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views are H a
litigation in this State has

ints 1o me, 8y & lawyer, and, as

not without patriotism, the

paie agitation has been of conoern.

 legal questons ralsed,

nld have bean settled in the order- [

rocedure of the courts, have in-

A% much of its clamor and reckless in
of 1ts criticism, There Is always
oalm after a4 storm, yhen we are in
ared to view
; normul gituation.
“In the present retrospect of the rate
Hitigation and agltation, it is sought in
this article to direct attention, iI not
tp secure public consideration, of cer-
Wi fundamental principles of our
government, State and Faderal, which
wo should not overlook in our public
rélat ons under any clreumstances,
OUR GOVERNMENT.

Ours I 4 government of laws, not
af men, and nowhere ¥ arbitrary pow-
er vested In any man or body of men.
The
ocannot enforce them. The
cannot make huws; Il may
them in administrative matters. 11 may
chdge violators of law to be prosecut-
&4 In Lthe couris
the conduct or coerce the courts
courts can nelther muke nor execute
the law. It can adindge the law and

Executive

t‘s’nd & public discussion, hysterical | ferent

Legislature may enact laws; It

enfores |

but it cannot direct |
The |

:  United

States and between citizens of differs
en: States, - y :

The Supreme Court of this State has

frequently declared aets of ¢he Legis-

lature unconstitutional. The Supreme

which | Court of the United States has fre-

quently declared acts bath of OCen-
gress and of the Legislatures of dif-
Mates unconstitutional, he-
canse violating the provisions of tae
national eonstitution, These Bupreme
Courts cannol Jasde such questions
unti they are Jdetermined first in the
courts below. They are courta of ap-
peal. The judgments of these lower
oourts, whether State or Federal,
stand undil preversed by the Supreme
Court, Thus the State court, as a co-
ordinate brangh of the government,
mmy, by its own decree, adbrogale the
will of the Leglslature.

The Superfor Courts of this State
heve pot infrequéntly exercised the

power to issue an injunction against/

the enforrement of o tax imposed by
logrislative enactment, berause uancon-
stitutional, and thess injunctions have
been gustained by the Supreme Court
of the State, The Faderal courts have
not Infrequently enjoined the collec-
tion of a tax imposed by the Biate|

Legislature, because allegsd to be a)

violation of the constitution of the
Trndted States, and dssued injunctions
prohibiting #ts enforcement, pending|

dectree how it shall ne executed, The | the determination of that question.

alghth eection of artlele firet of our
Biate constitution declares that:
legislative, executive and judicial pow-
ors of the government ought to
free, separate and distinct from each
other.*”

The legislative, executive and
fudictal departments of government
#ich have limlted grants of power,
The constitotion, State and Federal,

“The |

be |

[ od

alone embodles the supreme will of |

tha people
partments, encli within the limlts of |
the power granted them in the consti-
futlon, act as & check and balance upon
&0ch other In the adminlstration of
goveynment. The sysem is the dls-
tinetive feuture of all the constitutlons
of the severn! States and the natlon.
And 1t is within the grant of the con-
stitutional pawer of them that tha
¢ouris may doclare all acts in violation
of the organic law to be vold, and to
enforee by thelr decreen the protection
Fuaranteed to perxonu! and
righta by the constltutional mandate
THE BABIC" PRINCIPLES,

property |

These thred separate de- |

There are certnln basic principles
that control the  Ke and Federal
governments In thelr relathon to each
other, which sevin tao huve neon entire-
Iy overlooked in certain gubernatorial
proclamations and  aditorial
slons of the rate Htgation and aglta-
tion It ix well to consider them; for
s frequent recurrence Lo fundamental
principles ix ecesential th preserve the
blaasings of uwind well the
rights of properts

The gupreme law of the
Btates in the constitution of the "nit-
od States and the ws which shall ba
made In pursaance théreof (Con, Art,
8), It wes adopted, “in order 4o [orm
& more perfect Unton.” The powers It
eontaing were ceded 1o the Federal

arnment hy the different Slutes,
his Ingtrument is as binding on the
Biate ux upon the netional nuthorities.
I 15 equally as hinding as the Btuto
eoastitution gyonn the cltlgens and nf-
fcinls. of this State.  Thig Instrument |
provides (or ca-arilinate
branches of 170
cutive, the Iegisintiv
At also  does
Thl‘ Conigresp of the
not laglelhie vicetating 1
Yislone, The FExocutlve of this nation |
eannot dlsches ' nandatos It =
the province of the Peideral courls o
{nterpret the extent meaAning of
thir constitution fudge whien
ita provialons ha VT ditint The
Rt of Congross Ithong!s ¢ pressing
the popuiar will a' the time of their |
passege, not infregquent Ve  heern
deelared vaoiil by the leral courta
becants in Vinlatior f ] nal
conxtitu! 31 . ynner, the
ennstity!l t b stnte aof North
Caroline, 1= 1! w nf thie
Stete. s t o) ] provisions, af
ihe Lniir it It was adoptsd by
popuiar vote Th i not be writ-
tem Ind e, A
'|r

liberty ns

three
rnment,
and the Judicial,
ennstitution

e
BOnr the pxe-
the Blul
vted Btates cane

[

wnpuliar
provising » Wil vielnte any
the tarms f t} UL AARRTLA nf
U'nite] Sta far the yensan that
Btate has previo veded 1o the nin-
tHenn! governmen! he e BN
vmerated in t ¢ sixih
gection of art fr [ the Siate Cop.
stitution conta 1

“That ever)
owas paramoun!t
stitutlon «nd g
!;atm and that
Bf the Siate in «
version theraol
foree.”’

Thus, the oo
Btates e
ofMctals
taring offlce, lake an ¢
and upon each oitizen of i}
who, when he reg
takes an oath Hitewise to abev it
an is the State constitution; in fact
the more wo, aa it is 1
faw, The repeated
the courts may ==t aside the
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Alng
« Brate AT

ar hir i1 et vopg el
ol th

T

Alera Bs @n

o ]wr"u_-;.n*
assertlon that, |ir
2w of

rights

Wil of the people defeat
want of knowledge of Vhe copstity-
Hana of hoth The Krare paod (ha ['nlted
Bintex The Leogizlulyre M e il
preme governing powser ol the
It s merelv a
the Btate gnvernment It orn paeg no
|w, either In violation of the Pate or
fistionn) conatitutlon It must legin
Be with Mrect roferenee to and in
anbardination ta each Irn
oenfs s pnwer
fota of the vourts 1o Jeclare (1a acts
fneonstitutional, as gr Invadlon of
$he: Instrument in which alone ix em-
Hodied the spreme will of the pen-
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THE REVENUE BILL. ‘

The Legislature of 1809 adopted a|
revenue blil taat the railroads of this
State alleged discriminated against
them—in violation of the constitution
of the [United States. They brought
their sults In the Féderal courts ha-|
fore JuJdge Simonton. He thad attesi-|
his fidelity to the Jdoctrine 01'|
States' rights by four years of aotive|
warfare In the Confederate army. He|
has hecome prominent as a leadesr nrl
his people in the gerions monditiona in
South Carolina unfer 4ha reconstruc-
tion. He was a Democrat, and wnai
appointed to the judiclal office by
President Cleveland. He {ssued his in-|
junotion ngalnst the avthorities of the
f#tate of North Carolina, prohiblting
the enforcement of this revenus bill,
hetore he finally passd upon Ats con-
stitutiomality; appointad a  spectal

1m:mnr to take evidence, but required

the rallroads to pay on the hasis of the
old assessment and zive bond for the
payment of the difference between
that and the now assessment, if the
enjoined should be held valld
This was eotting astde, temporarily. |
the act of the Legisiaturs until [ts
valkbMty eould he Jdetermined. There
was no sensuflonal proclamation . at
the tlme abhout Statex’ rights. Aftor!
Grvernaor Aveock Decame I',u\'(-rn-nr‘.l
Wi 4'!111}1rt‘<|r||i.~l|"d The fact
howeyer, that It was an ox
a distingulshed  citlzen of
nf @outh Carolina, himself
rents Demoeri!, seding nx n
Fedornl Judge, In the exercise of his
judiecial power. in temporarily
strvining the enforesment of the legls.
lative act of this Seate
A8 TO THE SBUITS HEFORE THE
UNITED STATES CIROTIT COURT
The sults ‘brovght by the rallroads
in regard to the rate Ml are Instituted

et

the Cchase
remialne,
ercine,  hy
the Riate

[ by the Southern Ratlway Company, a

Virginla corporation, n citizen of

| difforent Rtwte from that of the ro-

cortain !r[-_'ll".-(!;I-I-I-I
Atlantle (Const Lidne [tall-
reslding In Philndel-
different Stide,
oMiclals {(notr 1ne
the Const  Line
the Colp st L.ine
aelting out facls
thelr contentlons
puiEsonger  and rreight
presoribed by the Leglslature
ara put into effect, practicnliy
nfia mte thelr Inecame upon intri
Stile husiness. The fact may or may
wnt be trae, this s a fact which the
Fedoral Court has directed Lo be n-|
veet [ gt
The Bupreme
MMat has held
{ina ol
vilue af lta property, nol
Lerad tiwek mor Ha actunl hut
mron Uive vadue of its property, or, as
mrt slates 1t; “"The mais of all
enleunlallons the reasonnbleness
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RATE. |
i mlnd that the |
no power 1o any
manner control the|
mEiness of radlronds, |
mirol this business

ora Lhnt the Biadey hnve

fix

the

o Ia |
nationn! government
regulnted through toe

MIneree comm

mae (' Smythe

grianled the
Vepr-Shgls
1he Bunre wirt, In
Lmen;
I our fudgment, It myst be held
that the reasonnbleness ap wnrenson-
ablenese of prescrihed hy #
ransportidlon of per
cons ard propenty whilly within [ts
Wirvitm letermined without
oferonce Inter-Rinte byslyeas
Aone 1 the earrier, or to the prafits
lerived from NI Th Htate
fumtdfy nably oy

rilem
Quite {nr the t
must he
the

s nnnl
Unreas

112 405 Trane

rates for do-

conslJdersd
nnn 1t the eénr
riee ta sarning large profite on Ha n-
ter-Htnte businesx over whiy |] uo far
BE rates mpfe moerned, thie Stale has
ontral. Nar ean the carter Just|-
sonahly high rates on domes.
tie husdness on the graund that it wil
he nhle only In that way to menst [napes
on s Inter-8tate husineass Bo far nu
rates of tranepartation are concerne.l
damentic buasiness
o hear the
n o Mtter
maentice buslness It
the transportation
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£5¢ ncts of the Leglslature an heing in | State that the Btate can presopibe; and

Woltion of the constitutions] man-
~Aake has heen exercised

" from
mmiﬁﬂ of the government

: 10 adert the doctrine.
L VUPHE JUDICIAL POWER.
UG conatitution of the United States

7

N T ——
d ot free, on y ll..:lr{.w!?:

are | 0&] Businom

|
]

bioese | AR AN only Jen) with loog) rates and

when It undertukes to prescrib, FAleN

hoth hy the MOt to bi exceeded by 4he carrier, it |
ths must Jdo w0 exciusively with refersnce
1 If 1
farrectly advised, the first Btate in

e Union to assert the doctrine was
; island, mnd the mecond Btata | OMent that 4 ratiroad Yne i an en- | -
the Unfon to nssert it waa Narpth | Hirety

S araling. In taet, the clalm has heen
de fTor this Stade that 1t was the | Ccommon fund

to what lx jost and rensonable. as be-
twean the currier and the publie, in
respect of domestio Ty e The ar-

that Hs dxome ®0es Anto and

I's expenses are provided for out of, |

and 1yl

Application where the Riate ia withnut
#arhority over rates on Ma sndire line,

make such regulstions as are Nocres
sry to give fust compensation on jo.

The oconsthiution of ¢he
States provides, etpremsly, that:
“No Btwo shall make or enforre any
“winen “Priviiegey

nf that

"Caurt
Iru:ul“ entered that court by virtue of

in the

Ita eanisi
rah;;;-ﬂfu. In om Ha entire line within 1eged
and without the Sale. ean have nn‘||

| testify that Herring’s Catarrh Cure

|;m-n and permanent cure follows,
Tinited |

mant :
SBanta Clara county, v. Bon. Pac. R. R.
118 U. 8. 304, 396; Churlotte C. & A.
R. R. v. Gibbes, 142 U. 8., 186, 301;

160, 154. What amounts to depnriva-
tion of property without dueé process
of law, or what Is a denial of the equal

cult to determjine, - especially  where
dhe queation relates to the property of
& quasi-public ‘'corporation and the ex-
tent to which It may be subjected to
public control. But this court, speak-

that, ‘ander pretense of regulating

pergons or property withdut reward:
nelther can it do that which in law

amounts to a taking of private pmp-|

ety for public use without just com-
pensation, or without due process of
law.' Ratlroad commission cases
Stone v. Farmers L. & T. Co.) 118 U. |
8. 307. This principte was recognized
in Dow v, Beldelman, 125 U. 8. @80,
and has been re-afirmed In other
caseys"

A REMARKABLE FEATURE.

The most remarkable feature of the
editorial digcussion »f this question is
that the rallroads have been denounc-|
od for going Into the Federal courts,
and Judge Pritchard, the olroult judge,
erbtlclsed for taking jurlsdicfion in the
case brought before him. In the first|
phace, the proper forum Jfor the pro-
tection of personal or propenty rights|
upder the vonstitution of the Unked
swtes In an equitable procesding is
the Federal Court, for, at last, the
Supreme Court of the United States
is the final court to determine the)
queation. In the second place, hav-
Ing a right to enter the Federal courts,
the exercige of that right is not a sub-
Jeet for condemnation. JU is a matter
of preforence for ghe compladnants;
in this case, the rallrodads Has it
come o this in North Carolina that a |
man who helleves hims=elf 40 be ag-
grieved by an aot of the Legisiature,
which deprives him of his propenty,
withiout his consent andd over his pro-|
test, 18 10 bhe arradgned and :ms.ul!m”
for exerci=ing his constitutlonal right|
to enter the Faderal courts for

the
pruarpurse of settling his grievance? Ev-
ery Hiigant Is entitled 1o exercise his
rights, when waserting them, in that
cort or forum where he belleves they
may be the more competently and Im-
parthally heard, It s unwise, unjust
wivll simply subverstyve of 4 constitu-|
Honal vight to denounce the rallroads
(or thls act of entering the Federal
courts,
e Nebraska statutes authorized
iny rallromd eompany to show, in a
proper wotlon brought In the Supreme
Court of the State, that the rades pre-|
seribed by the statute weref unjunt
nndl unregsonable, and, If that coum
found such to the fact, to ab-
tln an ordear upon the board of Lrans-
portation permitting  the rates to he
rialsed. There Is no such special remedy
provided in the North Carolina stat-
Thi=s remedy, 41t was eontended
Attarney Genernl and other
affficlals of Nebm=ka, who were
redpondents In the case of Bmyth v
Ames, (160 17 8., 819, afforded 2 rem-
edy ut law in the SBtate conrt: hut,
save the United Statex Supreme Count:
“The adequacy or Inadequacy of a
remedy at law for the protsction of
rights of one entitled wpon any ground
the powers of a Pederal
tourt Is not ta e conclusively deter-
mined by the statules of the particu-
e Binte  in which  suft may be
broughit. One who 18 entitled to sue
ip the Federal Circult Court may in-
voke ta jurisdictlon In equity when-
ever the established principles and
riales of equily permit such w suit in
that count; and he cannot be deprived
right by reason of his being
allowed to sue at law In o Stata oourt

n the same causs of aetlon.™
THE SUITH IN FEDERAL: COURT

PROPERLY CONSTITUTED.

Tha pesciemt i lrowid
properly nstituted  In
of the

he

ne
by 4thn

Btate

10 Invake

sults were
the Clrcult
United States, The radl-|

o constitutional right. It was no con-
the State courts, in any view,
Migunts slested to procead
Federal vourta Having elegd-
el L bring the sult In ¢hls forum, the
ciroult had  wo power to sur-
hin Jurisdietinn  wnd  remand
to the Buate tribuna KEvery
IMgent lawyer knows ghis And,
yed, hla fallure to do %0 had been made
subject of newspaper criticism.
He had to proceed with the case and
dedermine the questions (nvolved, In
the lght of the Fedemn) dealsions and
the procedure of the Undted States cirs|
ot Churs 1
The Rupreme Court of MAs Untted |
States, In the case of Bmythe v. Amens, |
wherein It elaborately reviews the' au-)
tharities, after olting a number of i
previons declstons in cases similar to
thoxe pending in this State before the
United Siates clreuft judge. sald:
I

SUPREME COURT DECISION, |
“In these coses the pladntiffs, nrto(,-lq-F

holders In the corporations named, |
ask a decree  enjolning the enfiree. |
ment of certnln rates for transporia
Hon, upon the groond that the statuts
prescribing dhem ds vépugnant to the
constilution of the United Stales. Un-
der tha principles which in the Feders
ol mystem distingulsh cases in Jaw from
those in equity, the Clreuit Court of

tempt of

thinl the

jullge
remier
the ¢hase
ol

the

the United States, sitting in equity, | hold

mn make a comprefensive  decree

A Catarrh Cure That Cures,
While thers have been many al-
catarch  cures  which bhave
nade marvelous claims only to re-
sult In  Adisappointment  for the
| uffarer, there are thousands who will

Is all that the name Implles,
the very frst immedinte rel Ia

gﬁ‘ tth‘u ?”bo“z‘l pl;’ﬂall of this S
A 1o oun ‘ every Bottls

of thia sclentifioal '
det it at ms.m‘ Drug m 2

G . & S. P. Ry v, BlMs, 165 U. 8,/

protection of the laws, Is ofien diff. |

: i’gm of equity ia oom-

| fest, not eimply Indlviduals, but the in-
ing by Chlef Justice Walte, has said | terests of the antive community as in-
thut, while a State has power (o fix the | velved in the nse of a public highway
charges by raliroad companles for the|
transportation of persons and proper- |
ty within Hs own jurisdiotion, uniess
resirained by valid contract, or uniess |
what is done amounds to a.regulation
of forelgn or inter-State commerce,| of different States, and, secondly, be-
such power ls not without limit; and|
|arising under the constitution of ¢he
fares and Afreights, the State cannot|
require a rallroad company 10 carry |

| suit, the law was self-exaruting, and

1t was also contende,] that, ng the act

| Wm. C. Fliz Is Attorney

omplalnants'

|sosslon or were about 10 takeé poOasos-

Is malntained,” .

The Cirenlt Court of the United
States had jarisdiction of the sallroad
sults dnstituted in this State, first, be-
cause the sulls were between citizens
cause they involved legal questions
United Btates, Having jurisdlction, as
sald by the Sapreme Count ‘in the
above ¢lted Fase, it “can make 4 com-
prehensive decree covering the whole
ground of the controversy.™

CONTENTION OF DEFENDANTS

It was the contention of the de-
fendants that, while the Circuit Court
had jurisdiction of lhe parties to the

an Injunction, ! granted as prayed for
by the complainants, could not affect
the action of the prosecuting officers

Much an emergoncy and | %

judgment any corporation Mad contin. |

ued to violate the hw, after notlce,
to report the same 1o the Attorney
General and hée should take proceed-
ing= thereon ex he deemad expedient;
that the North Carceng rate Dbill of
1907, which they attacked as uncon-
atitutional and Bection 1118 of thé Re-
visal, ehould be read as one act, each
being the law of the State, and, thus
construing them, the corporation eom-
mission snd Attorney General were
specifically charged with the enforce-
m“om artthe rate bill, “Therefora, this

8 not A sult against the State, ns
the Siate had no Interest in tha ult-
mate result, as the his only of the
rallroads and the veling pablle
were in question. but it constioted a
fuit against bfMcers of the State
to enjoin them from the enforce-

and the grand juries wll over tae Sutel
in prosecuting violations of the aol|
under the penalty clause; that so far |
a8 the passenger act was voncerned, |
the suit wams dn effect, a sult against|
the State and eould not be malnmn-l
ed under the eleyventh amendment of
the eonstitution of the United. ﬂlntu.t
wikoh declares;: “The judicial power
of the United States shall not be clm-!
strued to extend to any sult in law or|
equity commenced or prosecuted
against one of the United Stalées by
4 oitizen of another State or by eiti-
zens or subjeots of any foreign Btate.”

did not charge apecifically the Attor-
ney General or the corporation ¢om-
missioners with any duty to enforce
the act, they would not be enjoined,
certainly not as far as the Attorney
General and the assistant attorney
general were concerned, The derend-
ants relied on the case of Fita v. Me-
Ghee (172 U. B, 576). The doctrine
of tant case I8 thai: "A sult tv re-
strain ofMicers of a Rate from taking
any =tepa by means of juldlclal pro-
voedings, In execution of a Htate stat-
ute to which they Jd0 not hold any
special relation, ia really, a  sult
againet the Blate within the prohlbi-
tion pf the eleventh amendment of the
Federal constitution.” McGihee and
Fink, us receivers of the Meimpais and
Charieston Nailroad, brought a Bl in
equity In the United States Cireuit
Court agalnst the State of Alabama,
Willlam (* Oates asx Qovernor, Aand
Oenoral of
that State. The bill alleged the act of
the Alabama Legislature,  approved
February fth, 19035, prnseri;bm] maxi-
mum rates to he charged on a cer-
tain brilge which, as receivers, the
complalnants nwned and operated, and
e act Jdeclared should the owners, |
losgoed or operitors of the brixige, or
thelr agents collect a higher rate for
aAny peraon, they should forfeit 1o such
person twenly Jdollats Mr each offenee,
to be recoverable befors any justice
of the peace The rotes so  Axed
amounted to confiscation @nd  the
penalty had the effect to deter tha
plaintifts from questioning the vaHd-
Ity of the act. The act of February
Uth, 1805, was alleged to be repug-
nant to the constituwon of the Undted
States, bacause It conflscaled the com-
plainant’s property and denled to them
the equal protection of the Jaws. In
the progreas of the suit, by an amend-
ed plealing, the complainants alleg- |
¢l a large numbar of indotments ha-d
been brought against their toll-keep-
ars, under certain sections of the Ala-
tama Code, walch In effect p‘rN‘:‘ﬂb—l
ed that any agent of a toll hrtdze'
company who should recelve from
travel over such bridge more than the|
riate fixedl by Its charter, or, if the|
charter did not specify any unreason- |
able toll, to be determined by a jury
must, on convietion, be flned not more |
than one hunlred dollars. The valid-
ity of this act was not queationed. The |
prosecutions thereunder were alleged
to be wrongful and in  violation aof |
constitutional rigats, It !
was further alleged that these {ndlict- |
ments were In contempt of the order |
of the court appointing the recelvers, |
and in violation of the order in '.he'
cage enjolning the Governor, Attor-
ney general and all  persons  from
prosecuting anwy ::-"_1]! or procéeding
under the eaid act. Afterwards, the
complalnants, of thelr own motion,
Jismissed the hill as agalnst the State
and the Governor. Thes court Zeld.
fithoueh the Btate and Governor haJd
been dlamissed ns parties theréto, the
cags was In effect a sull wgainst the
fittte. The reasons for its Jdecislons
are thus stated: '

REASONS FOR DECISION.

"As & Blale can act only by Its of-
ficers, an order restraining those of-
fizers from taking any steps, by
means of Judicial proceedings, in ex-
scution of the statute of February 8th,
1586, Is one whicly restrains the State
itealf, and the puit ls as much againast
the Binie as If the Btale weré named
a8 & party Jefendant on the record. If
the Individuml defendanis held pos-

sion of or to commit any trespass
upon any property belo to or un-
der the control of the plalptifs, in
violation of the latter's conatitutiona)
rights, they vould not resiat the judi-
cinl determination, in & suit againet
them, of tUhe guestion of the right to
such possession, by simply asserting
that they held, or were entitled to

as
Cage aup-
poked they would he Wpelled ‘:o
make good the Histe's m to the
Y, and could not shield

relves agnlnst sult : c‘ thelr
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ment of an alleged unconstitutional
aoct In relation to mhich they had a
a duty ts perform.

THE REAGAN CABE.
The Reagan case was s suit in 1-
ty In the United Stdtes Circult (?I?Il:ﬂ.
in Texas, wherein the Farmers' Loan
& Trust Co. were complainants and
the Btate railroad vommluloneru.!
the Attorney QGenernl and Great!
Northern Rallroad r’.‘ompnny were
defendants. The complainants al-
leged the rates put in effect by the
raliroad commission, under the au-
thority of the Texas statute, were con-
fiscatory, and obtained a perpetust! in-
junction against the defendant rall-
road from putting or continulng dn ef-
fect the rates, and against the railroad
commisgion and Attorney General of
Texas from instituting any suits for
penalties under the act. Thé act pro-
vided that any radlroad or agent wiho
récéived more thap the stated rates,
should be fined not tess than $100 or
moOre than $£5,000, The doctrine of the
ease In dhat: "A sult 4o restrain the
enforcement by Btate officers of un-
Just and unreascnable rates fixed for
carriers by State authority s, npt
a sul against the State, withih the
prohibition of the eleventh amend-
ment, since {he State 48 interested onlyl

~ to the Factory,
thence to over a
million pleased
‘customers---goes
Bailey Brothers’
Tobaccos W W W

 From the fields

No better tobaccos made than those
Manufactured by Banzr Baorusas,
Winston-Salem, N. C.
NOT IN A TRUST.
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ot BUILDERS of homes for next
spring. Now is your time to subscribe

and file your application so that your

loan is reached in time for NEXT

spring’s operation.

Too many applicants wait until they need the
money and expect aB &L Assﬁ.,_ like a bank, to
have it ready for them at a moment notice.~It is
well to bear in mind that a B. & L. Asso, has but
one source of raising money, and that is from the
“weekly dues,” hence we can supply borrowers no
faster than the weekly receipts, which, | While they -
are now the large sum of from $6,000 to $8,000
per week, against which 'm, applicants for TEN
TIMES that amount, so take “a stitch-in time,

ete.”
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