it was
L *in that it authorized & tax upon
e popular “Baldy’ Boyden that
v ajone and not upon polls
e  After dlscussing the question at
Sength he conciudes that the limita-
n and equation prescribed by sec-

Jevied to pay interest and principal ot
e jssued by municipal corpora-
pursuant to Art. VIL Bec, T.
general discossion is along the
ne lines-as in the preceding case
#: question regarding the lmitation
counties for specinl purposes is

t presented, because the county had
ot proposed to issue any ponds, He
distingulshes countles as quasl muni-
cipal, Trom eltles and towns us munl-
elpal corporations. He says that or-
dinary expenses,
MMture WAy approve
Are such as are
pourt houses, bridges,
ther says that w hile

special

He fur-
is much

el
there

dlota there has been no decision of the |

guestion.  In Board of Educatkn V.
Commissioners, 137 N. <. 310, the
whether the

question presented wwas

il tax levied pursuunt to a special
a#t wsuthorizing a property and poll,
of working the

tax for the purpose |
roads could be applled to that pur-
pose, or whetber Sec. 3, Ar. V. &p- |

plied it to educstion and the support |
of the poar. The tax had been levied |
and parid. We were confronted \\']'III

the provisions of Bec. I and of Bec. |

*Every act of the General Assemnbly
jevying a tax shall state the oblect

to which It is to be applied and It

ghall be applied and te no other pur- |
pose.”  We feit constrained 10 give |
effect to the last section. We felt

the force of the contraudictory sections
and, the writer of that, and of nm,l
opinlon referred to the construction |
placed upon the constitution by the
court in Jones v. Commissioners, and |
sald: “We are construlned to hold
that the act under which the tax 1o
work the roads of Macon counly WwWas
authorized, necessarily provided for

the capitation tax and that its col-
lectlon was lawful ™ We concluded
the opinlon with the swustement that |

“it was best to decide only the ques-
tion before us” In Collle v. Commis-
sloners, 145 N. C. 170, in which this
court reviewed and over-ruled the
Barksdale case.this lungunge ls used,
with the approval of four members: |
“While the General Assembly must
regard such limitation upon its pow-
er to tax as defined in many decislons
of this court, when providing for 1he:
earrying out of objects of its own
erdation and the ordlnary and cur-
rent expenses of the Btate govern-
ment, yet, when It comes Lo providing
for those expenses especially directed
by the constitution ltsclf, we do not
think the Jimitation wus Intended tu|
npply. Although the Legislature
must observe the ratlo of taxation
between property and the poll, provid-
ed In Agt. V, Section 1, it is not r|
quired tb observe the limlitatlon upon |
the poll and the property tax, if
thereby they are prevented from giv-
ing effect to the provisions of Art
IX." Mr. Justice Walker, in & con-
curring opinion, says “The general
Himit of taxatlon in fixed, of course,
at #8 2-1 cents on the hundred dol-
lars In value of property, as | have
already indicated, by the provizion In
regard to the squation, and the maxi-
mum of the poll tax which s twa
dollars on the three hundred dollars
of pl’ﬁwrty‘ul Its true value In cash,
All the above provislons were evi-
dently Intended to apply to taxes lev-
jad for general Etate and county pur-
poses, and could not, by any admlis-
sible ruls of Interpretution, apply to
the taxes required for the support of
the aschools' Again, he sgays: "To
my mind, at Jeast, it 1s perfectly clear
that this power ¢of taxation In order
to educate and enlighten the prople,
s not In any way subject to the pro-
vislon as to the limit of taxation fAxed
by other articles und sections of the
constitution, hut what s known as the
and not neces.

equation must be just

sarily inconsistent with Art. IX, and |
perhaps shouid be observed. It Is
not necessary that 1 should express
any binding oplnlon s to (his mat- |

ter,” We have endeavored to note |
every case from which sny Hght may |
be found wpon this diMcult question
We have read the “discumsion by Mr
Justice Rodman, 6 N, C. Appendlx,
with interest It s evident that he

had given the questions arlzing upon
the system of revenue and taxation
established by constitution, my-
turs, anxious coneideration, With
his uniform candor, RAVA "Un Ko
diMcult and novel a would |
be unbecoming to dog- |
matic, 1 entertiun gpinluns with
KEreal rTespect, nhlw thoss of
my brethron 1 vandid
thinkers. ™ |
In State v, in ot &l 123 N. C
697 the defenda were il | Tur
not performng certili
upon tLein ns = T
e rouds. T!
had been advis A by nsel it 1
statute Imposin
valld because 11 1ovied the
property «nly o |
The real
whether they und wil.
fully Molnted thelr duty It LU
that the court wald thmt Lhe act woas |
invalld for that re fs manl- |
fest that the questton gven
much consideration. Na suthority
is citrd. We nnot  treal, or
gider, this decislon px aontroling
fipal, In respect ' SO L im oy
question, Iin the atsencos
dicixion &0 holding. s tlearly held |
in Broadnax v. (Oruo o N, C
that & 1lax to provide for bullding

e
question It
be rash ur
Hiv
for

(HTAR

s

thirrefore, W

hind nlawfull

In

=T} I'
Wik ot
con- |
nnd l
ant a
af dny other

bridges is for a speclel purpowe with- |
in the meaning of Ber & It would
séemn that the term far “counly pur- |
Poses’ used tn Boc. € should be con-
strued to mean ordinary current ex-

peases of the county

Rovernment,

otherwise no significance is given tol
the words “special purposes,” the dis-
tinetion belng between ordinary, usual
roumty purposes which cannotl excesd]
Sgouble the Btste tax.,” und speclsl
oounty purposes which may, with the

“special approval of the Genern] As-

sambly,” do #0. It may be thal, as
suggesied by Judge Rodman, the
framers pf the constitution intend-

F q'-tht, for both erdinary and special

" purposes, the State and county tux

oombined, should never rxceed two

dollars on the three hundred dollare’

salustion of property: that the only

purpose of making a distinction be-
reen ordinacy counly purposes
purpones

of the Genern]l As-
with

.’ ! J
_‘-_"h i _II

and

s Aimitation. This construction was
I as  impracticable.  Bettle

n that the

"It ds s

on 1. Art. V. did not apply to taxes |

tax, |

* | of
Incurred for ‘bullding | v the poeitive command that “the | snd prosperity, with
State wnd ccunty tax combined shall |

| State and county capitation tax, com-

| comelilored

| Are

| tons which wers most embarrassing.

with an
knowledge of the past and ramiliar
acquaintance with the present ©on-
ditlons of m people are essential to
the construction of a =ystvm of gov-
ernment sulted and adopted to their
future welfare, We cannot read the
opinions of the justices i Unliverst-

tr R. R. Co. ve. Holden, Supra, with-
out seeing that they saw that the
| system or scheme of taxation Was

| impracticable
| made. The position that nb
could be levied beyond two. dollars
tn the three hundred® dollars worth
of property for any purpose was re-
jected by all of the justices, The

suggestion that after that limit was| proving thelr publie

the amount of the poll tax
to th* uncontrolled discretion
Assembly, we do not

passed,
v left
of the General

for which tha la-gfnvl think finds support in the language  sive,
is exciuded | earper amidst. this general ogress | skin

the constitution, but

never exceed two Jollars on  the
head.” and fuarther provision limit-
ing its application to the purposes
of education and the support of the
poor. In the light and with the ald
of all that has been written on the
subject, we do not think that there
s any tenable “middle  ground”
upon which te permanently rest the
solution of this question, Either,
the equation between the poll and
the property tax must run through,
and control, every mpectlon of Aricle
L, as well as Article VII Sect'or 7.
without any power In the General
Assembly to disrégard it, or It must|
e confined to taxes levied for the
“ordinary current expenses of the
State and county government, ob-
serving the, positlve command that
the “"State nhd county capitation
tax combined shall never exceed
two dollars on the head.” As we
have seen, the first alternative has
been rejected and to  enforce |t

it to

| par, her s

| interest is provided for by a

[ot taxation. Her
have become very valuab!

' sources of the Btate have

| proportions rendering it sasy to

The

i
e

| educate her children; to, prombis
| proper and reasonabie
rmnltlnl for the honor
of the Btate. The counties ars im-
ways.
| public baYidings.’ snd, In =&l

WAYSE,
of un
hopeful people.

pr

the struggle te
malntain and give to his famlily the
benefits wifich come from It, finds
his burden of taxation Increased.
The poll tax, which the constitution
tells him, In no untertain language,
“shall never exceed two dollars,™
in many -counties, reached more
than double this amount. We were
told on the argument by counsel,
well informed, and representing the
defendant bosrd - of
who have opportunity for
of such mutters, that this tax, on the
heads of families, wage earners, has
become burdensome and oppressive.
It s well calculated to retard the
immigration, Into our Sfate, of de-
sirable cltizens, especially” when the
amount which they may be called
upon to pay for the privijege of
coming, is uncertaln and constantly
increasing. Looking te the constitu-
tion of other States, we find that
they provide for a specific poll tax,
uniform in amount and application.
In two States, Maryland and Ohilo,

would arrest the State and countles,
In thelr varied spheres of progress|
and development, An examination |
of the returns of the Rtate tax com-
mission for 1907 discloses the fact
that 68 of the 97 countles (the lasi
one formed not being organized)
levied for ordinary countles purpose
to the full limit of 23 2-3 cenis on

the constitution prohibits the levy. of
any pell tax. In Virginia it s lim-
ited to $1.60 and* in Bouth Carolina,
(eorgla, Florida, and other BStates,
to §1.00, In none of the States, oth-
¢r than Californla and Oklahoma, is
It a# much as 32.00. In a number of
the Btates no reference is made to
a poll tax. n all of the BStates

pro-
unless exceptions were| yide for current expenses and to care S f
taxes | for the unfortunste and salImG:-‘t;

-nterprh‘l .
and  welfare

:Tyoudlqt to the aspirations
ucated, patriotic, progres-

il
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all
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of . taxation than
cessary, and what ls taken must
applied to the purpose for which It
taken and “no other.” . When
well defined lmits are disregarded,
taxes « become oppreasive. | The in-
crease . In” wealth and In wvaluation
should result in decrsase, In 'the.rate
of taxation, otherwise we will have
nefther, The courts . stiowld not
and will not Interfere in the admin-
istration of the Internal domesatic af-
fairas of the countiea and. clties, un-
less there Is a manifest disregard or
abuse of power or discretion, Doubt-
less the custom has prevalled of sup-
plementing one necessity by resorting
to some other resource, without any
purpose .to violate the law., A man
may deo this In his private - business
but It s not permissible In the admin-
Istration of public business. BEach

i i§§

g:z!

i

property, the Btate taking 43 of the| wherein it ls levied, the amount s fund, its resources and its disburse-

The others exceed
thut amount. This does not luelude
special taxes  for  subseripdons  to
raliroads, bullding new court houres
and Jjalls, iron bridges, road im-
provements, ete. To adopt the other

66 2-3 centas,

construction we confine the poll tax
for all purposes™ to *wo dollarm az
provided by the constitution: apply

It to the purposes directed, education
and the support of the poor and "to
no other purpose.” It makos the
capitation tax uniform, throughout
the State, thus restoring the principle
Iincorporated in the constiiution of
1776 as amended in 1K36. It con-
forms Lo the express declaration of
the people an  expressed in = the
amendment ratified November, 1900,
which provides that “every person
presenting himself for 'registration
shall and before he shall be
entitled to vote he shall have pald,
on or before the first day of May
of the vear in which he proposes to
vote, his poll tax for the previous
year as prescribed by Article V.,
Sectlon 1 of the constitution.” It in
a strange anomaly to say that, while
the right to vote Is restricted by the
payment of a poll tax which ‘“‘shall
never exceed two dollars,’” the voter
may be dlsfranchised for fallure to
pay a poll tax, the amount of which
fs left to the discretion of the Gen-
oral Assembly, thus the constitution,
guarantecing to every ¢itigen, other-
wise quahified the right to vote by
paying a poll tux of $2 and, by con-
struction, giving the General v An-
sembly the power to increase It o
any amount they may deem proper,

Whatever may have been the con-
struction prior to January 1, 1801,
wae find In this amendment which

theh beeame a part of, the constitu-
tion, by the vote of the people, a
construction which gives full force |
and effect to the provision that the)|
State and county capitation Iax/
comblned shall never excesd tw:fn
dullers as preseribed In Artlele V.
Qection 1 The Btate tax commis-
sion, In thelr report to the Governor
for 1902, use thiy Jangunge: “"We
recommend that the poll tax not
levied except as a State and county
that In no case shull the

he

tax. and

Lined, be greater than two doliare
a head, snd that all laws suthorizing
municipalities to levy taxes on polls|
fwe repealed.”” They call attention to
the constitutional provision in!
thelr report of 1804 they renew the
recommendation “That poll tax lev-
loed under Article V Bection 1-6 of
the constitution be not permitted to
rxcegd dollars on the head
This recommendation s made e
CLL LS the constitution YWmits It to
this s Seo Article V., Boctlon 1,
opinlon of Judge Hodman, appen-
dix tn 66 N. (" 6Z0. And experienee
demonstrated that this Isn  as

Hatde It  hay ’
ety 1o pay Thev attention
tey the faot thut 34,8850 out ol 1he
PTARLS palle likted for the year 18903
nt Thelr vory well |
comments sre worthy of
conslderation The nttention
h'lng culled to the
that It hns, In two
450, Lauwnx 1805, of
appication, and chaptar Yilh
1907, of general application, |
BENressd decinred s canviructiun
and repealed all laweg  which ocon-
fMlicted with =much  constitution  cers
talnly as 10 towns and citjes, If not
1o counties While not vanclusive,
ar binding upon us, thils construction
Is entitied ta much welght, and ae
uniformly h«ld by ua tne slatiftes
will not be declared void unless we
fully conwinced, after much care-
conslderation, that thoy nre
clearly In confiict with the cvonstitu-
tion They Indleate that the sub-
Jeer in exeiting the attention of the
Geoersl  Amsembly Wa  have ap-
proachied he consideration of L
with the ald of able exhaustive oral
arguments and well prepared hriefs,
As sald by many of the jJusticoes of
this court, it is fraught with JiMcql-
Ly No one felt this more strongly
ar gave it more anxious thoaght than

fwn
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Mr Justice Hodman, who In his last
cxpresslon In regard to certnin
phases of I, says: “On B0 dJdiMeult
ond novel a question It would be
unbecoming to be rash or dogmat-
le.” 66 N, C. Appendix.  He, as hin
associnten, was called upon te oon-
dider at a time, and wunder c¢ondl-

'The Btate had entered into a “new
| order,” with new forces controlling
her affaire. Many who wers ~-most
hopeful of the wisdom and syccess
of  the exepriment, soon became
doubtful and discouraged. Her dobt
was - increasing snd the expenses df
administering the government, both
Btate and county, werd |

while her resoprces and wealth

were disfranchised.
ansettled and  uncertaln.
by the ChiefJustice and J

de nE.  The majority of
'm the past, had t’w “her]
course and administered her sifafrs,

fixed, uniform, and applied to pub-

lle edueation. Judge Cooley says
that “capitation taxes are not a
common resor{y In modern times,

and only In & few cases could they
be just or politic.” 1 Taxation 28,
Without further discussing the sub-
ject, we are brought to the conciu-
sion that the act of 18056, chapter

840, 1= In accordance with the cor-
rect interpretation of the constitu-
tlon., That the last clause in Dection

1. Article V., “And the State and
county capitation tax combined shall
never exceed (wo dollars on  the
head,” I& Iimperative and’ prohibits
the levy of any tax upon the poll, for
any purpose, In excess of that sum,
That Section 2 applles the poll tax
to the purposes of education end the
support of the poor, and that this
language withdraws it from any oth-
er purpose. We are not inadvertent
to the fact that this conclusion, in
this last respect, & not In harmony
with what was sald in Board of Edu-
catlon ve. Hoard of Commissioners,
137 N, C. 210. As we have sald, In
that case the tax had been collected
and the .only “question was, which
of two contradictory provisions
should control I'nder the construc-
tion which we give Article V, the
question canpot again arise The
plaintiff raises the question that the
poll tax, directed to be levied for the
payment of the rallroad bonds, en-
ters into the contract and Its repeal
violales the obligation thereof. The
plaintIff has no such relutlon’ to the
bonds, so far as this record discloses,
as entitles it to ralse the Qquestion,
It has no contract rights to be af-
fected We declde that the commis-
sloners of Mecklenburg acted In ac-
rordance with the statute In falling
to levy more than two dollars on the
poll and that the statute I# a valid
rxercise of power by the Legislature,
This concluslon renders it unpaces-
pary to  discuse the much vexed
guestion, ns to what Is, or I= not, a
wpecial purpose within
of Section 6, Article V The plaintiff
ulieges that the defendant board of
commissioners have  levied 16 cents
on the $100 valuation of real and
personal property for the purpose
of paying the Interest on the bonda
referred to in the complaint, amount-
Ing to $200,000, That the tota]l valu-

atlon of real and personal property
In Mecklenburg county amounts to
$22.429,697. That the Jlevy of 15

cents yields B3323,044.63 whereas the

| amount necessary to pay the Intercst
sinking |
fund i# being created to pay the prin-|

Is only $18,000. That no
cipanl of sald bonde; that It Is  fn-
formed and belleves that the cxoess
over the Amount necessary to pay
anld Intersst 18 used by defendant
board of commissloners for the gen-
“ral county expenses. Defondopt ad-
mits that the total value of properts
I ns mlleged. That the other alie-
gations, In respect to this cnuss  of
action, are admitted ‘“for the pur-
pose of this action alone, For far-
ther defence they say that, at the
time the levy of 16 cents was mpde,
on the Arst day of June, 1907, tie
suld board of commissioners did pot
und could not know: thar the 10wl
valuation of the taxable property’ in
wild countly would reach the wsum
numed.  That when they mude the
levy they did not  expect that o
would yleld =0 large an amcunt, but
“expected and intendad, Lo apply any
vxcess to defraying the ordipary . ex-
penses of the county, as had the retos
fore been domne.”  That, as practleals
ly all of the other tax payers In the
county had pald thelr taxes, pursu-
ant to mald Jevy, It would be ine-
quitable to enjoln the t'ollm!ltml from

plaintiff of the amount dus, — It Is
not clalmed  that . the commissioners
exceaded any statutory lHmit in levy-

Ing 15 cents on the $100 valuation of
property o phy  sald erest,  hut
that they did not wisely exercise thelr
discretion. It seema that the inoreass
In the vilue of property in the county,
over that of 1906 was $2.781,000. The
court finds the facts, In regard to this
matter, as aboye set forth.
not be gald thai the levy was Invalid
g0 that the eourt oan, copsistently
with the discretion veated in the com-
miasioners, enjoin jta colleclon or un-
dertake 1o revise its action. It is not
clear that If, before the part,
or, as sald, “néarly all of the tam
payers” .‘ﬁ:
any other payer had
mandamus commanding -
sloners Wy revise their action
light of the Increased
property, the court .
granted: appr d
not coneur with the

&pplied for

the meaning|

pald it, the plaintiff or |
the commig- | |

| ments, should be kept separate,  The
Iel.nu will remain on the docket, for
| final judgment, when the plaintiff
may move for such orders.in this re-
gurd as they may be advised. The
order continuing the Injunction was
erroneous and must be
REVERSED.

A YEAR OF BUILDING.

Operations In 1907 in Principal Citles
of the Counntry.
New York Bun

The United States Geologlcal Sur-
vey reports that the total cost of the
bulldings ervcted In the forty-nine
principal cities of the United States
in 1007 wae $661,076,286. It 18 some-
what surprising to Jearn that, com-
pared with 1906, the deorease was
only $17,634,683, or 2.6 per cent. The
total, however, was. 2.56 per cent in
excdss of 1006 and 40.86 per cent
more than in 1004.

New York City. bullding operations
fell off $41,591,082 In value from
thelr total in 1906, or 26.84 per cent,
8t, Louls followed with a loss of
$8,045,524, or 36.87 per cent. and
Chicago Came next with a drop’ of
§5,616,245, or 8.68 per cent hila-
delphla, Boston and Bgooklyn - alfo
showed decreasss in §907, ' though

rooklyn nearly held its own, ths

ecrease being only $149,304, or .21
per cent.  Brooklym made a  better
showing than #d any other of ‘the
large. citles In whiech normal. condj-
tlons prevalled. In Balilmore, where
large galns in 1804 and 1905 were re~
sultant from the fire in 1904, there
was a decrease In 1907, but thes to-
tal for that year was nearly double
!";;‘ of 1908, which was but $3,827,-

In, S8an Franclaco
1907 over 1904

the Increase In
was $66,574,844, or

{nurly 182 per cent., owing to the
|ﬂre. The towal number of bullding
permits lssued In S8an Francisco In

1907 wiae 12,128, representing a cost
value of $91,502,240, against §45,268,-
678 In 1996, the year before the fire.
Cambridge, Mass., showed, next v
San Franciseo, the largest proportions
ate. gain, the erectidn of wseveral
large mercantile bulldings swelling
the total. Cleveland gained $2,018,-
433, or 22.47 per cent. over 1908,
Milwaukee reports an Increase of over
$1,000,000, due to the  increase [n
fireproof and fire-resisting bulllings
erected. Twenty-five of the forty-
nine principal citles had Increases.
In Atlanta, Buffalo, Detrolt, Grand

Rapids, Indlanspolls, Kansas City
(Kans), Los Angeles,. Minneapolls,
Newark, Providence, Rochester,

Herunton, Seattle, Syracuse and Wor-
| cester, &fteen cities in all, the cost
| af the wuodqn bulldings erected , ex-
v¢eded that of, the fre-resisting
Julldings.

PHlladelphla erected  the largest
number of brick or stone bulldings,
and with the exception of Readin
(where no wooden bulldings went upf

the ‘smallest number of wooden
| siructur®. The average cost was
$8.221 and §1,800, respéctively, In

New York the average cost of briek
or stone bulldings wis 549,653, No
wooden bulldings  were erected |p the
borough of Manhattan, those report-
ad being In the Bronx. In other cities
the average cost of orfck and stone
eractions was: Seattle, §60,009: Cam-
bridge, $46,000; Lowell, ‘$40.854; San
Frapelsco, $43,648; Brooklyn, $9,310,
and Chicago $6,161.

CONSERVATION OOMMISSIONS.
Creation '
of 2 3
the

iulueﬂm News. : ‘

\The delibérationa df the
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cessfully and economically by a single
national commiskion than by fifty
separate State commissions, the for-
mation of such - State commissions
will alsoc be highly advantageous.
Such bodies would have far greater
local influemos in bringing about nec-
essary State legislation than uny Fed-
eral commission. Co-operations be-
tween Blate and Federal commissions
could be easily arranged to avold
duplication of work and securs con-
centration of Influence.

The creation of such national and
State commisslons to ‘nvestigate and
advise as to the conservation of mat-
ural resources is the next forward
step to be sought, and it is to this
end that every citizen allve to the
dangers of our present wasteful and
rulnoua policy toward our natural
wealth should exert all his influence.

F—

COMEDY.

They parted, with clasps of hands
And kisses, and buming tears,

They met tn a foralgn land,
After some twenly years.

Met nr mcqualntances maeet,
Bmilingly, tranqull-eyed—

Not even the least little beat
Of the heart, upon either side.

They cehalted of this and that,
The nothings that make up life;

Bhe in a Gainsborough hat.
And he in black for his wife.

Ah, what a comedy thia!
Nelther was hurt, It appears;

Yet once she had leaned to his kiss,
And once he had known her tears!
 —THOMAS® BAILEY ALORICH.

Every Hour of the Day

English-McLarty Co., the rellable
Druggists of Charlotte, are having
calls for “HINDIPO,” the new Kld-
ney Cufe and Nerve Tonlc that they
are selllng under a positive guar-
antes,

Its merits are becoming the talk
of the town and averybody“wants to
try It and why not? It costs noth-
ing it it don't do you good-—not one
cent.

They don’t want your money if It
does not benefit -you, and will cheer-
fully refund the money. Try It to-
day. - 2

McGRAW-YARBROUGH (0.

« lncarlpout;ﬂ)
RICHMOND, NA.

" The Monroe Doctrine
Guarantees the integ-
‘rity of the nation.
s i %

g Tin
g‘ulg:gtees you the best
.roof you can buy.

Write for Prices.
Architects - Specify.

.;’*11.1,_11#!‘ Street.

THE HAPPIEST HEART.

Whao drives the horses of the sun
Ehall lord it but a day; )

Better the lowly deed were done,
And keptc the humble way.

The rust will find the sword of fame,
The dust will hide “he crown:

Ay, none shall nail so high his name
Time will not tear It down,

That happlest heart that ever beat
‘Was in' some quiet breast
That found the common daylight
left to Heaven the rest.

sweet
And
—John Vance Cheney.
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\ ORDERS FOR BEER

 Shipped by Express in Plain Packages Day Raulvn'u.

We Allow 3¢ Cents
' REMIT MONEY OR EXPRESS ORDER. |

RGINIA BREWING 0.,
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‘ore Fresh Goods.

Gold Medal Award, Jamestown Exposition, Far Purity.

Dos. 4 Dox. ¢ Dox. 10 Doz. 12 Doa

Worzburger Beer..$2.50 $4.60 $0.90 $11.50 $13.20
Purctine Malt Ex.. 3.50

SBB0 420 630 1050 13.00 -
400 'e.00 1130 13.20
. 250 400 690 1150 13.20

Doxess For Returned Bottles)
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