
D A ILY  REFLECTOR.
O . J . W « I C H A .F lO . H c llto r .

S u b scr ip  o.\ 2 5 c eq ts  per A\or\th-

Entered ?i8 second-clas.' mail matter.

W hatever may be said about 
the prospect of this bill or that 
one passing at the present session 
of the Liegislature, we think we 
are safe in saying that Mr. Moody 
of Haywood, has offered one 
resolution which neither the  “Big 
F ive” nor Boss Butler with his 
wh’p aided by his heDchmao, S. 
Otho, can unite the fusionists upon 
and make them pass. If any one 
of them votes for it he will do so 
because, he has: ho idea of its 
passing. The resolution is in the 
followinsr words ;

“Eesolyed* T hat for the r e ­
mainder of this session of the 
General Asaeuiblv the / members 
and officers thereof draw no sal­
a r ie s  tha t they pay 'the ir  own 
board, and do their own washing, 
and work fifteen hours a day.”

D uring the same^ day a “reforn - 
©r” member offered a bill to r e ­
duce all salaries of all officers in 

-the State 30  per cent N o  v i! 
they are so much in fayor of re­
ducing o^her peoples salaries, let 
them first start with the ir  own 
and vote for Mr. Moody’s resolu­
tion.

C alender F or M arch T erm , 1 8 9 5 .

MONDAY 4 t h .
. 23. Oscar H ooker vs. L.-C. L a­

tham et als.
26. A. Jones vs. Oscar Hooker. * 
33. Arther Dupree vs. W. G. 

Webb
Polly R. Cory-vs. Thos. E. 

<"ory
37. Aaron Wooten vs. G. A. Mc­

Gowan et als.
40. S. Cox vs. Andrew Joyner.
4 2 . White vs. Bryant Fleming.

TUESDAY 5 th .
^20. J .  W. Carson vs. W. H. H a r ­

rington.
43.’ H . B. Claflin <fe Co. vs. Jos.

Louchheim & M. R. Lang. 
60- H . F . Keel vs. Young & 

Priddy.
53. E. Spain et als vs. Wm.

Spain et als.
66. Fannie G. Highsmith vs. 

W hitehurst.

WKDNESD.W 6 ‘ h .
59. R. A. Dtibie & Co. vs John  & 

Abel Smith.
63. G. A. Stancill ys. Reuben 

James.
63 Lawrence Ward and wife vs. 

A. T. Bruce.
67 Elliot Bros vs Greenleaf J

Lum ber Co et als.
THURSDAY 7th.

68 Asa Bullock vs W & W R  R
Piiffs A tt’y Protests

69 W A Davenport vs W  W  R
R Co Pliffs A tt’y P rotest’s 

71 J  H W hitehurst vs W W R 
R  Co Peiff 8 Att’y P ro test’s

73 J  H Smith vs Johnson, Pliff’s
Att’y Protests.

74 B D Beach vs W VV R  R  Co
Pliff’s Att'y Pretests.

76 G T  House vs W W R  R Co
PhlTs Att’y Ptotests.

77 J  W Page Guardian vs W W
R R  Co PltTs Att’v P ro ter’s

78 F  L^Hrown vs W W R R  Co
Plflf^ Att’v Protests.

79 T H  Barnhill and wife vs W
W R R  t)o Piflfs Att’y Pro- 

- tests.
80 J  W Pago and wife vs W W

K R Co PlflTs Att’y Protests.
81 J  A B irnbill and wife vs W

W R  R Co
82 S C Whichard vs the W W R

R Co
FRIDAY 8th.

84 W C Nelson vs A R  R R  Co
85 VV A D avenport et als vs

G rim es
86 Asa Garris vs W W R  R  Co
87 J  A ^Dudley vs Amos Kinsaul.
88 H  F  Keel vs J  B Cherry A

Co.
92 M R Page and wife va W W

R R Co PlfTs Atty P rotests
93 Meeks vs W A W R R Co.
94 R  H Gdirris vs B J  Heath and

wife.
SATURDAY 9th

95 J  E  Spier ys D A Quinerly.
98 Wm Whitehurst and wife vs

W A W R R Co.
99 M O W hitehurst vs W A W R

R Co.
iQO Sallie Meeks et als vs W A W 

R  R Co.
MONDAY 11th—SECOND WEEK.

107 J H Barnhill vs W A W R  R 
Co.

102 Hathaway use B ernard vs G
A Stancill.

103 M A Jam es vs A A R  R  R  Co 
105 R  Greene Jr., vs M orphy A A

-Jovner.
TUESDAY 1 0 th .

106 A Robertson and wife vs 
Peale.

107 , R Greene J r ,  admT vs J  B 
Cherry, Adm’r.

108! John  R. Davis vs. Jacob T y­
son and A. J . Tyseu <

1()9. R. H. Garris vs. S M. Smith 
110. R. H. Garris vs. Benj. Nobles

WEDNESDAY 11th.
119 . E. D. Braxton vs C. A. White. * 
121. W. H. W hichard vs. G- T. 

Whichard.
123. M. M. Stokes vs W. G. Stokes 

et als.
124. O. A- McGowan vs. H. C. 

H arris.
THURSDAY l2th.

129. G. W. Cox trustee, vs. H art.
131. Ellington A B**own vs. R. Ii. 

Smith.
132. J . ^ .  M anning vs. J. H /Tripp
133. W. G. Nelson vs. W. A W. R. 

R. Co.
FRIDAY 1 3 t h .  i

134. W. H . H arring ton  vs. ,W. B. 
Burnett).

135. Lucy Peyton vs. JesSe P e y ­
ton.

136. E. A. BHnd vs. W. B. Bland 
and wife.

MOTIONS. ’
3. J. B. Yellowley vs. J . E. A !lD

H. Spier. ’ " ^
4. McKeel vs. M. Moore.
5* E. Taft vs Wilson.
7. W. H. Metz vs. J . D Murphy. 

13. L.V.Morril vs. J:H-Beardsley 
25. Vaughan A Barnes vs. 0. O. 

Brown.
27. W . U. Cox vs. Lockhesr.
28. R. 8. Tucker vs. J .  A. Sat-

terthwaite et als.
29. W. H. Cox vs. B. H. Hearne* 
36. P ugh  vs Pugh.
38 Taft vs L&tham A Skinner-
39 Garris vs Walker.
54 R J  Grimes, receiver, vs H e r ­

man Uarrel*
65 Wm W hitehead vs L  V Morril
66 David House vs Thomas H

Moore.
 ̂ 83 F  Flem ing vs W A W R  R C o . 

91 H Skinner vs Grimsley.
96 B H  Sheppard  vs BHHearm© 

Adm’r.
I l l  G A Stancill ys J  P  Brown. 
113  Louis Hillard et als vs J  B  

Yellowley, ex.
120 J  B Cherry and wife vs Ger­

main Bernard.
126 Sarah Cox vs J  W Quinneriy 

A Bro.
163 Galloway vs Moore A Ellis. 
166 J  M Baker et als ys J  W 

M artin and wife.
171 Sarah Cox vs J  W Warren.
176 Sarah Cox vs J  S W arren.
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