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TEE STATE’'S APPROVAL IS WORTH HAV-
ING, BUT—

Our contemporary The State.
of Cclumbia 1s determined to
carry out its policy of trying to
make the future juries render
verdicts according to the State
instead of according to law and
avidence, and while we are not

. prejudiced against & government

by newspapers in the sense that
the expression is used by a cer-
tain high offici«] of this State,
yvet we would regard it as exceed-
ingly unfortunate if the newspa-
pers had the power to run the
government, control verdicts,
and have the life and liberty of
the citizens entrusted to their
keeping.

Ever since the now notorious

Farpum verdict, our Columbia|pa

contemporary has beeg in labor,
and has been trying to give dirth
to0 a code of morais which must
be accepted by the cthier newspa-
pers or suffer the serious couse-
auences of the Zlate’s lectures.
and is a great temptation to 2void
It is
evident that a majority of them
rather than oecome envelcped in
a cloud of the State’s displeasure,
trail in behind that great daily,
and bask in the sunshire of its
approval. We tco would like to
have that paper’s approval, and
occassionally we manage to get
i%. but it frequently bappens that
our sight does not lead us in. the
same direction. and the result is,
we see things and view matters
differently. Because of this con-
dition however, we do not lose
our temper and indulge in spite-
fu! 1auendoes, creating false im-
pressions of Jhe motives prompt
ing our counfemporary, no, we
prefer to belicve its contrary or
opposite views is the result
of ignorance, that it needs educa-
ting mentally as well as other-
wise, then when that has been
done, there is hope ““The State”
will realize, it -has not now and
neyver has had a monoply of the
brains and virtoe.

The “State” lays much stress
on the testimony of Wylie, Samn-
uels gnd Gage, the first two are
confessed partners in crime, and
so far as we are concerned the
only testimoay worth coasidering
was that of Gage. whose conduct

. was not becoming, but we believe

~ he told the truth, and conceding

i, cccupying a confidental rela-
tion; be assumed the role of
a detective and while thus spying
be gave to Samuels a marked biil
in payment of 2 draft signed by
Farpum. and subsequently Wylie
deposited with Gage the bill that
he had marked. What does that
prove? It proves that Samuels

t a Farnum draft cashed in
a.g:’s bank, and later Wylie de-
posited the bill that Gage had
marked, which is at most, a cir-
cumstance pointing that Samuels
gave Wylie the marked bill. But
there wasabsolutely no testimony
showing that Farnum gave that
draft to his employee Samuels to
bribe Wylie, and the jury was

_trying the case by the law and
the evidence as they heard it;
~from the bench and stand, and

were not there to guness, or sup-
pose tat Farnum gave that draft
to his man Samuels to bribe Mr.
Wrylie; they had, as well as we
remember the testimony. as much
right to reach the conclusion that
this draft was for money to meet
the demands of Mr. Wylie as a
rebate for goods parchased from
Farnom, which the Judge charg-
ed was not a violation of law, and
the evidenceshowed that Farnom
could not have sold to the board.
the trusted officials of the State,
bad he refused to comply with
their demands—the giving of re-
bates. - Therefore according to
our view the testimony of the
men who acknowledge they have
wronged the State is really not
corroborated, only so far as it

. was proved there was a draft

given, and circumstances poiat
to a certain bill returning for de-
posit, but the only connection
proven, that Farnum had with

. the draft was his name signed to

it. no proof that the draft was
not 2. loan, or a rebate on the pur-
chase price of the good sold, a
bet paid, or what not. All that
was proven was that Samuels
had zashed a Farnum dratt, and
Wrylie subsequently deposited
some of the money paid to Sam-
gels On such evidence z jury
could not convict and comply
with the:r oaths. a

The State seems to think. be-
cause the defense did not put up
testimony in its own bebalf, and
because there was not a word in
contradiction of the prosecuntion’s
testimony, it was sufiicient to sat-
isfy the jury the defendant was
guilty. Such reasoning will not
do in this enlightened country,
where it is the constitutional
right of every man to require the
State to prove its case beyond
a reasonable doubt, and he is not
required tc open his mouth in his
own cdefense: it is to be supposed
that where the accused does not

go on the stand to testify in his,

own behalf, it is because he has

!found no evidence the prosecu-
{tion has produced that a jury of}
{his Peers will convict upon:|
‘therefore there ix no just reason, |

|because the defendant did not|
Javail himself of the privilege to|
lgo on the stand. to count i!‘.l
lagainst him. and sav e is cnilty. |
| We are not so sure ‘‘that noj
fone has suggested that Wylie|

damagine evidence azainst Far-!
= -‘ -y I\ Y |
puin.” Surely The State would|

sel for the defence that he lied|
when not under oath. We wmay |
differ frequently with out con-|
temporary in many things, but|
lwe have never doubted its hones- |
{ty, and we would not belicve that |

it would stand sponsor for a|
man who sells himself to!
give testimony. even th of
price being lmmunity from |

presecution, and this is just|
what Wylie did, and the corro-|
borative evidence he furnishes is!
another bought witness. Tie
State cannot stand defender of
such men, and the testimony of
Mr. Gage we contend. does not
{convince the public that Farnum
ga. ¢ his draft to bribe an officer
of the State.

The Columbia State fails *‘to
junderstand how any law respect-
ling person can question the
compieteness of the proofs offer-
ed the State.” Iis editor should
crawl out of his shell of preju-
dice. go among the masses, rub;
up against the unprejudiced. and |
perhaps he will discover that the
weight of sentiment will be in
line with the position this .ews-|
per has taken. Not however
as a defender of Mr. Farnum, as
The State would have it appear
by reproducing parts of THE
TIMES editorials, but from con-
clusions reached after reading
the stenographic reports of the
testimony as published in The
State.

We did not give our readers
the benedt of all the evidence
acainst Farnum, because of inab-
ility to do so, but we deny that
we have orareshielding Farnum,
and answering the Siate’s ques-
tion, *‘Did THE T:MES wish the
evidence against Farnum to con-
viace the jury?” We answer, that
with the evidence presented that
jury. were we on it, we would
not have counsented to a verdict
of guilty, because, notwitastand-
ing the State's view to the con-
trary, there was no evidence to
copviet Mr. Farnum of crime.
Now if the State’s question had
read ‘““would ~¥e have Mr. Farnum
convicted,” we should say, most
agsaredly yes, if the testimony,
beyond 2 reasonable doubt, jus-
tified such a verdict. Whenever
acy map whether it be Mr. Far-
num or the editor of The State is
charged with crime, and is haled
before the court be is to be tried
by the law, and he is entitled to
all the protection the fundament-
al law of the land gives him.
were this not true, life, Iiberty
and property, would not be safe
from the prejudices aud whims
of partizan newspapers, and in-
stead of the courts being pure,
and free from bas, they would
soon become like clay iu the pot-
ter’s @and to be for or against, as
the newspapers may will to mould
the sentiment.

Juries sometimes make mis-
takes, but not any oftener than
ao the newspapers, and it is bet-
ter for a jury to err in acquitting
at accused, than to yield to pop-
ular wrath that has been made,
and fanned into flame Dy a parti-
zan press, and corvict wrongful-
1r.1Why, Tha State is right now
making a strong effort to build a
sentiment against those yet to
be tried on the graft charges: it
is so intense in its prejudice that
we believe it will destroy all
chance of getting a conviction at
all, matters not what the evi
dence, and well may the State
of South Carolina cry out.
*God save us from our friends.”

*THE ETHICS OF BANKING.”

It seams to be the habit of tke
Columbia newspapers when crit-
icising the editorial untterances
oi another newspaper to give its
readers only a part of what the
paper being criticised by them
said, thus frequently misleading
their own readers, and doing the
criticised paper an injustice. In
its issue of the 5th, The Daily
Record of Columbia, makes the
following comment, but it did
not give to its readers the whole
of the editorial in TE= TIMES:

**An editorial articie, recenily re-
printed iz full, THE MAXNING TIMES
says:

e supposition is that businessinz
bask is a confdential relation, and
when coe of the officers voluntarily as-
sumes the.role of detective and ex-
poses the bhank’s trapsactions with its
patrocs, that officer is pol fit to have
the confidecce of busizess men.”

Tse TiMES here holds up w young
bank employees a standard of bankiog
ethics that will hardly bear azalysis.
It is dangerous and full of potentailities
for mischief.

“*Suppose circumstances that come 10
his knowledge in the course of business
lead a back official to suspect that his
bank is beine used by a customer 10
forward certain highly criminal opera-
tions. And suppose, further, that the
ofEcial in question should quietly take
steps to ascertain whether his suspic-
ions were justiied, and meantime keep
these suspicions absolutely to himself.
Suppose then, developments from his
investigation should seem to confirm
his suspicions. Would THe Tines
maintaia that the official was doing his
duty to his employers and his com-|
raunity if he failed w0 icform the presi-|
dent of his beok of the situatios, or
failed to tell the truth when swora?

By what course of reasoning does
THE TiMES reach iis implied conclu-
sion that a bank official should extead
to plainly criminal operaticos that
sucred confidence in which he is bound
to hold all legitimate transactions that

perjured himself in order to give |,

a

1o safeguard the iotegrity ac
the rood name of bank? ¢
owe nothing to the publie? Isa crimi-|
nal to be shilelded and protected, even |
every coovenicoee for his|
Jdoing. by = bank’s officials, |
merely becuuse he happens to be a de-|
positor of thal bank? i

It is a strange gospel THE TIMES |
brings 0 young men starting their
business careers as bank clerks. THE
Traes would not find its ideas popular, |
it is to be hoped,amonyg the wembers of |
b Cuarolina Banker's 1

;ro:ec‘r.l
Does he

- a -
tegzit
[

wr

Associa- |

the Sout
tion.”

The suppositions, The Record |

then we say whenever a bank |
official has reasons to believe!
that a patron of his bank is do-|
ing o dishonest business, and he
does not propose to have his;
bank converted into ‘a fence”!
to receive ill-gotten gains. the|
moment he makes the discovery. |
he should tell the patror: of his|
suspicions, and require him 16|
withdraw his business from the!
bank. It not will do for the bank
ofiicial to continue, and perhaps|
solicit the business of a dishon-|
est man. and then when occasion |
arises. as we understand arose |
in the Chester bank— the cashier, |
whose suspicions were aroused, !
continued business with the sus-|
pected parties, and said nothing |
until the president of his bank)
became an opponent of one of |
the suspected criminals for the|
office of mayor of the city of;
Chester; it was not untii then did
this cashier make known the
transaction and gratifyinganidle
curiosity, and then only, todrive
votes away {rom the man whoj
was oppesing his employer.

We do not pr>tend to say that
a bank should be a screen for
criminal operations. but we do
say that the relations between
patron znd bank are strictly
contidential and. that when an
officer of a bank plays the role
of detective and becomes a
“spotter” on one whose business,
and patronage he is receiving
and continues to receive. he is
not carrying out in good faith
that contidence the patron has
a right to expect, and which is
promised by every bank.

Tiere are times when 2 bank
official must expose the transac-
tions of his bank, but that is
whea a court of competent ju. s-
diction issues the proper author-
ity for kim to come into court
and testify from the bank's re
cords, of course, in that case he
must tell the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing bus the truth,
but we contend, that until then,
he has no right to tell anybody
of what is done in that bank, and
when he does, it is a breach of
contidence.

The Record says. and we agree
with it, *It is admittedly im-
moral for any citizen to shield
by his silence those whom he
discovers to be criminals.” Yes,
and if the cashier of the Chester
bank upon his discovery of
crime among a couple of the
bank’s patrons, had at once re:
quired those patrons to with-
draw their funds because of the
discovery, in our opinion, he
would fare better in general esti-
mation, but “‘one cannot keep
his cake and eat it too.” Wken
he accepted the deposits of these
men, especially after his suspic-
ions were aroused. he couid bo
longer claim the right to expose
them on the ground that their
operations were ulawful. No,
a criminal is not to be shielded
and protected, nor even afforded
a convenience for his wrong-do

I plete report of the trial.
Ipro-fen that Samuels cashed a

testify that he paid a certain
marked bill cut to Samuels, and
that same bill was deposited by
Wylie, that's alright. It is not
what Mr. Gage testified on the
stand that we object to, it is the
manuer of the transaction being
made known, which we regard
an act of bad faith on the part
of a bank official receiving a
trust. making for his bank what
the deposit profits, and then with-
out being required by lawful

not vouch for the trath of Wylie's|indulges in, will not do in argu- |authority to do so, violate the
testimony, who admitted to coun- | ment, but granting tnat it does. | trust reposed.

——— s v

AND NOW FUR THE LAW.

Under the caption ‘‘speak a
rord for the law, please’” The
State would have THE TIMES to
answer the question **When, for
example, did even one self-con-
fessed *‘liar’” testify?”’ Unfortu-
nately we do not keep 2 newspa-
per after we have finished read-
ing it, but it is our recollection
that we read in the Columbia
State which professes to give a
full and complete report of the
trials, where the prosecution’s
star witness, Mr. Wylie, in ans-
wer to a question from counsel
for the defense, admitted that he
lied, and undertook to excuse
himself by sayving, that when he
told the lie he was not sworn.

Now, as to the other question,

*And what about the Farnum .

draft for $1,12527 Well, if there
was any testimony which proved
that the draf$ was given as 2
bribe, we have been unable to
find it in the State’s full and com-
[t was

draft signed by Farnum, or rath-
er purporting to have been sign-
ed by Farnum, but that did not
prove Farnum signed the draft,
nor did it prove, if he did sign it,
it was in payment of a bribe. Oh,
*‘The State’’ will probably say,
that Wylie says, it was given to
him as a bribe. But Wylie was
promised immunity from prose-
cuticn, if he would give testi-
mony, and being a shrewd man,
who loves the dollar more than
his soul, would rather say, this
money was given to him as a
bribe, because he was promised
his freedom, rather than to say,
the draft was for a rebate, for if
it was a rebute and he put the
rebate in his pocket, it would
have been a confession that he
robbed the State, and while he
would have been relieved of a
jail sentence, he would not have
been relieved of being forced by a
civil actioz from disgorging this
rebate to the State. Wylie was
shrewd enough to know that
there is a difference between a
rebate and a bribe. A rebate, ac-
cording to the law as given to
the jury from the bench, a seiler
had a right to give, an officer had
a right to accept, but if tiie offi-
cer failed to turn that rebate re-
ceived into the treasury, he would
be guilty of crime, but the
man who gave the rebate,
would have committed no
offense, not only would the
officer be guilty of crime, but the
State could recover if he has any
property torecoveroutof. There-
fore it is easy to understand why
Wylie would prefer the ignomy
ofacknowledging himself a bribe-
taker, than to confess his ill-got-
ten money belongs to the State,
and subject to be forced from
him. :

We have tried to comply with
the Siate’s request to ‘‘speak a
word for the law’ as it applies

=
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subscribers, nor daily purchas-
ers, then they should be borrow-
ers, so that they might know
who is who, and what is demand-
ed of them by the exacting editor
of that always fair and unpreju-
diced (*) newspaper.

It is settled that Cook did oot
get to the North Pole. “I—took
—a~shoo,”” and ““Ah—pe
say so, and who is it to dispute
either I—took—shoo, or his fel-

—lah™,

DANGER IN DELAY,

' Kidney Diseases Are Too Dangerous
|
| for Manning People to Neglect.

l The oreat daurer of kidoey troubles

is
suilerer recognizes them. Health is|
eradually underminded. DBuacicache.

} headache, nervousness, lameress, sore-
ness, lumbago. urinary troubles, dropsy
| dinbetas and Bright's disease foliow io

that they get 2 irm hold before the

|STATE OF SOUTH GAROLINA, |STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

Coaniy of Glarendon.
EI}' COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.
i Bank of Clar

Glarendon Gounty.

COURT OF COMMOXN PLEAS.
The Citizen's Baok of Timmonsvilie,

endon, Plainti
apainst

| Darkie Ham. Lillie Johnson, Lala| Plaintifl.
Pheip.}. D?:;Iu T;}'lor. Sarah Sey- agsiost
more, Joe Ham, Esther Wise, |F! < a e =
HemcTe, Addie Ham, Fve Ham. Jehia Smith and Lafla L. Smish, Deten-

and J. A. Weinberz, Defendants.
Deeree.

UNDER AND BY VIRTUE OF A
Judzment Order of the Court of Com-
mon Pleas, in the above stated ae-

Decree.
UNDER AND BY VIRTUE COF A
Decretal Order of the Court of Common
Pleas for Clareadon County, dated the

to the issue. It is true that our
contemporary did not single out
‘“‘none as accomplices,” but it re-
ferred to those newspapers that
were not echoing the views given

ing, by a bank’sofficials, because
be happens to be a depositor.
But when it becomes known or
suspected that the bank is being

low eskimo? ‘5‘;"‘; long as t!‘e cpn- { merciless succession. Don’t neglect
troversy lasts Dv. Cook will give ! your kidoeys. Care the kidoeys with
to the public a lot of hot air that the cerwin aad safe remedy, s
he brovght home with him from | Kidney Pills. which has

he £ g t so much rizht here :n‘tha.-_lf)ca..h): :
the irozen regions, 2 | Silas Bounds, 15 W. Pine St.. Flor-

>
cured people |

tion. 10 we directed, bearing date orl
October Znd. 1909, 1 will sell at pub-
| licaucrion, to the highest bidder, for

{eash, at Clarenden Court House, at
Munning, in said county, within the
| lezal honrs for judicini sales, on Mon-

20d duy of October, 1908, J will sell wo
the hivkest bidder for cash, oo Mogdasy,
the lst day of November, A. D., 1908,
the same being salesday, in front of the
Court House at Magziog, insaid Coun-
ty, within lezs] hours of sale, the fol-
lowing real estate:

cowe to his kpowledge in the course of |
duty? It is admittedly immoral for|
any citizen two shield by his silence]

| those whom he discovers to be crimi-|
‘nals. Does the citizen become uny the |
|less a citizen when he happens to take|
lemplovmest in a bank? In oo 3
| has it been held at any time thal by
| ing relations are privileged like
jof priest and parishioner or lawrer una |
iclien:., Is it mo part of

h0se |

| paign.

used by criminals, then is thke
time for an honest bank to rid
itself of the businessof the crimi-
nals, not wait for a municipal
election. There is ample pro-
tection in the law for the public,
without a man supposedly occu-,
pringz a confidential business re-
lation becoming a spy on the
movements of those confiding
their truss in that bank.

When the law, in the interest
of justice, wants information
from a bank there is a2 proper
way to get it, and that is urnder-
stood by the patron when he
opens an account, hence when!
an official gives up information|
on the mandate of a court, the
officer giving the]; information
has not violated a confidence with
his patron, because the conti-
dence is so rece:ved. We there-
fore insist that no bank official
has any right in moralsor in law
to expose the relations existing
between bank and patron with-
oat the patron’s consent, uuless
required to do so by a competent
authority, and we further con-
tend that when a bank receives
deposits of a patron that it
suspects is doing a business
which is criminal, ithasaccepted
such a trust that 1t has no right
to violate, and if it does violate
that trust, it is 20 longer to be
trusted by others. on the princi-
pal that if a man proves himseif
unworthy of trust in cone case,
he is no longer to be trusted n
any case. -Falsein one, false
in many.” :

Our contemporary regards our|
views “strange gospel.” but it/
would be surprising if we all|
viewed matters alike. Thej
“oospel” is not strange or new:
we believe it is the common be- |
lief that this relation is strictly,
contidential, and in a well regu-|
lated bank, a cashier exposing!
the business of the institution|
voluntarily. would lose his job.!
more especially -would his ser-|
vices be dispensed with if he
made that exposure to wain some |
advantage over a man he was

opposing in a municipal cam-

Now when the cashier:
of the Chester bank was on the!
stand he could do nothing clse

ithan tell the truth, and while we

do not see where his testimony
proved-that the accused bribed |

a banker's cury My, Wrlie. yet Mr. Gage bad to i
L}

out by the State, aud as this
newspaper was one of the four
or five, we had a right to assume
that we were included in the
number, and willing to put
ourself in the attitude of the **hit
dog.”” THE TIMES is not zood at
guessing conundrums, and must
confess it does not understand
what the State means by the sug-
gestion that “‘the State of South
Carolina, as represented by the
prosecution, may hold views up-
on this point. THE TIMES might
et them-for personal use.” **In-
asmuch as THE TIMES is not in
the confidence of those who rep-
resent the prosecution, the mys-
tifving words are lost upoa us.

Further, we have information
that not only are the views as
expressed in THE TiMES the
views of thousands of citizens of
South Carolina, but they are the
views of a large portion of the
citizens of the city of Columbia,
for we are reliably informed that
the sentiment in the-city is large-
lv divided as to the conclusion ¢f
the jury which had the verdict to
render.

We clip this amusing little par-
agraph to show the ‘‘ugly hu-
mor’’ of our contemporary, that
is always so fair, and reports the
proceedings of a trial the whole
country is deeply interested in,
full, complete and without fear,
favor or prejedice the entire
proceedings, even mentioning all
of the questions and answeis, by
whom the guestions are asked,
and by whom answered, yes our
contemporary is absolutely fair(?)

Speakiny of the Farnumn jurors, Edi-
wr Appeit asserts: “They are daily
readers of The State.”” We emphati-
cally deny the charge and repel with
indignation the covert iosiouation
Thére are only six or seven daily read-
ers of The State, including Senator Ap-
pelt, who thiok just like that thought-
less twelve.

The indignant denial, and
scornful repudiation of sev-

eral of the citizens of Richland
county who as “‘c¢ood and lawful
men’’ were members of the Far-

inum jury, is indeed a revelation

to us, because we cannot con-
ceive, how any citizen of Rich-
land can possibly do without
reading The State, and of course,
while we did assert the members
of that jury were readers of The
State, the mistake was a natural

one, and if they are not r&gul&ri

per blast.

——— e -

We shall have to ask Colum-

from its fake Newberry corres-
pondent, we have troubies of our
own and do notcare to be burden-
ed with any more. However, the
‘Newberry man is evidently a
istudent of our contemporary,
! which accounts for his failure to
tspell correctly, but all the same

zeneral sentiment is.

A ———

The citizens of Chester have
demanded the resignation of their
Mayor Henry Samaels, who has
recently broke into notoriety by
becoming an immuned witness
for the State in the graft cases.
The testimeny given by Samuels
wassuflicient, if he hadany shame
jleft, to have caused him not ornly
| to resign the mayoralty of Chas-
ter, but to go somewhere and
hang himself. He gave to the
world a sworn statement which
forever damns him in the estima-
{ tion of decent pepple.

. ——

a—-—

TrE Tives editor is honoied
with an invitation to lunch with
President Taft on the occasion of
his visit to Columbia Saturday,
November 6th, but accompanying
ithe invitation is a letter from
{the chairman of the invitation
| committee which saysif the Eci-
tor accepts the invitation he is
requested to accompany his ac-
ceptance with a check for $I10.
My, how groceries have ad-
vanced. It is extremely doubtful
if the invitation can be accepted,
as a ten dollar bill is a scarce
article with him just at this time.
However, he appreciates the
kind rememberance, and will
drink a silent toast to the dis-
: tinguished visitor, at home.

SE———————

Deafaess Cazaot be Cored
by localappiications, as they cannot reach ©
disezsed portion of the ear. There isorly o
war to cure deafness, and that is by t
sional remedies. Deafoess is caused
famred condition of the mucous linia

o vou haves rumbiing sougd or imperfect bes
inye =t when itis entirely closed deafness
the result. and unless the infammation can s
taken ot and this tube restored to
condition hearing will be destroyed {c
st out uf ten are caused by catarrh.
nothins hut an indamed coadition of
ouN SUTTI0CS.

W will sive One Huodred Dollurs 1
case of Deafness (catsed by eatarrh) t
nol be cured by Hall’s Catarrh Cure. Send £
<lirculars, {rev.
¥. J. CHENEY & CO., Telcdo, O.
Sol ; drusnsists, T
Hall's Fomily-Pills are the best.

which
the mu

_Ehe has a clear idea of what 1;heI

Fustachian Tube. When this tube pels intiam-

rmal

Cud
s eV

| ence, 3. C., says: "Doun’s Kidney Pills

| rave me great relief and I do not hesi- |

| tate vo give them my endorsement The
kidoeys secretions were highly colored,

ia’s ing daily to excuse us | ofe sited 2 dark sediment ! i : .
bia’s morning daily to excuse usoften deosited a dark sedimen z'['ﬂd'kmd iving, beingand sitaate in Clar-

n

were oo frequent and painful io pass-
| aze. My back acned pearly all the time
! and had sharp, shootiog twinges
i through my hips. [ fieally read zbout
! Doan's Kidoey P’ills and begzan taking
them acecordiner to directions. They liv-

my kidaeys to their pormal cozdition [
am more thao pleased with the results
1 obtained from Doan’s Kidoey Pills.”

For sale by ail dealers. P’rice 50 cents.
Fuster-Milbura Co., Butfalo, New York,
sole agents for the United States.

Remember the name—Doan’s—and
take no other.

County of Clarenden,
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.

T. W. Lee and I D. Lee as kxecutors
and T-ustees under the Will of Mrs.
S. A Lee for MissSarah Howell Lee,
Plaintiffs

agsinst

Martha V. Beard, William D. Beard,
Forrest L. Beard and S. D. Powell,
Administrator of the Estate of J. E.
Beard, Defendants.

Decree.

UNDER AND BY VIRTCE OF A
Judgment Order of the Courtof Com-
mon Pleas, in the above stated ac-
tion, to me directed, bearing date of
Jupe 12, 1909, I will sell at pablic
agetion. to the highest bidder for
s eash, »t Ciarendon Court House, at

Mannines. in =aid county, within the |

! legal hours for jndicial sales, on Mon-
iday. the Ist day of November, 1900

being salesday, the following de-
' seribed reai estate:

All that tenet of Jand on whien JL .
Heard resided. containing {orty-seven
and ope-hall acres, si
don county, in said State, oo the North

| side of Pudding Swamp, and bouaded
{ou the North by land of J. E. Beard,
from which it s separated by the Pub-
tie [loxd: Eust by laad of the eswute of
Julia Beard: South by land of Fleming
tand of Dennis, and West by land of R.
| W Coker. formerly of \. F. Beanl:
being the same rract conveyed to J. K.
' Beard bv Hester Mims, by deed re-
| corded inottce of C. C.C. P for said
{county. in Book H. H., at page 4=,
ALS0,
That trzet of land containing
acres, in said county aad State, bound-
| ed on the North by land of J. H, Gib-
|#hns, formerly nf Beard: South by lands
V. Coker. apd of H. P, Gihbons:
Fast by land of Esu ¢ Julic 1
and West by lund of IS
PWelehs beine the tract of
|10 J. . Beard by Sarall
| deed recorded foosald o
Ne
| Purchaser to pay for papers.

E. B. GAMBLE,

forty

.

Py

fee, in Boox

Y pare 4ho.

Sherifl Clarendon County.

ed up to representations, soon swpping
the backaches aod paies and reswring |

|STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

te in Claren- |

Ldinson, by

!day, the 1st da, of Movember, 1509,| Al the right, title and ioterest of the

said Jehd Smith io and to that piece,
parcel or tract of land lyiag. being aad
situate in the County of Clarendon and
State aforesaid, coniaining one bundred
aad tweaty five (I25) acres, more or
less, aod bousded aad butting as fel-
lows, to wit: North by laads of W. J.
Buddio and Eliza Coker; East by laods
of J. E. Beard, R. W Coker and Joe
Wheeler: Soutn by E. Gamble and Pud-
ding Swamp: and laonds of A. C. Hud-
s0n. The interest tke said Jehu Smith
beipr an undivided ope-third of same.
Purchaser w pay for papers.
E. B. GAMBLE,
Sherif Clareadon County.

FOLEYSHONEY:=TAR

for children; safe, sure. No oplates

| being salesday, the following deserib-
‘ed real estate:
| All that piece, parcel or tract ol

{endon County. State aforssaid, con-'
: tuining eleven (11} acres and bounded |
{as follows: North by lands wow or
{formerly of Mrs. F. A. Logan: East
iand South-east by lands now or for-
‘merly of the estate of M. Levi, and
on the South and West by lands now
|or formeriy of the estate of T. J.
{ Cole. For a more particular descrip-
tion of said eleven aeres reference
mayv be had to & plat of the sene re-
|corded in the office of Clerk of Conrt
| for said County, in Book B, I, pages
1205 and 206,

. Purchaser to pay for papers.

[ = B. GAMELE,

| Sheriff of Clarendon County.

i

To Qur Friends and Customers :

1, THE MAXNNING OIL MILL has been recently bought
{from the South Atantic Oil Co., and at the beginning of our
‘career under the @ esent ownership we extend our thanks to all
Eof our friends for their support and patronage.

| We have tried i the past to deserve your support by being
|absolutely fair and honest with all of our customers, and we ask

lfor a continuance of vour support for the following additional

!rrea.souﬁ:
! CIRST - Ours is a2 local company—not a dollar of its
Istock is owned cutside of South Carolina.
SECOND: We pay arcnually to the Town and County
| Mreasurers over 3600 taxes which helps that much towards pay-
:in_-_: the expenses of our locai government.
| THIRD: It costs us about $30,000 per year to manufacture
'the seed we purchase, and of this amount, $20,000 is spent right
here at Manning. In other words, when you sell us a ton of seed
(66 2.3 bushels) you get market price for the seed and the com-
munity gets $4 of the amount 1t costs to manufsciure ther. When
vou sell a ton of seed to the other fellow, you get the ma ket price
for the secd. and SOME OTHER COMMUNITY gets the benefit
of th:e money paid out to manufacture them.

Ve could mention a number of other reasous, but we think
the above is sufficient to convince you that it pays to patronize

home indusiries.
i

Yours very iroly,

Manning 0il Mill,

C. R. SPROTT. President and Treasurer

"



