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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

MoxpAy, OcToBER 12, 1891.

The Court met pursuant to law.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

John Bassett Moore, of Washington, D. C.; Percy Werner, of St. Louis,
Mo.; Thomas J.» Kennedy, of Bayonne, N. J.; and Lyman R. Critchfield,
of Wooster, Ohio, were admitted to practice.

No. 6.—Original. Ex parte: In the matter of Thomas Henry Cooper,
petitioner.,

No. 58.—The Schooner Sylvia Handy, etc., et al., appellants, vs. The
United States.

No. 7.—Original. Ez parte: In the matter of John L. Rapier, peti-
tioner.

No. 8.—Original. Ex parte : In the matter of George W. Dupre, pe-
titioner.

No. 9.—Original. Ex parte: In the matter of George W. Dupre,
petitioner.

No. 644.—The People of the State of New York ex rel. Edward Annan,
plaintiff in error, vs. Andrew Walsh, police justice, ete., et al.

No. 987.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Des Moines Naviga-
tion and Railway Company et al.

No. 983.—The Pacific Express Company, appellant, vs. James M. Sei-
bert, State auditor, etc., et a/.

No. 1026.—Charles Counselman, appellant, vs. Frank Hitchcock,
United States marshal, ete.

No. 2.—The Iron Silver Mining Company, plaintiff in error, vs. The
Mike & Starr Gold and Silver Mining Company.

No. 3.—The Iron Silver Mining Company, plaintiff in error, vs. The
Mike & Starr Gold and Silver Mining Company.

No. 7.—John L. Sullivan et «l, plaintiffs in error, vs. The Iron Silver
Mining Company.

9214 1

S



,

2
No. 1044.—Robert M. Boyd et al., appellants, vs. The United States.

No. 1050.—Charles Sternbach et al., appellants, vs. The United States.:

No. 1052.—Marshall Field & Co., appellants, vs. Jno. M. Clark, col-
lector.

No. 1061.—The United States, appellant, vs. Ballin, Joseph & Co.

No. 1024.—The Louisville Water Company, plaintiff in error, vs. Wm.
Clark, sheriff] ete.

Ordered by the court, that these cases be reassigned for hearing on the
9th of November next. :

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Tuesday, October 13, will be as follows: Nos. 4, 8,
10, 14, 15, 16, 18,19, 22, and 23.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Turspay, OcToBER 13, 1891,

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr., Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

C. W. Witters, of St. Albans, Vt.; Clifford 8. Walton, of Washington,
D. C.; Jobn Coker, of McLeansboro, Ill. ; Lewellyn A. Shaver, of Wash-
ington, D. C.; Wm. Wade Hampton, of Gainesville, Fla.; John F. Down-
ing, of Dansville, I1l.; Henry W. Sanford, of Addison, N. Y.; Vincent
D. Markham, of Denver, Col.; Ashley M. Gould, of Kansas City, Mo.,
and Albert J. Graeffe, of New York City, were admitted to practice.

No. 4.—Jesse Spalding, collector, etc., plaintiff in error, vs. George F.
Stodder et. al. In error to the circuit court of the United States for the
northern district of Illinois. Judgment affirmed, with costs and interest,
on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Taft, for plaintiff in error. g

No. 8.—Joseph Nethercleft et. al., plaintiffs in error, vs. Wm. H. Rob-
ertson, cellector, etc. In error to the circuit court of the United States
for the southern district of New York. Dismissed, with costs, on author-
ity of counsel for plaintiffs in error, on motion of* Mr. Solicitor-General
Taft, for the defendant in error. -

No. 14.—James A. Eldredge et al., executors, etc., et al., appellants, vs.
The United States. Continued per stipulation of counsel on motion of
Mr. Solicitor-General Taft.

No. 15.—James A. Eldredge et al., executors, ete., et al., appellants, vs.
The United States. Continuned per stipulation on motion of Mr. Solicitor-
General Taft.

Ex-parte : In the matter of J. Sloat Fassett, petitioner. Motion for
leave to file petition for a writ of prohibition and rule to show cause sub-
mitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Taft for the petitioner.

No. 86.—The United States, plaintiff in error, vs. The Denver and Rio
Grande Railway Company.

No. 87.—The United States, plaintiff in error, vs. The Denver and Rio
Grande Railroad Company. Passed subject to provisions of section 9,
Rule 26, on motion of Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Maury, for the
plaintiff in error.

No. 828.—I. B. Cox et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. E. J. Hart. Dis-
missed as to S. E. Echols, one of the plaintiffs in error, on motion of Mr.
. Hallett Phillips.
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No. 46.— Alexander Moses, plaintiff in error, vs. The State of Mis-
sissippi. Passed subject to the provisions of sec. 9, Rule 26, on motion
of Mr. W. Hallett Phillips, in behalf of counsel.

No. 1158.—Richard McLish, plaintiff in error, vs. A. B. Raff ef al.
Submitted by Mr. W. Hallett Phillips and Mr. W. O. Davis for the
plaintiff in error, and by Mr. W. A. Ledbetter for the defendants in error.

No. 19.—The United States, plaintiff in error, vs. The Boston and
Albany Railroad Company. Passed subject to provisions of sec. 9, Rule
26, on motion of Mr. Soliciter-General Taft for the plaintiff in error.

No. 37.—Charles Moran, trustee, appellant, vs. The Pittsburg, Cin-
cinnati and_St. Louis Railway Company et al. Passed subject to provi-
sions of sec. 9, Rule 26, on motion of Mr. George Hoadly for the appellant.

No. 1031.—The Chicago and Grand Trunk Railway Company, plaintiff
in error, vs. Thomas Wellman. Motion to advance submitted by Mr.
George F. Edmunds and Mr. E. W. Meddaugh for the plaintiff in error.

No. 190.—Robert V. Waterman, appellant, vs. James M. Banks, ex-
ecutor, etc. Appearance of Jane G. Waterman, executrix of Robt. W:
Waterman, deceased, entered on motion of Mr. George F. Edmunds for
appellant.

No. 163.—Solomon Brown, plaintift in error, vs. Theo. B. Smart et al.

Suggestion of death of plaintiff in error, and appearance of Eva Brown,
administratrix, filed and” entered on motion of Mr. Henry Wise Garnett
in behalf of oounsel

No. 1115.—Charles McElvaine, appellant, vs. A. A. Brush, agent, etc.

No. 1123.—Nicolla Trezza, appellant, vs. A. A. Brush, agent, etc.

No. 1125.—Charles McElvaine, appellant, vs. A. A. Brush, ageué, ete.

Motion to advance submitted by Mry. Charles F. Tabor for the ap-
pellee.

No. 719.—J. Talman Budd, plaintiff’ in error, vs. The People of the
State of New York.

Advanced to be heard with No. 644, on motion of Mr. Reginald Fen-
dall, in behalf of counsel.

No. 824.—Thomas Knight, plaintiff in error, vs The United Land
Association.

Leave to E. S. Pillbury to file brief herein before argument of the case,
granted on motion of Mr. Joseph McKenna, in behalf of counsel.

No. 325 of 1890.-—John Halsted, plaintiffin error, vs. Sarah A. Buster
et al. Motion for leave to file petition for rehearing, submitted by Mr. W.
L. Cole, in behalf of counsel.

No. 91.—Schuyler’s Steam Towboat Line, plaintiff in error, vs. John
Salisbury. Motion to compel plaintiff in error to give new bond on writ
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of error, submitted by Mr. J. Rider Cady in support of motion, and by
Mr. W. Frothingham in opposition thereto.

No. 1422,—Anne Williams, widow, &e., et «l., appellants, vs. Catherine
Williams. Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the dis-
trict of Kansas. Docketed and dismissed with costs on motion of Mr. W,
T. S. Curtis for the appellee.

No. 553.—John T. Underwood et al., appellants, vs. Henry Gerber et al.
Suggestion of death of Fred’k W. Underwood, one of the appellants, filed
and appearance of John T. Underwood et al., executors, etc., entered on
motion of Mr. Wm. G. Henderson in behalf of counsel.

No. 645.—The People of the State of New York ex rel. Francis L.
Pinto, plaintiff in error, vs. Andrew Walsh, police justice, etc. Advanced
to be heard with No. 644, on motion of Mr. Charles F. Tabor for the
defendants in error.

No. 1406.—Ex parte: In the matter of Edward W. Hallinger, appel-
lant. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. C., H. Winfield in support of
same.

No. 1400.—Oscar Rice, plaintiff in error, vs. Jane Sanger, administra-
trix. Motion to dismiss submitted by Mr. J. D. McCleverty in support
of motion.

No. 909.—Samuel Fielden, plaintiff in error, rs. The People of the State
of Illinois.

No. 977.—Michael Schwab, appellant, vs. A. W. Berggren, wafden,
ete., ef al.  Motions to advance submitted by Mr. Moses Salomon in sup-
port of motions. :

No. 879.—Daniel Runkle, plaintiff' in error, vs. Santiago J. Bursham,
use, ete.  Suggestion of death of plaintiff in error and appearance of Wm.
Runkle et al., adm’rs, ete. Filed and entered on motion of Mr. Wm. H.
Taft in behalf of counsel.

No. 23.—E. C. Cross et al., appellants, vs. L. H. Allen. Appearance
of John D. Allen, adm’r of L. H. Allen, the appellee herein, et «l., filed
and entered on motion of Mr. J. H. Mitchell for appellants,

No. 632. The City of New Orleans et «l., plaintiffs in error, vs. The
New Orleans Water Works Company et al.

No. 639.—Edward Conery, jr., ¢ al., plaintiffs in error, vs. The New
Orleans Water Works Company et al. Motion to advance for hearing
with Nos. 66, 67, and 68 submitted by Mr. Wm. A. McKenney in behalf
of counsel.

No. 1009.—Wm. H. Jones, plaintiff in error, vs., The Commoniealth
of Virginia.

No. 1010.—J. J. Mallan et al., plaintiff in error, s. John W. Brans-
ford, trustee.
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No. 1045.—J. J. Dillard, plaintiff in error, vs. E. S. Moorman, trustee.

No. 1316.—James H. Gregory et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. John W.
Bransford, trustee.

No. 1317.—Joseph Lawson et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. John W. Brans-
ford, trustee.

No. 1318.—L. E: Litchford et «l., plaintiffs in error, vs. M. J. Day,
sergeant, etc. DMotions to advance submitted by Mr. William A. McIen-
ney in support of motions, and by Mr. R. Taylor Scott in opposition
thereto.

No. 1324.—John MecNulta, receiver, etc., plaintiff in error, vs. J. R.
Lockridge, administrator, ete.  Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted by
Mr. J. W, Patton in support of motion and by Mr. Wells H. Blodgett in
opposition thereto.

No. 784.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff’ in error,
vs. George Hambly. Motion to dismiss submitted by Mr. S. I.. Glaspell
in support of motion, and by Mr. A. H. Garland, Mr. H. J. May, and
Mr. James McNaught in opposition thereto.

No. 1185.—Erwin Davis, appellant vs. Angelica Wakelee,

No. 1186.—Erwin Davis, appellant vs. Pierre B. Cornwall. Motions
to dismiss or affirm submitted by Mr. Anson Maltby in support of mo-
tions and by Mr. Joseph H. Choate in opposition thereto.

No. 16.—Harry S. McCartney, plaintiff in error, vs. Jas, L. Crittenden
et al. In error to the circuit court of the United States for the northern
district of California. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the 19th rule.

18.—Wm. A. Cooke, jr., appellant, vs. The Globe Files Company et al.
Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the southern dis-
trict of New York. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the 10th rule.

22.— John J. Schillinger et «l., appellants, vs. H. L. Cranford et ai
Appeal from the supreme court of the District of Columbia. Dismissed
with costs pursuant to the 10th rule.

No. 10.—Samuel G. Hickman, plaintiff in error, vs. The City of Fort
Scott.

Argued by Mr. A. H. Wintersteen for the plaintiff in error, and M.
J. D. McCleverty for the defendant in error.

No. 23.—E. C. Cross et al., appellants, vs. J. D. Allen, adm’r., etc., et al.

Argued by Mr. John H. Mitchell for the appellants, and Mr. C. E. 3.
Wood for the appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, October 14, will be as follows : Nos. 26,
27, 30, 31, 38,39, 40, 41, 43, and 44.
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. SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

‘WEDNESDAY, OcToBER 14, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

Solomon Hix Bethea, of Dixon, Ill., Young John Pope, of Newberry,
S. C., W. 1. Babb, of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, George S. Mower, of New-
berry, S. C., Edward Lyman Short, of New York City, and Joseph Li-
cester Atkins, of Washington, D. C., were admitted to practice.

No. 136.—Walter J. Kidd, appellant, vs. Newman ‘A. Ransom. Motion
to reverse, etc., per stipulation submitted by Mr. Charles K. Offield for
the appellant.

No. 1185.—Erwin Davis, appellant, vs. Angelica Wakelee.

No. 1186.—Erwin Davis, appellant, vs. Pierre B. Cornwall. Submis-
sion of motions to dismiss or affirm set agide on motion of Mr. Edwin B.
Smith in behalf of counsel.

No. 26.—James M. Houston et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. Robert Simp-
son et uz. In error to the superior court of Union County, North Caro-
lina. Dismissed with costs on authority of counsel for plaintiffs in error.

No. 27.—The Wiggins Ferry Company, appellant, vs. The Ohio and
Mississippi Railway Company et al. Argued by Mr. Henry Hitcheock
for the appellant and by Mr. Lawrence Maxwell, jr., for the appellees.

No. 30.—Allen Magowan et al., appellants, vs. The New York Belting
and Packing Company. Argument commenced by Mr. F. C. Low-
thorp, jr., for the appellants.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.
The day call for Thursday, October 15, will be as follows : Nos. 30, 31,
38,39, 40, 41, 43, 44, 45, and 47.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

Daniel M. Browning, of Benton, Ill., Thomas F. Maher, of New Or-
leans, La., and Henry C. Simms and F. B. Enslow, of Huntington, West
Va., were admitted to practice.

Ex parte: In the matter of Thomas A. Green, petitioner. Motion for
leave to file petition for a writ of mandamus submitted by Mr. B. W.
Perkins for petitiover.

No. 30.—Allen Magowan et al., appellants, vs. The New York Belting
and Packing Company. Argument continued by Mr. F. C. Lowthorp,
jr., for the appellants ; by Mr. B. F. Lee for the appellee, and concluded
by Mr. F. C. Lowthorp, jr., for the appellants.

No. 31.—Julia H. McLean et al., appellants, vs. Ruggles W. Clapp et al.
Leave granted Mr. E. B. Smith to file supplemental brief for appellants
herein. Argument commenced by Mr. E. B. Smith for the appellants.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. _
The day call for Friday, October 16, will be as follows: Nos. 31, 38,
39, 40, 41, 44, 45, 47, 48, and 49.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

FripaY, OcTOoBER 16, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

Robert Dollard, of Scctland, S. Dak., was admitted to practice.

No. 49.—John M. Francis, appellant vs. The United States. Appeal
from the Court of Claims. Dismissed pursuant to the 10th rule.

No. 31.—Julia H. McLean et al. appellants, vs. Ruggles W. Clapp et al.
Argument continued by Mr. E. B. Smith for theappellants, by Mr. Solo-
mon H. Bethea and Mr. Sherwood Dixon for the appellees, and concluded
by Mr. E. B. Smith for the appellants.

No. 38.—Sylvester H. Kneeland, appellant, vs. Charles L. Luce and
John T. Newton. Argument commenced by Mr. John M. Butler for the
appellant, and continued by Mr. Charles Pratt for the appellees.

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Monday, October 19, will be as follows : Nos. 38, 39,
40, 41, 44, 45, 47, 48, 999, and 984.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Moxpay, OctoBER 19, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr, Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

Thaddeus D. Kenneson and George Brush, of New York City, and
W. T. Houston, of Meridian,.Miss., were admitted to practice.

Mr. Justice Field announced the following orders of the court :

No. 10.—Original. Ez parte: In the matter of J. Sloat Fassett, peti-
tioner. Motion for leave to file petition for a writ of prohibition granted,
and rule to show cause ordered, returnable on the first Monday in Novem-
ber next.

No. 1115.—Charles McElvaine, appellant, vs. A. A. Brush, agent, etc.

No. 1123.—Nicola Trezza, appellant, vs. A. A. Brush, agent, etc.

- No. 1125.—Charles McElvaine, appellant, vs. A. W. Brush, agent, etc.
Motions to advance granted and cases assigned for argument on the 7th
day of December next at the head of the call for that day:

No. 909.—Samuel Fielden, plaintiff in error, vs. The People of the
State of Illinois.

No. 977.—Michael Schwab, appellant, vs. A. W. Berggren, warden, etc.,
et al. Motions to advance granted and cases assigned for argument on
the 7th day of December next after cases already set down for that day.

No. 1031.—The Chicago and Grand Trunk Railway Company, plain-
tiff in error, vs. Thomas Wellman. DMotion to advance granted, and case
assigned for argument before a full bench.

No. 632.—The City of New Orleans et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. The
New Orleans Water Works Company et al.

No. 639.—Edward Conery, jr., et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. The New
Orleans Water Works Company ef al. Motions to advance granted, and
cases assigned for hearing with Nos. 66, 67, and 68.

No. 27.—The Wiggins Ferry Company, appellant, vs. The Ohio and
Mississippi Railway Company et al. Ordered for reargument before a
full bench after cases assigned for argument on the 9th of November next.

No. 91.—Schuyler’s Steam Towboat Line, plaintiff in error, vs. John
Salisbury. Motion to require the plaintiff in error to give a new writ of
error bond granted ; said bond to be filed within two weeks or writ of
error to be dismissed.
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No. 1009.—Wm. H. Jones, plaintift in error, vs. The Commonwealth
of Virginia.

No. 1010.—J. J. Mailan et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. John W. Brans-
ford, treas’r, etc.

No. 1045.—J. J. Dillard, plaintiff in error, vs. E. S. Moorman, treas’r,
ete.

No. 1316.—James H. Gregory et «l., plaintiffs in error, vs. John W.
Bransford, treas’r, ete.

No. 1317.—~Joseph Lawson et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. John W. Brans-
ford, treas’r, ete.

No. 1318.—L. E. Litchford ¢t «l., plaintiffs in error, vs. M. J. Day,
sergeant, etec. DMotion to advance denied.

No. 136.—Walter J. Kidd, appellant, vs. Newman A. Ransom. Ap-
peal from the circuit court of the United States for the northern district
of Tllinois.

Decree reversed and cause remanded with directions to dismiss the bill,
per stipulation of counsel.

Ez parte: In the matter of Thomas A. Green, petitioner. Motion for
leave to file petition for writ of mandamus denied.

No. 1201.—John C. Adams, plaintiff in error, vs. The United States,
In error to the district court of the United States for the district of
Kansas. Judgment reversed and cause remanded for a new trial, on
motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Taft for the defendant in error.

No. 98.—E. L. Hedden, late collector, eic., plaintiff’ in error, vs. Ed-
ward I. Horsman. In error to the circuit court of the United States for
the southern district of New York. Dismissed with costs, on motion of
Mr. Solicitor-Geperal Taft for the plaintift in error.

No. 1191.—DPeter J. Claassen, plaintiff in error, vs. The United States.
Motion to advance submitted by Mr. Samuel Shellabarger in support of
motion. ‘

No. 1429.—The Forked Deer Milling Company, appellant, vs. The Rick-
erson Roller Mill Company. Appeal from the circuit court of the United
States for the western district of Tennessee. Docketed and dismissed with
costs, on motion of Mr. Isham G. Harris for the appellee.

No. 1227.—The Moline Plow Company, plaintiff in error,vs. Jno. A.
Webb & Bro. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted by Mr. M. F.
Morris in support of motions, and by Mr. Henry Wise Garnett in oppo-
sition thereto.

Submitted, pursuant to the 20th rule, by Mr. Henry Wise Garnett for

the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. M. F. Morris for the defendants in
error,
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No. 5—Original. The United States, complainant, vs. The State of
Texas. Motion for leave to file an amended answer herein granted on
motion. Mr. A. H. Garland in support of motion.

No. 1208.—James E. Boyd, plaintiff in error, vs. The State of N
braska ez 7el. John M. Thayer. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. A.
H. Garland in support of motion.

No. 1235.——Eugene Logan et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. The United
States.

No. 1315.—Eugene Logan et al., appellants, vs. George A. Knight, U.
S. marshal.  DMotion for leave to prosecute these cases in forma pauperis
submitted by Mr. A. H. Garland in support of motion.

No. 1235.—Eugene Logan et al. plaintiffs in error, vs. The United
States. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. Attorney-General Miller in
support of motion.

No. 5.—Original. The United States, complainant, vs. The State of
Texas. Motion to fix day for argument of demurrer submitted by Mr.
Edgar Allen in snpport of motion. Leave granted complainant to file
certain specified documents and depositions on motion of Mr. Edgar Allen
for the complainant.

No. 1288. The Michigan Insurance Bank, plaintiff in erroy, vs. Anson
Eldred. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. John C. Pennie in support
of motion.

No. 1185.—FErwin Davis, appellant, vs. Angelica Wakelee.

No. 1186.—Ervin Davis, appellant, vs. Pierre B. Cornwall. Motions to
advance submitted by Mr. T. D. Kenneson in support of motions.

No. 824.—Thomas Knight, plaintift in error, vs. The United Land As-
sociation. Motion to postpone argument of this case submitted by Mr.
Charles N. Fox in support of motion.

No. 999.—The Crosby Steam Gage and Valve Company, appellant, vs.
The Consolidated Safety Valve Company. Motion to postpone argument
of this case submitted by Mr. Edmund Wetmore in support of motion.

No. 941.—Wm. Deering, appellant, s. The Winona Harvester WV orks.
Motion to correct tlan<cript of record submitted by Mr. Thomas A. Ban-
ning in support of motion.

No. 1400.—Oscar Rice, plaintiff in error, vs. Jane Sange1 admx. Sug-
gestion of diminution of the record and motion for writ of certiorari sub-
mitted by Mr. E. F. Ware in support of motion.

Leave granted Mr. E. F. Ware to file brief in opposition to motion to
dismiss this case.

No. 1064.—The Metropolitan National Bank, plaintiff in error, vs.
Sumner E. Claggett et al.,admrs., ete.
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Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted by Mr. Leslie W. Russell in
support of motion and by Mr. Charles A. Peabody in opposition thereto.

No. 38.—Svlvester H. Kneeland, appellant, zs. Charles 1.. Luce and
John T. Newton. Argument continued by Mr. Charles Pratt for the
appellees, and concluded by Mr. Robert G. Ingersoll for the appellant.

No. 39.—Sylvester H. Kneeland, appellant, vs. C. L. Luce & Co. et
al.  Argument commenced by Mr. Robert G. Ingersoll for the appellant,
and continued by Mr. Charles Pratt for the appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Tuesday, October 20, will be as follows : Nos. 39, 40,
41, 44, 45, 47, 48, 999, 984, and 824,

~
R



14

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Tuespay, OcroBER 20, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch- |
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

Mr. Justice Field announced the following orders of the court :

No 824.—Thomas Knight, plaintiff in error, vs. The United Land
Association ef al.

Motion to postpone argument of this case denied.

No. 999.—The Crosby Steam Gage and Valve Co., appellant, vs. The
Consolidated Safety Valve Company. Motion to postpone argument of
this case denied.

No. 1208.—James E. Boyd, plaintiff in error, vs. The State of Nebraska
ex rel. John M. Thayer., Motion to advance granted and case assigned
for argument on the 7th day of December next, after cases already set down
for that day.

No. 39.—Sylvester H. Kneeland, appellant, vs. C. L. Luce & Co. et al.
Argument continued by Mr. W. I. Babb for the appellees, and concluded
by Mr. John M. Butler for the appellant.

No. 40.—Henry M. Rector, appellant, vs. Matilda Lipscomb. Argued
by Mr. A. H. Garland for the appellant, with leave to counsel for the
appellee to file brief within two weeks.

No. 1422.—Anne Williams, widow, et al., appellants, vs. Catherine Wil-
liams. ILeave to issue mandate in this cause granted on motion of Mr.
Wm. E. Earle for appellee.

No. 41.—The Charlotte, Columbia and Augusta Railroad Company,
plaintiff in error, vs. Wade Hampton Gibbes, treasurer of Richland
County. Argued by Mr. Linden Kent for the plaintiff in error, and
by Mr. Wm. E. Earle for the defendant in error.

No. 44.—FEdward L. McClain, appellant, vs. Andrew Ortmayer et al.
Argument commenced by Mr. James Moore for the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, October 21, will be as follows: Nos. 44,
45, 47, 48, 999, 984, 824, 50, 51, and 52.

9214——17
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Wep~NESDAY, OcToBER 21, 1891,

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
tord, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

Edward S. Doolittle, of Huntington, W. Va., was admitted to practice.

No. 44.—Edward I.. McClain, appellant, vs. Andrew Ortmayer et al.
Argument continued by Mr. James Moore for the appellant, by Mr.
Thomas A. Banning for the appellees, and concluded by Mr. Edmond
Wetmore for the appellant.

No. 45—The Union Pacific Railway Company, plaintift’ in error, vs,
William C. Reddon. Argued by Mr. John F. Dillon for the plaintiff in
error, and submitted by Mr. Arthur Brown for the defendant in error.

No.47.—Henry Thomas Coghlan, appellant, vs. The South Carolina
Railroad Company. On motion of Mr. H. E. Young-leave granted both
sides to file supplemental briefs within two weeks, and argument com-
menced by Mr. H. I, Young for the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, October 22, will be as follows: Nos. 47,
48, 999, 984, 824, 50, 51, 52, 53, and 54.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TaURSDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

John K. Hallock, of Erie, Pa., was admitted to practice.

No. 48.—The Horn Silver Mif)ing Company, plaintiff in error, vs. The
People of the State of New York. Passed, to be restored to the call sub-
jeet to the provisions of section 9, Rule 26, on motion of Mr. A. H. Gar-
land in behalf of counsel.

No. 53.—Seth Gage, appellant, vs. Spencer Kellogg et al. Appeal
from the circuit court of the United States for the northern district of
New York. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the 10th rule.

No. 54.—John McCreary, appellant, vs. The Pennsylvania Canal Com-
pany. Submitted by Mr. Charles S. Whitman for the appellant and by
Mr. S. S. Hollingsworth for the appellee.

No. 47.—Henry Thomas Coghlan, appellant, vs. The South Carolina
Railroad Company. Argument continued by Mr. H. E. Young for the
appellant and concluded by Mr. Wm. E. Earle for the appellee.

No. 999.—The Crosby Steam Gage and Valve Company, appellant, vs.
The Consolidated Safety Valve Company. Argued by Mr. Edmund
Wetmore for the appellant, and by Mr. Thomas William Clarke for the
the appellee.

No. 984.—Erwin Davis, plaintiff in error, vs. Algernon S. Patrick.
Argument commenced by Mr. J. M. Woolworth for the plaintiff in error.
Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. ,

The day call for Friday, October 23, will be as follows: Nos. 984,
824, 50, 51, 52, 55, 56, 57, 59, and 60 and 71.

9214——9 ’
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Fripay, OcroBER 23, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

No. 984.—Erwin Davis, plaintiff in error, vs. Algernon S. Patrick.
Argument continued by Mr. J. M. Woolworth, for the plaintiff in error ;
by Mr. John L. Webster, for the defendant in error, and concluded by
Mr. J. M. Woolworth, for the plaintiff’ in error.

No. 824.—Thomas Knight, plaintift in error, vs. The United Land As-
sociation ef al. Leave to file amendment to record granted, on motion of
Mr. Charies N. Fox for the defendants in error. Argument commenced -
by Mr. E. R. Taylor for the plaintiff in error, and continued by Mr.
Charles N. Fox for the defendants in error.

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock.
~ The day call for Monday, October 26, will be as follows: Nos. 824,
50, 51, 52, 55, 56, 57, 59, 60, (and 71) and 969.

9214 10
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SUPREME GOURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Moxpay, OcTOBER 26, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Bradley, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Blatchford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr.
Justice Brown.

James R. Ward, of Carrollton, Ill., was admitted to practice.

No. 1324.—John MeNulta, receiver, etc., plaintiff’ in error, vs. J. R.
Lockridge, administrator, etc. In error to the supreme court of the
State of Illinois. Judgment affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Jus-
tice Brown.

No. 30.—Allen Magowan et al., appellants, vs. The New York Belt-
ing and Packing Company. Appeal from the circuit court of the United
States for the district of New Jersey. Decree affirmed with costs and in-
terest. Opinion by Mr. Justice Blatchford.

No. 317.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Missouri, Kansas and
Texas Railway Company et «l. Appeal from the circuit court of the
United States for the district of Kansas. Decree reversed, and cause re-
manded, with directions to overrule the several demurrers to the bill and
to require answers from the defendants, and for other proceedings not in-
consistent with the opinion of this court. Opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan.

No. 32.—Edwin S. Fowler et al., appellants, vs. The Equitable Trust
Company.

No. 33.—The Equitable Trust Company, appellant, vs. Edwin S. Fowler
et al. Appeals from the circuit court of the United States for the southern
district of Illinois. Decree reversed ; the costs in this court to be paid
by the Equitable Trust Company, and cause remanded, with directions to
modify its decree in accordance with the principles of the opinion of this
court. Opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan.

No. 34.—Rose H. Fowler, appellant, vs. The Equltable Trust Com-
Bany.

No. 35.—The Equitable Trust Company, appellent, vs. Rose H. Fowler
et. al. Appeals from the circuit court of the United States for the south-

ern district of Illinois. Decree reversed ; costs in this court to be paid
9214
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by the Equitable Trust Company, and cause remanded, with directions to
make such modifications in the decree as will be consistent with the opin-
ion of this court. Opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan.

No. 36.—Sophie Fowler et «l., appellants, vs. The Equitable Trust Com-
pany. Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the southern
district of Illinois. Decree affirmed with costs and interest. Opinion by
Mr. Justice Harlan.

No. 20.—Asahel Gage, appellant, vs. John H. Bane. Appeal from the
circuit court of the United States for the northern district of Illinois.
Decree affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr, Justice Harlan.

No. 10.—Samuel G. Hickman, plaintiff in error, vs. The City of Fort
Scott. In error to the circuit court of the United States for the district
of Kansas. Judgment affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice
Harlan. !

Mr. Justice Field announced the following orders of the court :

No. 1191.—Peter J. Claassen, plaintiff in error, vs. The United States.
Motion to advance granted and cause assigned for argument on the 7th
day of December next after cases already set down for that day.

No. 5.—Original. The United States, complainant, vs. The State of
Texas. Motion to set demurrers for argument granted, and demurrers
assigned for argument on the 7th day of December next, after cases already
advanced for hearing on that day.

No. 1288.—The Michigan Insurance Bank, plaintiff in error, vs. Anson
Eldred. Motion to advance granted, the time for hearing the case to be
hereafter fixed by agreement of parties.

No. 1185.—Erwin Davis, appellant, vs. Angelica Wakelee.

No. 1186.—Erwin Davis, appellant, vs. Pierre B. Cornwall. Motions to
advance denied.

No. 45.—The Unton Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error, vs.
William C. Reddon. In error to the supreme court of the Territory of
Utah. Judgment affirmed with costs by a divided court.

No. 1400.—Oscar Rice, plamntiff in error, vs. Jane Sanger, admx.
Motion to dismiss denied and motion for a writ of certiorari granted.

No. 941— William Deering, appellant, vs. The Winonas Harvester
Works, et al. Motion for leave to withdraw transcript of record from the
files for the purpose of correction granted.

No. 1026.—Charles Counselman, appellant, vs. Frank Hitchcock, U.
S. marshal, etc. Reassigned for argument on the 7th day of December
next after cases already set down for that day, on motion of Mr. Attorney-
General Miller for the appellee.
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No. 1117.—The United States, plaintiff in error, vs. The Western
Union Telegraph Company.

No. 1801.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Colton Marble and
Lime Co. et al.

No. 1302.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Southern Pacific Rail-
road Co. et al.

No. 1374.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Southern Pacific Rail-
road Co. et al.

No. 1375.—The United States, appellant vs. The Southern Pacific Rail-
road Co. et al.

No. 1391.—The United States, appellant, vs. David D. Budd et al.

Motions to advance submitted by Mr. Attorney-General Miller in sup-
port of motions.

No. 1338.-—The District of Columbia, plaintiff’ in error, vs. Harvey S.
Hutton. DMotion to advance submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Taft in
supnort of motion.

No. 1296.—James A. Simmons, plaintiff in error, ws. The Umted
Stats. Advanced and assigned for argument with No. 1191, on motion
of Mr. Solicitor General Taft in support of motion.

No. 1157.—The United States, appellant, vs. William Wilson.

No. 1393.—Nishimura Ekiu, appellant, vs. The United States. Mo-
tions to advance submitted by Mr. Solicitor General Taft in support of
motions.

No. 594.—The United States, plaintiff in error, vs. Clarinda McLean.
In error to the circuit court of the United States for the district of Kansas.
Dismissed on motion of Mr. Solicitor General Taft for the plaintiff in
error. :

No. 1428.—doel B. Erhardt, collector, ete., plaintiff in error, vs. Julius
Cohn et al. In error to the circuit court of the United States for the
southern district of New York. Dismissed with costs on motion of Mr.
Solicitor General Taft for the plaintiff in error.

No. 63.—The San Pedro and Cafion del Agua Company, appellant, vs.

- The United States. Passed, to be restored to the call subject to provisions

of section 9, Rule 26, on motion of Mr. Solicitor General Taft for the
appellee.

No. 1048.—John Boyd et al., plaintiffs in error, vs. The United States.
Advanced and assigned for argument on the 14th day of December next,
on motion of Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Maury, for the defendant
in error.
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No. +.—Jesse Spalding, collector, ete., plaintiff in error, vs. George F.

| Stodder ef al. Mandate granted on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Taft
for the plaintiff in error.

No. 1345.—The Corporation of the Catholic Bishop of Nesqually, in
Washington Territory, appellant, vs. John Gibbon et al. DMotion to ad-
vance submitted by Mr. A, H. Garland in support of motion.

No. 942.—George Ralston, appellant, vs. The British apd American
Mortgage Company (limited) ef al. Motion to dismiss pursuant to the
fifteenth rule, submitted by Mr. James Lowndes in support of motion.

No. 5—Original. The United States, complainant, vs. The State of
Texas. Leave to file stipulation that clerk open and publish depositions
herein granted on motion of Mr. Edgar Allen for the complainant, and
clerk ordered to open and publish depositions.

No. 203.—The Rumford Chemical Works, appellant, vs. John P. Muth
of al.  Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district
of Maryland. Dismissed with costs on the authority of counsel for the
appellant.

No. 237.—The Wedge Block Pavement Company, appellant, vs. The
City of Cleveland et al. Appeal from the circuit court of the United
- States for the northern district of Ohio. Dismissed with costs, on the
authority of counsel for the appellant.

No. 824+.—Thomas Knight, plaintiff in error, vs. The United Land
Association et al. Argument continued by Mr. Charles N. Fox for the
defendants in error, and concluded by DMr. Edward R. Taylor for the

'~ plaintiff’ in error.

No. 50.—J. McGregor Adams, plaintiff in error, vs. The Bellaire
Stamping Company et al. Argued by Mr. J. H. Raymond for the plain-
tiff in error and by Mr. Lysander Hill for the defendants in error.

No. 51.—J. Irving Pearce, assignee, etc., appellant, vs. James H. Rice.
Argument commenced by Mr. H. W. Jackson for the appellant and con-
tinued by Mr. L. H. Bisbee for the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Tuesday, October 27, will be as follows: Nos. 51,
- 52, 55, 56, 57, 59, 60 (and 71), 969, 61, and 62.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TuespAy, OCToBER 27, 1891.

Present : Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Blatch-
ford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Justice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

No. 51.—J. Irving Pearce, assignee, etc., appellant, vs. James H. Rice.
Argument continued by Mr. I.. H. Bisbee for the appellee and concluded
by Mr. H. W. Jackson for the appellant.

No. 52.—The Patent Clothing Company (limited), appellant, vs. H. B.
Glover & Co. Argued by Mr. Causten Brown for the appellant and
by Mr. G. M. Plympton for the appellees. :

No. 55.—The American Net and Twine Company, plaintiff in ervor, vs.
Roland Worthington, collector, ete.  Argued by Mr. Edward Hartley for
the plaintiff in error and by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Parker for
the defendant in error.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, October 28, will be as follows : Nos. 56,
57, 59, 60 (and 71), 969, 61, 62, 64, 65, and 66.

9214—12
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

WEDNEsDAY, OCroBer 28, 1891,

Present : The Chief Justice and all the Associate Justices except Mr.
Justice Bradley, and Mr. Justice Gray.

Charles R. Miller, of Canton, Ohio, was admitted to practice.

No. 1304.—Joel P. Toms, appellant, vs. Julia Francis Owen. Appeal
from the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Mich-
gan. Dismissed with costs on motion of Mr. C. I. Walker, for the appel-
lant. i

No. 62.—Bertha Hammond (sued as Bertha Hopkins) et al., appellants,
vs. William B. Hopkins et al. Passed, to be restored to the call pursuant
to section 9, rule 26, on motion of Mr. George F. Edmunds, for the ap-
pellants.

No. 86.—John Sparhawk et al., assignees, etc., appellants, vs. Charles
T. Yerkes, jr., et al.

No. 57.—John Sparhawk et al., assignees, ete., appellants, vs. Shreve
Ackley et al.

Argued by Mr. Wayne MacVeagh for the appellants and by Mr. F.
P. Prlchard for the appellees.

No. §9.—The Fire Insurance Association (limited), plaintiff in error,
vs. John W. Wickham, jr., ef al. Argued by Mr. C. I. Walker for the
plaintiff in error, and by Mr. F. H. Canfield and Mr. Joseph H. Choate
for the defendent in error.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, October 29, will be as follows : Nos. 60 (and
71), 969, 61, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68,632, and 639.
9214—13
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TaURSDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1891.

Present : The Chief Justice and all the Associate Justices except Mr.
Justice Bradley and Mr. Justice Gray.

Walter B. Sommerville, of New Orleans, La., and Samuel M. Hanter,
of Newark, Ohio, were admitted to practice.

No. 60.—A. H. Johnson, appellant, vs. The St. Louis, Iron Mountain
and Southern Railway Company.

No. 71.—The St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway Com-
pany, appellant, vs. A. H. Johnson. Passed until to-morrow.

No. 969.—The Leadville Coal Company et al., appellants, vs. William
McCreery et al., trustees et al. Argued by Mr. C. C. Baldwin for the ap-
pellees and submitted by Mr. Henry Crawford for the appellants.

No. 61.—DMichael Sietz, plaintiff in error, vs. The Brewers’ Refrigerat-
ing Machine Company. Argued by Mr. Esek Cowen for the plaintiff in
error, and by Mr. Jno. H. V. Arnold for the defendant in error.

No. 64—The Willcox & Gibbs Sewing Machine Company, plaintif’ in
error, vs. Daniel S. Ewing. Argued by Mr. Wayne MacVeagh for the
plaintiff in error and by Mr. Frank P. Prichard for the defendant in
error. '

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. -

The day call for Friday, October 30, will be as follows : Nos. 60 (and
1), 65, 66, 67, 63, 632, 639, 69, 70, and 72.

9214—14
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.
Fripay, OcroBer 30, 1391.

Present : The Chief Justice and all the Associate Justices except Mr.
Justice Bradley and Mr. Justice Gray.

F. P. Poché, of New Orleans, La., and J. M. Rothschild, of San Fran-
cisco, Cal., were admitted to practice.

No. 74+.—The Union Pacific Railway Company, appellant, vs. William
F. Thompson, et al.  Appeal from the circuit court of the United States
for the district of Colorado. Dismissed with costs on motion of Mr.
John F. Dillon, for the appellant.

No. 1444.—Frank Mnrray et «l., plaintiffs in error, vs. The First Na-
tional Bank of Montague, Texas. In error to the United States court
for Indian Territory. Docketed and dismissed with costs on motion of
My, Halbert E. Paine, for the defendant in error.

No. 111+.—Robert D. Hanter et al,, plaintifs in error, vs. John L.
Covle. In error to'the circuit court of the United States for the western
district of Missouri. Dismissed with costs on authority of counsel for
the plaintiffs in ervor.

No. 60.—4A. H. Johnson, appellant vs. The St. Louis, Iron Moun-
tain and Southern Railway Company. '

No. 71.—The St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway Com-
pany, appellant, vs. A. H. Johnson.

Argued by Mr. Johu J. Horner and Mr. A. H. Garland for Johnson
and by Mr. John F. Dillon for the railway company.

No. 65.—The Kaukauna Water Power Company ef al:, plaintiffs in error,
ts. The Green Bay and Mississippi Canal Company. Argument com-
menced by Mr. Alfred 1. Cary for the plaintiffs in error and contmued
by Mr. Moses Hooper for the defendants in error. -

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Monday, November 2, will be as follows: Nos. 65,
66, 67, 68, 632, 639, 69, 70, 72, and 73.
9214—15
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

MoxDpAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1891.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Blatchford, Mr. Justice Lamar, Mr. Jus-
tice Brewer, and Mr. Justice Brown.

Austin M. Keene, of Fort Scott, Kans., and John A. Taylor, of New
York City, were admitted to practice.

No. 44.—Edward L. McClain, appellant, vs. Andrew Ortmayer e al.
Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the northern dis-
trict of Illinois. Decree affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice
Brown.

No. 31.—Julia H. McLean, et al., appellants, vs. Ruggles W. Clapp, et al.
Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the northern district
of Illinois. Decree affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice Brewer.
(The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Bradley, and Mr. Justice Gray did not
hear the argument nor take part in the decision of this case.)

No. 38.—Sylvester H. Kneeland, appellant, vs. Charles L. Luce and
John T.Newton. Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the
district of Indiana. Decree affirmed with costs and interest. Opinion by
Mr. Justice Brewer. (The Chief-Justice, Mr. Justice Bradley, and Mr.
Justice Gray did not hear the argument nor take part in the decision of
this case.)

No. 999.—The Crossby Steam Gage and Valve Company, appellant,

vs. The Consolidated Safety Valve Company. Appeal from the circuit
court of the United States for the district of Massachusetts. Decree

affirmed with costs and interest. Opinion by Mr. Justice Blatchford.

(Mr. Justice Gray was not present at the argument, and took no part in
the decision of this case.)

The Chief Justice announced the following orders of the court :

No.1117.—The United States, plaintiff in error, vs. The Western Union
Telegraph Company et al. Motion to advance denied.

No. 1157.—The United States, appellant, vs. William Wilson. Motion

to advance granted and cause assigned for argument on the 11th day of
January next.

9214—16
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No. 1301.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Colton Marble and
Lime Company et al.

No. 1302.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Southern Pacific Rail-
road Company et al.

No. 1374.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Southern Pacific Rail-
road Company et al. i

No. 1375.—The United States, appellant, vs. The Southern Pacific Rail-
road Company et al.

No. 1338.—The District of Columbia, plaintiff in error, vs. Harry S,
Hutton. DMotions to advance granted and causes assigned for argument
on the 11th day of January next, after the cases already set down for that
day.

No. 1345.—The corporation of the Catholic bishop of Nesqually, ete.,
appellant, vs. John Gibbon ef al. Motion to advance denied.

No. 1391.—The United States, appellant, vs. David D. Budd ¢ al
Motion to advance granted and cause assigned for argument on the 11th
day of January next, after cases already set down for that day.

No. 1393.—Nishimura Ekin, appellant, vs. The United States et al.
Motion to advance granted and cause assigned for argument on the 14th
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