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OAMPAIGN TELLS PURPOBES
TO WHICH MILLIONS GIVEN.

EVERY CAUSE IS BENEFITED

Christlan Education, Hespitals,
s Orphanages and Ministerial
= Rellef Share in Receipts.
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X 76 Milllon Campaign,

Or; L. R. Bearborough, who was
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' ‘work amoug the foreigners, In-
§ 18 and negroes, mountdln mission
s schools, enlistment, and gemeral nris-
ﬂ“'hﬂtﬂm:‘h
appropriations Q"m ve

been practically doubled, those to
church building increased betwoen

- 600 and 600 per cent, those to the
mountain schools, forty in number,

100 per cemt, and those to the work

\ of enllsting undeveloped ‘churches,
"‘B; ﬂ.-'m siate missions,
g -&w-dzmum
i the bullding of houses of worship,

1 possible by the

= cainpilyh’ ranges from 35 %0 100 per
ownt in the eighteen states of the oon-
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GENERAL DIRECTOR nmu.lon 2

Stats, Home and Forelgn Illulo-s
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For Two Weeks -
Hon. E. H. Cranmer, .lndge-l’renhi

D. R. McGlohon, Clerk Snperior Court

r—=FIRST WEEK—
_ Tuesday, April 19, 1821
65 Eddie O. Peoples vs. Helen C. Peoples
88 Mollie Cobb vs. Lounis Cobb
117 Annie Carpenter vs, Thomas Carpenter
146 L. M. Morris ve Annie Morris
148 Sim Rountree v8 Annie Rountree

Wednesday, April 20, 1921
6 J. H. Mitehell vs J. R. Garrett
7J.W. Godwin vs J. D. Gardner .
§ C. H. Euré vs Southern Express Co.
36 Jordan & Parker vs C. F. Griffin

125 T. W. Wood & Son vs J. S. Lawrence

156 J. E. Blades vs The King Overall Co.
ﬂm:- April 21; is21

9E.O.Hinesvs A. J. Peu'eelw P. Shaw, Jr.
10 J. N. Bmwnvs&mrﬁewincﬂuhineco.
89 J. C. Newsome vs Planters Mfg, Co.

41 E. B. Bizell vs H. B. Jenkins
155 J. D. Sessoms vs J. F. Hart

. Friday, Apsil 22, 1921
13 Pleasant Riddick vs Alice Riddick et als
16 J. F. Miller vs U. L. Holloman =
22 Isaac Newsome vs Rogers & Williams
88 Herring & Beale va H.C: Brett

654 Viola Vaughan vs H. C. Bnﬁ

Saturday, Aorlln,lm

51W K.Powellﬁ.!ot..‘l Parker

“62 C. E. Davis vs Jack Flood

90 W. B Gillam vs Mrs. Rena Holloman

97 In Re: Condemnation otpropo:tyut!.l.

' Baker R ,
~SECOND WEEK—
Monday, April 25,1021

114 Mike Earley et als vs John Hays & Wife

12 J. T, Bolton et als va J. T. Baggett ot als

24 Wm. Conwell Co.-vs J. 8. anmJ.P.

Trant et als
72AnnioDmthtrynhmeszhlry

.96 A. J. Dilday vs A. C. L. Railroad Co.

109 John T. Sessoms vs A. C. L. Railroad Co.

112 Bellamy & Rives vs A. C. L. Railvoad Co.

Tuesday, April 26, 1921 _
18 Va. Car. Peanut Co. vs W. R. & S.-Barvett
43 A, W. Holloman vs C. B. Godwin .
61 Herbert Jehkins vs Paul H. Parker
88 Norman Herring et als vs J. D. Earley
10’? Hertford C. Farmers U.” W. Co. 'll-..'ﬂ.
; Mitchell

121 Smith Courtney Co. vs Board Road Supervi-

sors, Murfreesboro Township

Wednesday, April 27, 1921 -

47 Jordan & Parker vs H.J. Vamn

48 Oxweld Acetylene Co. va 8. Hare

57 J. H. Downs vs W. D. Downs

101 B. 8. Winbrow vs W. & P. mmdbo. '
132 Roy D. Hall vs Nancy Pugh, admr'x.

Thursday, April 28, 1921
78 !Iolwd & Stokes vs J. W. Godwin
791Jravl?laetwoodvl Hl Joyher & B. G-

V.

gty e

Friday, A.-uuun

140 Jenkins & Willotighby va =3
.1u Feldman Bamh House %Wuﬂw
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amolaﬁonm ablmmhmhlook tlu'ouch
MMM@M'M&’M wish to buy or not

~——AGENTS FOR—-

mﬁr Ladies Tailoring Compa

Prh-nﬂwmtholm )

—“ewmmthWn‘uﬂﬂelu of
clothing. Wéll make your old garments look like new anes.

We Clean and Dye Everything:

—Wﬂ-fﬂmmuﬂmm&mm
au-untmmcwm:umum.mm“




