge Connor

Holds That Statute Making Pos-

session of More TSian Quart
Evidence of Intent to Sell

is Constitutional.
Os the cases handed down decided

by the Supreme Court yesterday, only

one, that of State vs. Barrett, from
Union, was of any general interest.

The point involved was the con-

struction of a statute passed by the

Legislature of 1903, for Union county,

which declared that the possession of

more than one quart of whiskey at one
time should be prlma facie evidence
of an intent to sell.

fihe defendant Barrett was arrested
on the road, having at the time some
live or six gallons of whiskey in his
buggy which were concealed by a lap
robe. The evidence was simply as to
this fact on the part of the State, the
defendant offered no testimony and,

following the charge of the judge, the
jury returned a verdict of guilty.

On appeal the Supreme Court af-
firmed the verdict and judgment of
the court below and upheld the con-
stitutionality ot the statute in ques-
tion, the opinion being written by Jus-

tice Connor and concurred in by jus-

tice Walker in a short opinion.
Justice Brown, dissenting, argued

that the statute was unconstitutional
as it affected fundamental rights guar-

anteed by the 14th amendment to the
Constitution of the United States and
as abridging the right of all citizens to

a presumption of innocence.
rl he testimony of the State was that

of one J. A. Williams and one Bivins,
who stated that they “went up the
road to see if they could not head the
defendant off;” that about a mile or
two from town they met him. He had
two five gallon jugs qf corn whiskey,
a one half gallon jug and one pint in
a bottle. He was riding in a top bug-
gy and the whiskey was under a lap

robe. On being accosted the defend-
ant-said that he got, the whiskey in
the country from a colored man whom
he did not know; that the whiskey did
not belong to him but so other people
whose names he would give at the
proper time, "when he would prove it
up.”

Upon this evidence and the admis-
sion of the defendant that he did not
have license to sell whiskey, the de-
fendant introduced no testimony and
requested the court to,charge the jury
that on the whole evidence they could
not find the defendant guilty.

This the court refused to do, but
based his charge upon the act, chap-

ter 434 ol the laws of 1903, which pro-
vided that any one who should keep

in possession liquor to the quantity
of more than one qilart within said
country. ”it shall be prima facie evi-
dence of his keeping it for sale with-
in the meaning of this act.”

The constitutionality of the act was
attacked on the ground that it was an
invasion by the legislative of the judi-

cial department of government and.
2nd, that it deprived the defendant of
the presumption of innocence and put

upon him the burdefV tff showing that
he was not guilty.

Judge Connor in his opinion held
that there was no doubt that the legis-

lative department had the power to
change the rules of evidence, and that

laws which prescribe the evidential
force of certain facts by enacting that
upon proof of such facts a given pre-
sumption shall arise or which deter-
mine what facts shall constitute a
prima facie case against the accused,
casting the burden of proof upon him

of disproving or rebutting the pre-

sumption, are not generally regarded
as unconstitutional, even though they
may destroy the presumption of in-

nocence. That an accused person has
no constitutional light in that or any
other presumption of law or evidence
or procedure that the law making
power cannot, within constitutional
limits, deprive hint of: and that the
making of certain facts when proven
prima l’aeie evidence of guilt docs not
change the burden of proof.

It was also strongly contended by
the appellant that the facts fixing the
quantity as prima facie evidence had

no relation to the criminal act of sale
and could not tend to prove it because,
first, possession does not tend to show
an intent to sell and, second, more
than a quart of liquor, the specified
quantity, might be needed for domestic
or family use.

Judge Connor, however, could see no
merit in these contentions as opposed
to the tight of the legislature to con-
trol the situation by the passage of
the statute.

The case was argued by Messrs.
Redwine and Stack for the appellants,
and the attorney general for the Sta'.e.

Other Opinions.
Other opinions filed were;

Everett v. Southern Railway, from
Pamlico, affirmed; Massey v. Barbee,
from Durham, no error; Clark v. Trac-
tion Co., from Durham, affirmed;
Stewart v. Carpet Co., from Guilford,
r.e wtrial; Crutchfield v. Hunter, from
Guilford, action dismlsed; Griffin v.
Railroad, from Anson, per curiam, pe-
tition to rehear dismissed; Tripp v.
Nobles, from Pitt, per curiam, peti-
tion to rehear dismissed: Matthews v.
Telegraph Co., from Guilford, appeal

dismissed by consent of defendant;

State v. Spivey, from Guilford, per
curiam, no error; Manufacturing Co.
v. Greensboro, per curiam, affirmed;
Thompson v. Telegraph Co., from
Guilford, appeal dismissed by consent,
Worth v. Ragan, from Guilford, per
curiam, affirmed.

Eleventh District Appeals.
Appeals from the Eleventh District

will be called next Tuesday, April 18th.
as follows;

Wall v. Smith, Whitaker v. Whita-
ker, Doss v. Hutson, Bullen v. Han-

cock. Earp v. Minton, Ginnings v. Ho-
tel Co., Jones v. Warehouse Co., Hail
v. Stanton. Schafer v. Hotel Co., In re
Fery, Bank v. Levy, Keener v. Express
Co., Lafoon v. Kernel’, Parker v. Fen-
wick. Corporation Commission v. Rail-
road. from Wilson, specially set; State
v. McGinnis, from Wake, specially set;
State v. Hayes, from Robeson, special-
ly set.

AGAIN POSTPONED
State Vs. Railway For

Violating Quarantine
Regulations.

State Veterinarian Tail Butler re-
turned to the city yesterday from

Rocky Mount, where he has been

testing the milk of a large dairy for

tuberculosis. It was Dr. Butler’s in-

tention to go to Morganton today to
appear in a case against the Soutnern
Railway for violating the State and
Federal quarantine regulations, but
the railroad, he said, had succeeded in
having the case postponed a second
time.

The railroad company shipped cat-
tle infested with the cattle tick, the
dangerous and contagious pest, from
Burlington into Burke county, across
the quarantine lines a year ago from
last October. When the act was dis-
covered proceedings were instituted
against the offending railway at once,
but the company had the case contin-
ued until this term of Burke court,
when it has again had the case con-
tinued.

The Department of Agricultufe last
year successfully prosecuted and had
convicted several violators of the
quarantine restrictions, and numerous
other cases might have been instituted,
except for the promises of offenders,
being private persons, to mend their
ways, after having, to the best of their
ability, endeavored to repair the evil
they rad caused.

As the department this year is ex-
erting special efforts to exterminate
this pest, and farther annihilate the
quarantine lines, the restrictions will
be more rigidly enforced, and violators
will be given little mercy, as all cattle
raisers have been made thoroughly ac-
quainted with the laws and regula-
tions.

Dr. Butler yesterday shipped to the
cattle inspectors in the quarantined
counties considerable matter in the
way of cattle literature of the depart-
ment, especially that pertaining to the
tick, the pest that is particularly injur-
ious.

COTTON AND CORN.

Results of Test Farm Experiment by
Department of Agriculture.

The February Bulletin of the De-
partment of Agriculture, which is
now in the hands of t.he printer, will
be issued In a few days, and contains
the results of experiments with cottori
and corn on the three test farms of
the Department of Agriculture dur-
ing 1904, and a summary of results
with these crops for the four previous
years. Twenty-five different kinds of
cotton and twenty-nine of corn were
included In the variety test. A con-
siderable number of these varieties
came from growers in the State who
claim to have superior kinds, and the
rest from other sections where good
varieties were found.

A brief description is given of the
different varieties and a statement of
tehir merits when grown under the
same culture and fertilizer treatment.
A great deal ol' interest and valuable
data has been obtained and is given
in this Bulletin in convenient form
for the use of farmers.

Fertilizer formulas are given for
cotton and corn, using the various fer-
tilizer materials which are obtainable
on the market.

STATE PRINTING.

The Contract Will be Awarded Next
Tuesday.

At a meeting of the State Printing

Commission held yesterday in the
Governor’s office, it was decided that
the contract for State printing would
not be awarded until next Tuesday.

Those present were the Governor.
Commissioner of Labor and Printing,
Attcirney-General. Superintendent of
Public Instruction. Auditor, Treasurer
and Secretary of State.

The bids contain itemized state-
ments, and there is involved in their
consideration careful study, and it was
determined that sufficient time should
be taken to insure there being no
mistake.

Returns to Rocky Mount.

Dr. Butler returned to Rocky Mount
yesterday afternoon, where he will

resume his tests for tuberculosis in
milch cows. Out of a herd of 76 cat-
tle, which he examined Satudray, the
veterinarian found only five to be af-
fected by tuberculosis, and he says
this is a better per cent than the aver-
age, and before his return to Raleigh
he will ascertain if the general per
cent, of that section is so good. He
will be away from his office several
days.

Mr. R. H. Hayes left yesterday for
his home in Pittsboro, after attend-
ing to legal business here.

Mr. G. Bent Alford, of Holly Springs,
was here yesterday on his return from
Appomattox.

COURT JALENDAR
Civil Cases That Will Be

I

Tried at the April
Term.

The calendar for the April term of
Wake County Civil Coult as pre-

pared by the Calendar Committee of

the Raleigh Bar is as follows:

Monday, April 24.

Leo D. Heartt, admr. d. b. n. of
Henry Pool vs. David Pool, et al.

Cosey R, Craig, et al. vs. S. C. Dodd,
Executrix of James Dodd, et al.

Narcissa Loyd and her husband vs.
Charles H. Perry, et al.

W. H. Rogers and wife Katie W.,
vs. Charles B. Ray.

N Robert Collins, infant by his next
friend, etc., vs. T. M. Jordan and A.
O. Jones.

W. H. Caudle, et al vs. Mollie Morris
and her husband, et al.

R. H. High vs. Eddie Gill.
Eliza Ann Prince, by her next friend

etc., vs. Alonzo Prince, et al.
H. B. Emory vs. Edney C. Mangum,

Executrix of Eliza J. Mangum.
John R. Terrell vs. James H. Mit-

chell & Co.
Tuesday, April 25.

Charles S. Nelson v. Priscilla Hunt-
er, Administrix, N. F. Roberts, et ai.

G, D. Sander ford vs. W. D. John-
son.

J. M.Kinclieloe & Co., for Wilmere
Computing Scales Co., vs. B. W. Up-
church.

J. P. Snipes vs. Orrin Belvin, et al.
D. M. Bay v. Sarah Jane Ray.
C. M. Bernard vs. Harvey Terry.
C. M. Bernard vs. Harvey Terry.
Rickey Fort and Asbury Fort, her

husband vs. W. C. Brewer.
Walter Rogers vs. Simon D. Terry.

Wednesday, April 26.
B. W. Pegram, Administrix of John

M. Wilson vs. Seaboard Air Line Rail-
way Co.

Woodard & Copeland vs. J. T. Ra-
gan and James Medlin.

Ed. Chambers Smith vs. C. F. Sheek.
Charles E. Mangum vs. N. C. R. Co.

and the Southern Railway Co.
J. R. Freeman vs. J. M. Fleming.
Ella Taylor vs. C. H. Williamson,

Executrix Belle Mitchell.
Thursday, April 27.

Wiley T. Glenn vs. Neuse River
Mills.

Mary Young, executrix, propounder,
vs. Henrietta Thomas, et al. Caveatore,

W. L. Bledsoe, Admr. of John and
Lacy Bledsoe vs. G. C. Bledsoe.

William D. Montague vs. Jennie
Montague.

Walter Pratt &; Co., vs. A. V.Baucom
& Co.

Thomas L. Love vs. W. L. Rice.
Goodwin, Smith & Co. vs. Oscar

Cobble.
Leo. D. Heartt. Admr. d. b. n. of

Oscar Little vs. Seaboard Air Line
Railway.

Spivy Winston v. Thomas Winston.
R. E. Copeland and John R. Weath-

ersby vs. J. M. Eddins.
Friday, April 28.

Charles L. Allen vs. Annie Allen.
Hoy F. Harward, guardian of Mamie

S. Jackson, vs. Florence A. Jackson,
et al.

A. Jones, Ex’r, Lacy H. Belvin vs.
Edney Yeargan, et al.

T. M. Whitaker and wife Nancy vs.
Board County Commissioners of Wake
County.

Robert T. Johnson vs. Commercial
and FarTners Bank.

The Highland Buggy Co. vs. Frank
Stronach.

Saturday, April 29.
J. O. Guthrie, et al., for and in be-

half, etc., vs. Cavenaugh & Moore.
Z. D. Jones vs. Augusta Jones.

A. B. Marshburn vs. R. L. William-
son. et al.

Henry M. Thomas vs. Raleigh Ele\-
tric Co.

James Lassiter v. Cherry Lassiter.
The W. W. Mills Co. vs. The Proxi-

mity Manufacturing Company.
Sarah Walker, et al vs. Ella Taylor.
S. J. Johnson vs. Bettie E. Johnson,

alias Bessie Moore.
Mary A. Stewart, Adm’x of S. T.

Stewart vs. R. and S. A. L. R. R.
Co., pt al.

Monday, May I.
Thomas J. Gattis vs. John C. Ivilgo

ct a!.
Polly R. Keeler et al v. Sarah M.

Forsythe, et al.
Tuesday, May 2.

Ida J. Mangum vs. John M. Cren-
shaw.

Monday, May 8.
Cordelia Adams, Adm’x of Alexan-

der Adams, vs. Seaboard Air Line
Railway Company.

General Committee.

The regular monthly meeting of
the general committee of the Asso-
ciated Charities will be held at the
rooms of the association on Hargett
street this morning at 11 o’clock. A
full attendance is desired.

THE BIG [VENT
OF THIS WEEK

Reception This Afternoon
By National Biscuit Co.

AT THE PARK HOTEL

Features of the Entertainment Will In-

clude Refreshments, Special De-

corative Effects and a Most tn-

joyable Musical Program,

Ladies of Raleigh Invited.
An event that will be of the great-

est interest to the ladies of Raleigh

and vicinity will be the reception to
be given by the National Biscuit Com-
pany at the Park Hotel this afternoon,
from three until six o'clock. Ar-
rangements for the coming entertain-
ment are being completed by a re-
ception committee, consisting of fif-

teen special representatives of the Na-

tional Biscuit Company, who are now
in the city. They are accompanied by
a corps of decorators and a chef,

under whose supervision refreshments
will be served. The work of the deco-
rators, which is already under way,
will result, when finished, in an al-
most complete transformation of the

interior of the Park Hotel.
This reception is one of a series

which the National Biscuit Company

is holding throughout the State. The
expense will be enormous in the ag-
gregate, but the results justify it. It
is really a campaign of acquaintance,

undertaken for the purpose of show-
ing the finest baking in the world in
the most practical manner possible. It
is to enable eveiy lady in this city to
realizo that the* trade mark of the
National Biscuit Company on each
end of a package of biscuit, crackers
and wafers is an absolute guarantee of
the goodness, purify and crisp delic-
iousness of its contents. This trade
mark is always an assurance that per-
fect baking has been given the pro-
tection of a package which by ex-
cluding all air, impurity and moisture,
entirely prevents the possibility of
contamination by dust, germs or
handling.

The refreshments to bo served dt

the reception tomorrow afternoon will
include many of the most delicious
products of the National Biscuit Com-
pany. In addition to Uneeda Biscuit,

there will be Butter Thin Biscuit, Gra-
ham Crackers, Oytftcrcttes, Social Tea !
Biscuit, Zu Zu Ginger Snaps.

Among the other delicious products I
of the National Biscuit Company are j
Nabisco Sugar Wafers and Festino
Almonds —two confections that have
Won world-wide popularity because of
their unusual delicacy and goodness.

The equipment carried by t.he recep-
tion committee consists of over half
a carload of baggage. This is largely
decorative material, but also includes
the china and silver used in- serving

the refreshments at the reception.
Every lady who can possibly bo

present tomorrow afternoon, should
by all means do so. An enjoyable

musical program will be rendered by
Levin’s orchestra, and other features
will -contribute to an afternoon of

pleasant entertainment. The recep-
tion will be held from three until : ix
o’clock, and a cordial welcome is as-
sured to eveiy guest.
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J.L.O’QTJINN&CO
Florist

RALEIGH, NORTH CAROLINA.
We Give Southern Trading Stamp*
Carnations. Roses and Violets, ou.

-specialty. Bouquets and floral dear
itions arranged in the best style at
short notice. Palms, Ferns and win-
ter blooming plants for the house
Fall Bulbs. Hyacinths, Narcissus
Tulips, etc. Rose bushes, shrubbery

evergreens and shade trees. V***t
able plants in season.

j B
Architect

CHAS. W. BARHETT
Raleigh, N.C.

mma e«s»l

i i J

“King Quality”
GARDEN SEEDS

Wo believe the assortment of garden

and flower seeds we are now offering

has never been equalled in Raleigh,

in PRICKS, VARIETYand QUALITY.

Buist’s Morning Star Peas, q t. ... 20c.; bushel SS,N

Selected Early Acme Tomato, 0z.,. .16c.; lb., 1.00.

Early Curled Simpson Lettuce, oz sa; lb. 60s.

Early Deep Scarlet Raddisb.oz 6c.: lb.. so*.

Early Jersey Wakefield Cabbage, oz lflc.; lb. $2.00

Market gardeners and public institu-
tions should send us a list of their re-
quirements and get our prices before
buying.

W. H. King Drug Co.
Two Stores /

#
Raleigh, N. C.

A. J. RUFFIN, LEO. D. HEARTT, H. F. SMITH,
President Vice-President & Gen. Mgr. Cashier.

Carolina Trust Company.
Capital, - SIOO,OOO.

Deposits Received, Interest Allowed
Acts in all Trust Capacities.

Registrar of Stocks and Bonds.
Business of Residents and non-Resi-

dents given Special Attention.
Safe Deposit Vaidts.

Mechanics 1 Investors Union
RALEIGn. N. C.

We arc prepared to niuke Loans on Real Estate for erection of Dwell-
ings hi Raleigh, and In places that ha ve no Building and Loan Association*.

Address. GEORGE ALLEN, Secretary.

CORRECT PREPARATION of PRESCRIPTIONS
All prescriptions sent to us arc pre-

pared correctly in every detail —pure,

fresh drugs used—all compounding

done carefully and correctly, precisely
according to the physician’s directions.

PRESCRIPTIONS BY MAIL A
SPECIALTY.

Bobbitt- Wynne
Drug Co.

The Prosperous
Farmer

has a right to be buoyant, because he carefully prepares his lamls at
; \ seed-time, and uses liberallykvkkt season

Virgi nia-Carolina
Fertilizers,

which bring at harvest-time large, excellent crops—for which the very
highest prices uro obtained. They coiue up to and often exceed our
guaranteed analysis.

1 Ifyou don’t fertilize with theso popular brands—you fail to obtain
the best results from the care and labor put on your crop, whether it
be trucks or any one special product of the soil. Ifyour dealer cannot
supply you—write us for information.

VIRGINIA-CAROLINA CHEMICAL CO.,

at any one c£ theso cities:

Richmond, Va. Charleston, 3. C. Savannah, Ga.
Norfolk, Va. Atlanta, Cia. Montgomery, Ala. <
Durham. N. C. Memphis, Tenu.

M

Cross &. Linehan Company
Your Spring Suit is Ready

A good many (Kindreds of men are thinking serious!y o« their SPRING SUITS ami we ar« going to help a
large majority of tiux* to a most satisfactory solution ol' the question.

OUR SPRING SHOWING OF

CLOTHING
CANNOT HE I'QT ATjLED.

TIIE FABRICS :»ie flip snappiest from both Foreign ;.no Domestic Mills.
THE STYLES are the very best.

THE VARIETY so great that we can please the most particular.
THE WORKMANSHIP in our Clothing can onlv be »ov ml in the tines. Tailoring.
When you buv a Suit of Clothe sos us you make tn investment that will yield you i dellv tllvideml ('f

SAIISFAC iTON.

Our Furmshihg Department Complete.

CROSS & LINEMAN COMPANY,
UP TO DATE CLOTHIERS AND UUKNI IIKB&.

'
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