SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

MoxpAy, OcroBER 12, 1896.

The court met pursuant to law.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mer. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

Charles E. Buell, of Madison, Wis.; Silas C. Sweet, of Des Moines,
Towa; William Henry Dennis, of Washington, D. C., and Simon Lyon,
of Washington, D. C.; were admitted to practice.

The Chief Justice announced that the court would commence the call
of the docket to-morrow, pursuant to the twenty-sixth rule.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Tuesday, October 13, will be as follows: Nos. 2, 3,
4, 5 (and 6 and 7), 8, 9, 10 (and 16), 11 (and 129 and 130), 12, and 14
(and 15).
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Turspay, OcToBER 13, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White, and Mr. Justice Peckham.

Thomas F. West, of Fort Worth, Texas; Fred. W. Bentley, of
Wichita, Kans.; David Smyth, of Wichita, Kans. ; Edward L. Gies, of
Washington, D. C.; Henry J. Grannis, of Duluth, Minn.; L. H. Spil-
man, of Knoxville, Tenn., and Warren S. Burt, of New York City, were
admitted to practice.

No. 4.—Joseph Lalone et al., appellants, v. The United States. Sub-
mitted by Mr. A. T. Britton and Mr. A. B. Browne for the plaintiffs in
error, with leave to Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the defendant in
error to file brief within one weck, and to counsel for the plaintiffs
in error to reply thereto within three days thereafter.

No. 33.—David G. Swaim, appellant, . The United States. Passed,
subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26, on motion of Mr. Solicitor-
General Conrad, for the appellee.

No. 45.—The United States, appellant, v. Earl B. Coe. Passed, subject
to the provisions of section 9, rule 26, on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General
Conrad for the appellee.

No. 508.—Mollie King et al., plaintiffs in error, . The United States.
Confession of error submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad, Mr.
Assistant Attorney-General Whitney, and DMr. Assistant Attorney-
General Dickinson for the defendant in error.

No. 522.—L. I. Rosencraus, plaintiff in error, v. The United States;

No. 536.—James Mills, plaintiff in error, v. The United States;

No. 551.—Herman Keck, plaintiff in error, v. The United States;

‘No. 563.—The Interstate Commerce Commission, appellant, v. The
Alabama Midland Railway Company ;

No. 578.—Jess Nofire and John Nofire, plaintiffs in error, v. The
United States;

No. 579.—C. L. Addington, plaintiff in error, v. The United States,
and

No. 588.—Frank - Carver, plaintiff in error, ». The United States.
Motions to advance submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the
United States and the Interstate Commerce Commission.
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No. 606.—The United States, appellant, v. George P. Lies & Co.
Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the second circuit submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad
and Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Whitney for the appellant in sup-
port of the petition, and by Mr. Charles Curie, Mr. W. Wickham
Smith, and Mr. David Ives Mackie for the appellees, in opposition
thereto.

No. .—Warren E. Price, plaintiff' in error, v. The United States.
Motion to docket and dismiss submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad
for the defendant in error.

No. 31.—Rufus E. Graves, plaintiff in error, . The United States.
Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26, on motion of Mr.
Assistant Attorney-General Whitney for the defendant in error.

No. 333.—The United States ex rel. Charles D. Long, plaintiff in
error, v. William Lochren, Commissioner of Pensions. Motion to dis-
miss submitted by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Whitney in support of
motion.

No. 530.—The United States, appellant, v. Edward Kurtz. Sub-
mitted pursnant to the twentieth rule by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General
Dodge for the appellant, and by Mr. Charles C. Lancaster for the
appellee.

No. 617.—The District of Columbia, appellant, v. George E. Johnson,
administrator, ete. ;

No. 618.—The District of Columbia, appellant, . Margaret R.
Sheckels et al. ;

No. 619.—The District of Columbia, appellant, v. John T. H. Hall,
and

No. 620.—The District of Columbia, appellant, v. William Dickson,
assignee. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. Assistant Attorney-
General Dodge for the appellant.

No. 402.—George McElroy et al., plaintiffs in error, v. The United
States. Submitted by Mr. William M. Cravens for the plaintiffs in error, .
and by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson for the defendant in
error.

No. 547.—The United States, plaintiff, v. Henry Hewecker. Motion
to dismiss submitted by Mr. A. J. Rose in support of motion, and by
Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson in opposition thereto.

No. 344.—The United States, appellant, ». The American Bell Tele-
phone Company etal. Motion for leave to file brief herein on behalf of
the Standard Telephone Company submitted by Mr. James McNaught in
support of motion.
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No. 622.—The County of Mercer, in the State of Kentucky, plaintiff
in error, v. The Provident Life and Trust Company. Petition for a writ
of certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals for the sixth
circuit submitted by Mr. Samuel Dickson and Mr. Thomas W. Bullitt
for the defendant in error in support of petition, and by Mr. A. P. Hum-
phrey and Mr. George M. Davie for the plaintiff in error in opposition
thereto.

No. 3.—The City of New Orleans, appellant, ¢. The Texas and Pacific
Railway Company et al. Passed to be restored to the call after sixty
days on motion of Mr. W. Willoughby in behalf of counsel.

No. 596.—Henry J. Havnor, plaintiff’ in error, v. The People of the
State of New York. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. Warren S.
Burt and Mr. Albert I. Sire for the plaintiff in error.

No. 608.—Ray W. Jones, appellant, v. Patrick Meehan et al. Motiom
to advance submitted by Mr. George E. Hamilton in behalf of counsel
for the appellant, and by Mr. C. D. O’Brien and Mr. Orville Rinehart
in opposition thereto.

No. 550.—The Warren Valley Stock Company, appellant, v. Hoke
Smith, Secretary of the Interior, et al. Motion to advance submitted
by Mr. Frederic D. McKenney for the appellant.

No. 22.—John H. MecBride, appellant, . The Grand De Tour Plow
Company et al. Passed on motion of Mr. Frederic D. McKenney in
behalf of counsel.

No. 512.—The Hurlbut Land and Cattle Company, appellant, v. John
S. Truscott, county treasurer, ete. Motion to advance submitted by sMr.
J. M. Wilson for the appellant.

No. 586.—Levi C. Weir, President of the Adams Express Company,
appellant, . L. C. Norman, auditor of public accounts of Kentucky ; and

No. 614+.—The Western Union Telegraph Company,”appellant, v.
L. C. Norman, auditor of public accounts of Kentucky. Motions to
advance submitted by Mr. Lawrence Maxwell, jr., and Mr. W. A.
Sudduth for the appellants, and by Mr. W. J. Hendrick for the appellee.

No. 497.—John F. Bushnell, plaintiff in error, v. Cyrus A. Leland,
receiver, etc. DMotion to advance submitted by Mr. Edward Winslow
Paige and Mr. F. W. Holden for the defendant in error.

Nos. 509 and 510.—The American Security and Trust Company, of
New York, plaintiff in error, v. Frederick N. Pauly, as receiver, etc.
Motion to advance submitted by Mr. Edward Winslow Paige for the
defendant in error.

No. 535.—The United States, appellant, ¢. Charles G. Gilliat, admin-
istrator, ete.  Motion to dismiss submitted by Mr. F. W. Hackett in sup-
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port of motion, and by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dodge and Mr.
Charles W. Russell in opposition thereto.

No. 561.—Prentiss D. Cheney, appellant, v. John S. Bilby. Petition
for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals for
the eighth circuit submitted by Mr. Charles E. Magoon for the appel-
lant in support of the petition.

No. 601.—E. H. Hubbard, assignee, etc., appellant, v. J. Kennedy
Tod et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit
court of appeals for the eighth circuit submitted by Mr. A. B. Browne in
behalf of Mr. John C. Coombs and Mr. Henry J. Taylor for the appel-
lant in support of the petition.

No. 615.—Caroline M. Forsyth, appellant, v. The City of Hammond
et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court
of appeals for the seventh circuit submitted by Mr. A. B. Browne in
behalf of Mr. Charles H. Aldrich for the appellees in support of the
petition, and by Mr. W. H. H. Miller, Mr. Ferd. Winter and Mr. John
B. Elam for the appellant in opposition thereto.

No. 549.—Lewis Perrine et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Mary Kemble
Slack. Motion for a writ of supersedeas or other appropriate writ sub-
mitted by Mr. Calderon Carlisle, Mr. J. M. Wilson and Mr. William
G. Johnson for the plaintiffs in error in support of motion with leave
to counsel for the defendant in error to file briefs in opposition thereto
on or before the 21st instant.

No. 264.—Octavia J. Parsons, plaintiff’ in error, v. Gustav Venzke
et al. Submitted pursuant to the twentieth rule by Mr. Seth Newman
for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. W. H. Standish for the defendant
in error.

No. 65.—The Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis Railroad Com-
pany, plaintiff in error, v. J. M. Seawell etal. In error to the supreme
court of the State of Missouri. Dismissed per stipulation.

No. 207.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, appellant, v. The
City of Spokane et al. Appeal from the United States circuit court of
appeals for the ninth circuit. Dismissed with costs on authority of coun-
sel for the appellant.

No. 236.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Eugene Teeter. In error to the United States circuit court of appeals
for the eighth circuit. Dismissed per stipulation.

No. 237.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Andrew Mortenson. In error to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the eighth circuit. Dismissed per stipulation.
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No. 315.—Temple Short et al., appellants, v. John F. Pierce et al.
Appeal from the supreme court of the Territory of Utah. Dismissed
with costs on authority of counsel for appellants, and cause remanded to
the supreme court of the State of Utah.

No. +41.—The Mount Pleasant Equitable Co-Op. et al., appellants, v.
W. P. Noble Mercantile Company et al. Appeal from the supreme
court of the Territors of Utah. Dismissed with costs per stipulation,
and cause remanded to the supreme court of the State of Utah. Mandate
granted.

No. 429.—James Dyer, plaintiff in error, . The United States. Motion
to advance submitted by Mr. A. B. Browne in behalf of counsel for the
plaintiff in error.

No. 2—Albert Price et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Elijah Chism. In
error to the supreme court of the State of Arkansas. Dismissed with
costs pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 5.—The Dubuque and Sioux City Railroad Company, appellant,
v. Joseph Sampson, trustee;

No. 6.—Joseph Sampson, trustee, appellant, v. The Illinois Central
Railroad Company et al.; and

No. 7.—The Cedar Ialls and Minnesota Railroad Company, appellant,
v. The Illinois Central Railroad Company. Appeals from the circuit court
of the United States for the northern district of Illinois. Dismissed
per stipulation.

Ne. 11.—The Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, plaintiff
in error, v. The City of Chicago. Passed until Nos. 129 and 130 are
reached, on motion of Mr. John J. Herrich for plaintiffs in error in
Nos. 129 and 130. |

No. 12.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Junius G. Sanders et al.. Passed subject to the provisions of section
9, rule 26.

No. 8.—The State of Wisconsin ex rel. John R. Baltzell, plaintiff in
error, v. Robert G. Siedecker, circuit judge, etc. Argued by Mr.
Charles E. Buell for the defendant in error, and submitted by Mr. A. L.
Sanborn for the plaintiff in error.

No. 9.—Zeph T. Hill, plaintiff in error, z. John Corcoran. Argued by
Mr. W. C. Beecher for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. Frederic D.
McKenney for the defendant in error.
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No. 10.—The Prairie State National Bank of Chicago, I1l., appellant,
v. The United States, and

No. 16.—The United States, appellant, v. Charles A. Hitchcock et al.
Argument commenced by Mr. Howard Henderson for the appellant in
No. 10.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, October 14, will be as follows: Nos. 10
(and 16), 14 (and 15), 17, 19, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26 and 30.

C



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

WeDNESDAY, OcTOBER 14, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Kield, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 85.—Santiago Ainsa, administrator, ete., appellant, v. The New
Mexico and Arizona Railroad Company ; and

No. 86.—Santiago Ainsa, administrator, etc., appellant, . The New
Mexico and Arizona Railroad Company et al. Passed, to be heard with
No. 181 as one case when that case is reached, on motion of Mr. M. G.
Reynolds, in behalf of counsel.

No. 32.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, appellant, «. Charles
W. Cannon et al. Appeal from the United States circuit court of
appeals for the ninth ecircuit. Dismissed with costs on motion of Mr.
A. B. Browne for the appellant.

No. 321.—The United States, appellant, . The Winona and St.
Peter Railroad Company et al.; and

No. 322.—The United States, appellant, v. The St. Paul and Sioux
City Railroad Company et al. Reassigned for argument on the 9th of
November on motion of Mr. A. B. Browne in behalf of counsel.

No. 602.—The Winona and St. Peter Railroad Company et al., appel-
lants, v. The United States. Ordered that this cause be submitted on
briefs to be filed during the week commencing November 9 on motion
of Mr. A. B. Browne in behalf of counsel.

No. 19.—The United States, appellant, v. Philip Roettinger, admin-
istrator of Jacob Clark, deceased. Appeal from the Court of Claims.
Dismissed per stipulation.

No. 24.—Ana J. Dominguez de Guyer et al., plaintiffs in error, .
William Banning. Passed subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26.

No. 10.—The Prairie State National Bank of Chicago, Ill., appellant,
v. The United States; and

No. 16.—The United States, appellant, v. Charles A. Hitcheock et al.
Argument continued by Mr. Howard Henderson for the appellant in
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No. 10; by Mr. George A. King for the appellees in No. 16, and con-
cluded by Mr. A. B. Browne for the appellant in No. 10, and submitted
by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dodge for the United States.

Nos. 14 and 15.—The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha
Railway Company, plaintift’ in error, ». John Roberts. Argument com-
menced by Mr. Thomas Wilson for the plaintiff in error and continued
by Mr. J. L. Macdonald for the defendant in error.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, October 15, will be as follows: Nos. 14
(and 15), 17, 20, 21, 25, 26, 30, 37, 40, and 41.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TuurspAay, OcToBER 15, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

The Chief Justice announced the following order:

No. ———W. E. Price, plaintiff in error, ». The United States.
Motion to docket and dismiss denied, and leave granted plaintiff’ in error
to appear in propria persona and docket the case.

No. 361.—The Southern Pacific Railroad Company et al., appellants,
v. The United States. Reassigned for argument on November 9 after
the case already set down for that day on motion of Mr. Assistant A ttor-
ney-General Dickinson for the appellee.

No. 40.—Amado Chaves et al., appellants, v. The United States et al. ;

No. 41.—The Pueblos of Zia et al., appellants, v. The United States
et al.;

No. 42.—Manuel Crespin et al., appellants, v. The United States; and

No. 43.—Leandro Sandoval et al., appellants, v. The United States et
al. Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26.

No. 30.—O. T. Moore, plaintiff in error, v. The City of Eufaula. In
error to the supreme court of the State of Alabama. Dismissed with costs
on motion of Mr. J. II. Ashton for the plaintiff' in error.

Nos. 14 and 15.—The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Onmha
Railway Company, plaintiff in error, ». John Roberts. Argument con-
tinued by Mr. J. L. Macdonald for the defendant in error, and concluded
by Mr. Thomas Wilson for the plaintiff in error.

No. 17.—William Henry, appellant, v. The Alabama and Vicksburg
Railroad Company. Submitted by Mr. Wade R. Young for the appellant.
No brief filed for the appellee.

No. 20.—Henry H. Tucker, appellant, ©. Gordon McKay, trustee,
etc. Argument commenced by Mr. Charles Allen Taber for the appel-
lant. The court declined to hear further argument.
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No. 21.—The Wisconsin Central Railroad Company, appellant, v. The
United States. Argument commenced by Mr. Louis D. Brandeis for
the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Friday, October 16, will be as follows: Nos. 21, 25,
26, 37, 46, 49, 52, 57, 58 and 59.

e



12

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Fripay, OcToBER 16, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr, Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Gray,
Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice
White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

P. B. McKenzie, of Eufaula, Ala.; Michael F. McCullen, of Phila-
delphia, Pa.; John Jackson Hubbell, of Newark, N. J., and Beverley T.
Crump, of Richmond, Va., were admitted to practice.

No. 318.—The United States, appellant, v. The Oregon and Cali-
fornia Railroad Company et al. Reassigned for argument on the 9th of
November after the cases already set down for that day on motion of
Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson for the appellant.

No. 59.—R. L. Walker et al., plaintiffs in error, v. E. Collins et al.,
partners, ete. Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26.

No. 178.—The East Tennessee, Virginia, and Georgia Railway Com-
pany et al., appellants, . \WW. R. Jordan. Appeal from the circuit court
of the United States for the southern district of Georgia. Dismissed
with costs per stipulation.

No. 21.—The Wisconsin Central Railroad Company, appellant, v. The
United States. Argument continued by Mr. Louis D. Brandeis for the
appellant and concluded by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dodge for
the appellee.

No. 25.—William G. Ford et al., appellants, v. The Delta and Pine
Land Company et al. Argument commenced by Mr. Casey Young for
the appellants and continued by Mr. Frank Johnston for the appellees.

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Monday, October 19, will be as follows: Nos. 25, 26,
37, 46, 49, 52, 57, 58, 356 (and 357) and 314.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Moxpay, OctoBER 19, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mzr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

Fred. W. Keam, of Cincinnati, Ohio; Rankin D. Jones, of Cincin-
nati, Ohio; Joseph T. Richards, of Salt Lake City, Utah ; Edward H.
Thomas, of Washington, D. C., and James H. MecIntosh, of Omaha,
Nebr., were admitted to practice.

No. 48,—The Bear Lake and River Water Works and Irrigation
Company et al., appellants, v. William Garland et al. Appeal from the
supreme court of the Territory of Utah. Decree affirmed with costs and
cause remanded to the supreme court of the State of Utah. Opinion by
Mzr. Justice Peckham.

No. 27.—The American Road Machine Company, appellant, v. The
Pennock and Sharp Company et al. Appeal from the circuit court of
the United States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. Decree
affimed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice Fuller.

The Chief Justice announced the following orders of the court:

No. 6, of October term, 1895.—The Singer Manufacturing Company,
appellant, ». The June Manufacturing Company ;

No. 7, of October term, 1895.—The Singer Manufacturing Company,
appellant, v. George P. Bent; and

-No. 195, of October term, 1895.—The United States, appellant, v.
The Winchester and Potomac Railroad Company. Orders staying man-
dates herein vacated.

No. 586.—Levi C. Weir, president, etc., appellant, v. L. C. Norman,
auditor, ete.; and

No. 614.—The Western Union Telegraph Company, appellant, v. L.
C. Norman, auditor, etc. Motions to advance granted, and cases assigned
for argument with Nos. 337, 338, 339, 340, 352, 398, 399, 400, 401, and
405, as one case, on the 7th of December, next, and Nos. 337, 338, 339,
340, 352, 398, 399, 400, 401, 405, 448, 469, 470 and 471, reassigned
for argument on that day.
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No. 344.—The United States, appellant, v. The American Bell Tele-
phone Company et al. Motion of counsel for the Standard Telephone
Company to file brief herein granted.

No. 429.—James Dyer, plaintiff in error, v. The United States; and

No. 497.—John F. Bushnell, plaintiff in error, v. Cyrus A. Leland,
receiver, etc. Motions to advance granted and cases assigned for argu-
ment on the 7th day of December next after the cases already set down
for that day.

No. 508.—Mollie King et al., plaintiffs in error, v. The United States.
In error to the circuit court of the United States for the western district
of Arkansas. Judgment reversed upon confession of error by counsel
for the defendant in error and cause remanded for further proceedings in
conformity to law.

Nos. 509 and 510.—The American Surety Company, of New York,
plaintiff in error, v. Frederick N. Pauly, as receiver, etc. Motion to
advance denied.

No. 512.—The Hurlbut Land and Cattle Company, appellant, v. John
S. Truscott, county treasurer. Motion to advance denied.

No. 522.—L. I. Rosencrans, plaintiff in error, v. The United States;

No. 536.—James Mills, plaintiff' in error, v. The United States;

No. 551.—Herman Keck, plaintiff in error, v. The United States ;

No. 578.—Jess Nofire et al., plaintiffs in error, v. The United States;

No. 579.—C. L. Addington, plaintiff’ in error, v. The United States;

No. 588.—Frank Carver, plaintiff in error, v. The United States ; and

No. 550.—The Warner Valley Stock Company, appellant, v. Hoke
Smith, Secretary, etc., et al. Motions to advance granted and cases
assigned for argument on the 7th of December next after the cases
already set down for that day.

No. 561.—Prentiss D. Cheney, appellant, ©. John S. Bilby. Petition
for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals for the
eighth circuit denied.

No. 563.—The Interstate Commerce Commission, appellant, v. The
Alabama Midland Railway Company et al. Motion to advance granted
and cause assigned for argument on the third Monday of January, 1897,

No. 596.—Henry J. Havnor, plaintiff in error, v. The People of the
State of New York. Motion to advance denied.

No. 601.—E. H. Hubbard, assignee, etc., appellant, «. J. Kennedy Tod
et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court
of appeals for the eighth circuit granted.

No. 606.—The United States, appellant, v. George P. Lies & Co.
Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the second circuit granted.
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No. 608.—Ray W. Jones, appellant, v. Patrick Meehan et al.  Motion
to advance denied.

No. 615.—Caroline M. Forsyth, appellant, ». The City of Hammond
et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court
of appeals for the seventh circuit granted.

No. 617.—The District of Columbia, appellant, v. George E. Johnson,
administrator, etec.;

No. 618.—The District of Columbia, appellant, v. Margaret R. Sheckels
et al., etc.;

No. 619.—The District of Columbia, appellant, v. Joseph T. H. Hall;
and

No. 620.—The District of Columbia, appellant, . William Dickson,
assignee, etc. Motion to advance denied.

No. 622.—The County of Mercer, in the State of Kentucky, plaintiff
in error, v. The Provident Life and Trust Company, cte. Writ of cer-
tiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals for the sixth circuit
granted.

No. 17.—William Henry, appellant, ». The Alabama and Vicksburg
Railroad Company. Appeal from the circuit court of the United States
for the southern district of Mississippi. Dismissed with costs on the
authority of Jacobs v. George, 150 United States, 415.

No. 20.—Henry H. Tucker, appellant, v. Gordon McKay, trustee,
cte. Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district
of Massachusetts. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on the authority
of Smith v. McKay, 161 United States, 355.

No. 533.—Aldace F. Walker et al., receivers, ete., appellants, v. Wil-
son T. Keenan et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United
States circuit court of appeals for the seventh circuit denied. (Mr.
Justice Gray took no part in the consideration of this application.)

No. 625.—Warren E. Price, plaintiff in error, ». The United States.
Advanced and assigned for argument on the third Monday of January,
1897, on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the defendant in
error.

No. 495.—Albert L. France, et al., plaintiffs in error, v. The United
States. Reassigned for argument on the 9th of November next after the
cases alrcady set down for that day on motion of Mr. Assistant Attorney-
General Whitney for the defendant in error.

No. 472.—Joseph R. Dunlop, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Reassigned for argument on the 14th of Dccember next on motion of
Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson for the defendant in error.
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No. —, Original.—Ex parte: In the matter of Augustus I. Ambler,
petitioner. Motion for leave to file petition submitted by Mr. C. E.
Barber for the petitioner.

No. 319.—The United States, appellant, ». The Union Pacific Rail-
way Company et al. Reassigned for argument with Nos. 321 and 322
as one case, on the 9th of November next, on motion of Mr. J. M.
‘Wilson, in behalf of counsel.

No. 635.—Kingman & Co., plaintiffs in error, v. The Western Manu-
facturing Company. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United
States circuit court of appeals for the eighth circuit submitted by Mr.
James H. MecIntosh for the plaintiffs in error in support of the petition.

No. 556.—William Dugald Stuart, plaintiff in error, ». The City of
Kaston. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit
court of appeals for the third cireuit submitted by Mr. C. B. Taylor, Mr.
A. T. Freedley, and Mr. W. B. Rawle for the plaintiff in error in sup-
port of the petition.

No. 573.—The Boston Safe Deposit and Trust Company, appellant, v.
Grant Wilkins et al.; and

.No. 574.—The Boston Safe Deposit and Trust Company, appellant, v.
Samuel W. Groome et al. Petitions for writs of certiorari to the United
States circuit court of appeals for the fifth circuit submitted by Mr.
Henry B. Tompkins for the appellant, in support of petitions, and by
Mr. C. E. Lucky and Mr. L. H. Spilman for Wilkins et al., and M.
Willard Parker Butler for Groome et al., in opposition thereto.

No. 447.—E. W. Agnew, plaintiff’ in error, v. The United States.
Reassigned for argument on the 9th of November next, after the cases
already set down for that day, on motion of Mr. E. K. Foster for the
plaintiff in error.

No. 627.—Abram W. Hendry et al., appellants, ©. Ocean Steamship
Company;

No. 629.—The Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company,
appellant, v. The Norfolk and Western Railroad Company ; and

No. 630.—The Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company,
appellant, v. The Norfolk and Western Railroad Company et al. Peti-
tions for writs of certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals
for the first circuit submitted by Mr. Eugene P. Carver and Mr. Edward
E. Blodgett for the appellants in support of the petitions, with leave to
counsel for the appellees to file briefs in opposition thereto within one
week,

No. 57.—The Western Union Telegraph Company, plaintiff in error,
v. J. O. Tyler. In error to the supreme court of appeals of the State of
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Virginia. Dismissed with costs, on motion of Mr. J. Hubley Ashton
for the plamtiff in error.

No. 152.—R. J. Dailey et al., plaintiffs in error, v. The State of Ohio.
In error to the supreme court of the State of Ohio. Dismissed with
costs, on motion of Mr. J. Hubley Ashton for the plaintiffs in error.

No. 284.—Charles W. Nordstrom, plaintiff in error, ». The State of
Washington. Reassigned for argument on the 30th of November next,
on motion of Mr. Henry E. Davis in behalf of counsel.

No. 284.—Charles V. Nordstrom, plaintiff in error, . The State of
Washington. DMotion for leave to proceed in forma pauperis, and that
record be printed at public expense. Submitted by Mr. Henry E. Davis
in behalf of counsel for the plaintiff in error.

No. 370.—The Franklin Sugar Refining Company, appellant, v. The
Steamship Silvia, etec. DMotion to advance submitted by Mr. J. Parker
Kirlin for the appellee.

No. 631.—Charles H. Bauman et al.; appellants, ¢. John W. Ross et
al., Commissioners of the District of Columbia;

No. 632.—John W. Ross et al., Commissioners of the District of
Columbia, appellants, v. Charles H. Bauman et al. ;

No. 633.—Butler F. Abbot, appellant, . John W. Ross et al., Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia ; and

No. 634.—John W. Ross et al., Commissioners of the District of
Columbia, appellants, v. Charles II. Armes et al. Motions to advance
submitted by Mr. A. S. Worthington in support of motions.

No. 489.—The Press Publishing Company, plaintiff in error, wv.
Harriet Monroe. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted by M.
George H. Yeaman and Mr. Henry S. Monroe in support of motions,
and by Mr. John M. Bowers in opposition thereto.

No. 25.—VWilliam G. Ford et al., appellants, v. The Delta and Pine
Land Company et al. Argument continued by Mr. Frank Johnston for
the appellees and concluded by Mr. Casey Young for the appellants.

No. 26.—George F. Tuttle, plaintiff in error, ». P. Crowley, chief of
police, ete. Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26.

No. 375.—Sandy White, plaintiff'in error, ». The United States. Sub-
mitted by Mr. J. A. W. Smith for the plaintiff in error and by Mr.
Assistant Attorney-General Whitney for the defendant in error.

No. 37.—The United States, appellant, v. Alfred H. Elliott et al.
Argument commenced by Mr. George H. Gorman for the appellant,
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continued by Mr. James Lowndes for the appellees, and concluded by
Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dodge for the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Tuesday, October 20, will be as follows: Nos. 52, 49,
46, 58, 60, 356 (and 357), 314, 410 (and 411, 412, and 413), 415 and 344.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TuEespay, OcToBER 20, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice
White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

M. C. Butler, of Edgefield, S. C., was admitted to practice.

No. 334.—Robert Robertson et al., appellants, ». The United States
et al. Reassigned for argument on the 7th of December next, after the
cases already set down for that day, on motion of Mr. J. H. Ralston for
the appellants.

No. 462.—The Henderson Bridge Company, plaintiff' in error, v. The
Commonwealth of Kentucky. Advanced, to be heard with Nos. 536
and 614, as one case, on the 7th of December next.

No. 343.—L. A. Lincecum, plaintiff’ in error, ». The United States.
Leave granted to Mr. John T. Morgan to withdraw his appearance for
the plaintiff in error herein.

No. 344.—The United States, appellant, ©. The Anierican Bell Tele-
phone Company et al. Reassigned for argument on the 9th of Novem-
ber next at the head of the call. '

No. 218.—The Yosemite Mining and Milling Company, appellant, v.
Joseph E. Galigher etal.  Appeal from the supreme court of the Territory
of Utah. Dismissed per stipulation and cause remanded to the supreme
court of the State of Utah. Mandate granted.

No. 52.—The Germania Iron Company et al., appellants, . The United
States. Argued by Mr. William W. Billson for the appellants and by
Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson for the appellee.

No. 49.—The United States, appellant, «. William J. Verdier, admin-
istrator. Argued by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dodge for the
appellant and by Mr. Harvey Spalding for the appellee.

No. 494.—C. S. Wight, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
~ Passed on motion of Mr. Attorney-General Harmon for the defendant in
error.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, October 21, will be as follows: Nos. 46,
58, 60, 356 (and 357), 314, 410 (and 411, 412 and 413), 415, 393, 416

and 300.
@)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice
White and Mr. Justice Peclkkham.

W. B. Lamar, of Tallahassee, Fla., was admitted to practice.

No. 314. ant, v. James R. Jesup et al., trustees,
etal. heasagned for awumcnt on the 30th of N ovembel next, after the
cases already set down for that day.

No. 415.—The New York Indians, appellants, v. The United States.
Reassigned for argument on the 30th of November next, after the cases
already set down for that day, on motion of Mr. Henry K. Davis for the
appellants.

No. 87.—F. R. Osborne, plaintiff' in error, . The State of Florida.
Reassigned for argument on the 30th of November next, after the cases
already set down for that day, on motion of Mr. W. B. Lamar for the
defendant in error. ‘

No. 58.—The Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, appellant, ». Clifton Can-
non, sheriff, ete., et al.  Argued by Mr. William A. Maury for the appel-
lant, and submitted by Mr. M. J. Cunningham, Mry. A. H. Leonard, and
Mzr. Alexander Porter Morvse for the appellees.

No. 46.—The Central Pacific Railway Company, appellant, v. The
*United States. Argued by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the appel-
lee, and submitted by Mr. Joseph K. McCammon and Mr. Charles H.
Tweed for the appellant.

No. 356.—The United States, plaintiff’ in error, v. Martin T. Me-
Mahon; and

No. 357.—Martin T. McMahon plaintiff in error, ». The United
States. Argued by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dodge for the
United States, and by Mr. Richard R. McMahon for Martin T.
MecMahon.

No. 60.—W. B. Grimes Dry Goods Company, plaintiff in error, v.
John Malcolm, and Paul Waples, trustee. Argued by Mr. Arthur G.
Moseley for the defendants in error, and submitted by Mr. G. B. Den-
ison for the plaintiff in error.
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No. 410.—J. M. Scott et al., appellants, v. James Donald ;

No. 411.—J. M. Scott, plaintiff in error, v. James Donald;

No. 412.—J. M. Scott, plaintiff in- error, v. James Donald; and

No. 413.—R. M. Gardner et al., plaintiffs in error, ». James Donald.
Argument commenced by Mr. William A. Barber for appellants and
plaintiffs in error, and continued by Mr. J. P. Kennedy Bryan for the
appellee and defendant in error.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, October 22, will be as follows: Nos. 410,
(and 411, 412 and 413), 393, 416, 300, 343, 403 (and 426), 336, 439,
480 and 485.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TaURSDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice
White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 549.—Lewis Perrine et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Mary Kemble
Slack. Leave granted to file reply brief herein on or before to-morrow,
on motion of Mr. Calderon Carlisle for the plaintiffs in error.

No. 343.—L. A. Lincecum, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Passed.

No. 336.—Avington A. Edgington, plaintiff in error, v. The United
States. Passed.

No. 439.—Cul. Rowe, plaintiff in error, v. The United States. Sub-
mitted by Mr. Ben T. Duval and Mr. William M. Cravens for the
plaintiff in error, and by Mr. Assistant A ttorney-General Dickinson for
the defendant in error.

No. 480.—Lowry W. Humes, plaintiff in error, ». The United States.
In error to the circuit court of the United States for the western district
of Tennessee. Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 393.—Charles W. Acers, plaintiff in error, ». The United States.
Submitted, with leave to plaintiff in error to file brief within one week,
and to defendant in error to file brief within three days thereafter, on
motion of Mr. R. C. Garland for the plaintiff’ in error.

No. 410.—J. M. Scott et al., appellants, ». James Donald ;

No. 411.—J. M. Scott, plaintiff’ in error, v. James Donald;

No. 412.—J. M. Scott, plaintiff in error, ». James Donald; and

No. 413.—R. M. Gardner et al., plaintiffs in error, v. James Donald.
Argument continued by Mr. J. P. Kennedy Bryan for appellee and
defendant in error, and concluded by Mr. William A. Barber for the
appellants and plaintiffs in error.

No. 416.—James B. Wilson, plaintiff in error, v. The United States,
Submitted, with leave to counsel for both sides to file briefs within one
week. '
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No. 300.—The Central Railroad and Banking Company of Georgia
et al., appellants, v. William A. Wright, comptroller-general of the State
of Georgia. Argued by Mr. A. R. Lawton for the appellants, and by
Mcr. J. M. Terrell for the appellee.

No. 403.—Boyden Power Brake Company et al., appellants, v. George
‘Westinghouse, jr., et al.; and

No. 426.—George Westinghouse, jr., et al., appellants, v. Boyden
Power Brake Company et al. Argument commenced by Mr. George H.
Christy for Westinghouse et al.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Friday, October 23, will be as follows: Nos. 403 (and
426), 485, 486, 371, 381, 389, 496, 61, 62 and 63.

@)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Fripay, OcToBER 23, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice
‘White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

W. B. Felker, of Denver, Colo., was admitted to practice.

No. 486.—Richard D. Uhthoff, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
In error to the district court of the United States for the district of
Maryland. Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 371.—Alexander Allen, plaintiff in error, ©. The United States.
Submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the defendant in error.
No counsel appeared for plaintiff in error.

No. 381.—John Brown, plaintiff in error, ». The United States. Sub-
mitted by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson for the defendant
in error, with leave to file brief within one week. No counsel appeared
for plaintiff' in error.

No. 389.—Henry Starr, plaintiff in error, v. The United States. Sub-
mitted by Mr. A. H. Garland for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr.
Solicitor-General Conrad for the defendant in error.

No. 496.—Pleasant Draper, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Submitted by Mr. J. W. Strevell for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr.
Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson for the defendant in error, with
leave to file brief within one week.

No. 62.—J. J. Douglas, plaintiff in error, v. The Commonyealth of
Kentucky. Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26.

No. 511.—The Mutual Benefit Life Insurance Company, appellant, v.
William Huebner et al. Appeal from the circuit court of the United
States for the district of Kansas. Dismissed with costs, on motion of
counsel for appellant.

No. 403.—Boyden Power Brake Company et al., appellants, v. George
‘Westinghouse, jr., et al.; and

No. 426.—George Westinghouse, jr., et al., appellants, v. Boyden
Power Brake Company et al. Argument continued by Mr. Lysander
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Hill and Mr. Hector T. Fenton for the Boyden Company et al., and
concluded by Mr. Frederic H. Betts for Westinghouse et al.

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock. The day call for Mon-
day, October 26, will be as follows: Nos. 485, 61, 63, 64, 66, 31, 67, 56
(and 68) 69 and 70.

©)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Moxpay, OcTOoBER 26, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Iield, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras and Mr. Justice White.

Robert S. Lovett, of Houston, Tex., and Edward S. Evarts, of
Chicago, Ill., were admitted to practice.

No. 535. —The United States, appellant, v. Charles G. Gllhat admin-
istrator, ete. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Dismissed. Opinion
by Mr. Justice Peckbam. (Announced by Mr. Chief Justice Fuller.)

No. 257.—Rose L. Saltonstall et al., executors, ete., plaintiffs in error,
v. Joseph Birtwell. On certiorari to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the first circuit. Judgment affirmed with costs, and cause
remanded to the circuit court of the United States for the district of
Massachusetts. Opinion by Mr. Justice Shiras. Dissenting, Mr. Chief
Justice Fuller, Mr. Justice Iield, Mr. Justice Harlan, and Mr. Justice
Brewer.

No. 530.—The United States, appellant, . Edward Kurtz. Appeal
from the Court of Claims. Judgment reversed and cause remanded, with

directions to enter a new judgment in conformity with the opinion of
this court. Opinion by Mr. Justice Brown.

No. 547.—The United States, plaintiff, v. Henry Hewecker. On a
certificate of division in opinion between the judges of the circunit court
of the United States for the southern district of New York. Dismissed.
Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice Fuller.

The Chief Justice also announced the following orders of the court:

No. 333.—The United States ex rel. Charles D. Long, plaintiff in
error, v. William Lochren, Commissioner of Pensions. In error to the
court of appeals of the District of Columbia. Dismissed without costs
to either party, on authority of United States v. Boutwell, 17 Wall., 604,
and other cases.

Perrine et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Mary Kemble
Slack. Counsel requested to file briefs on the question of the jurisdiction
of this court on or before the first Monday (2d) of November.
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No. 284.—Charles W. Nordstrom, plaintiff in error, v. The State of
Washington. Motion that record be printed at public expense granted.

No. 370.—The Franklin Sugar Refining Company, appellant, v. The
Steamship Silvia, ete. Motion to advance denied.

No. 573.—The Boston Safe Deposit and Trust Company, appellant, v,
Grant Wilkins et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United
States circuit court of appeals for the fifth circuit granted.

No. 574.—The Boston Safe Deposit and Trust Company, appellant, v.
Samuel W. Groome et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United
States circuit court of appeals for the fifth cireuit denied.

No. 631.—Charles H. Bauman et al., appellants, v. John W. Ross
et al., Commissioners, ete. ;

No. 632.—John W. Ross et al.,, Commissioners, ete., appellants, v.
Charles H. Bauman et al. ;

No. 633.—Butler F. Abbot, appellant, v. John W. Ross et al., Com-
missioners, etc.; and

No. 634.—John W. Ross et al., Commissioners, ete., appellants, v.
Charles H. Armes et al. Motions to advance granted and cases assigned
for argument on the third Monday of January next, to be heard as one
case, after the cases already set down for that day.

No. 635.—Kingman & Co., plaintiffs in error, v. The Western Manu-
facturing Company. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United
States circuit court of appeals for the eighth circuit granted.

No. —, Original.—Ex parte: In the matter of Augustus I. Ambler,
petitioner. Motion for leave to file petition ordered to be heard with the
application already pending.

No. 371.—Alexander Allen, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Ordered that the charge of the trial court be printed in full.

No. 19.—The United States, appellant, v. Philip Roettinger, adminis-
trator, ete. Mandate granted on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad
for the appellant.

No. 100.—The Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in
error, v. Robert Mingus. Leave granted to file brief herein in behalf
of the United States on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the
United States.

No. 494.—C. S. Wight, plaintiff in error, v. The United States,
Reassigned for argument at the foot of the call for November 4 next on
motion of Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Whitney for the defendant in
error. '

No. 78.—Augusta P. Glover et al., appellants, v. Mary E. Patten et al.
Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26, on motion of Mr.
Charles J. Bonaparte for the appellants.
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No. 552.—The Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis Railway
Company, plaintiff in error, v. The Long Island Loan and Trust Com-
pany, executor, ete. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted by Mr. E. W,
Kittredge and Mr. Joseph Wilby in support of motions, and by Mr.
Lawrence Maxwell, jr., and Mr. Charles E. Burr in opposition thereto.

No. 67.—The United States, appellant, . The Trans-Missouri Freight
Association et al. Passed on motion of Mr. Attorney-General Harmon
for the appellant.

No. 66.—Bernard Hussman, plaintiff' in error, v. William H. Durham.
Passed on account of the death of the plaintiff in error.

No. 31.—Rufus E. Graves, plaintiff in error, . The United States.
Passed.

No. 56.—William H. Wood, appellant, v. Moylan C. Fox, surviving
executor, etc.; and

No. 68.—John N. Whitney, appellant, . Moylan C. Fox, surviving
executor, ete. Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26.

No. —, Original—Ex parte: In the matter of Augustus I. Ambler,
petitioner. Argued by Mr. Augustus I. Ambler in propria persona.

No. 485.—Max Cohen, plaintiff in error, . The United States. Sub-
mitted by Mr. William Colton for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr.
Assistant Attorney-General Whitney for the defendant in error.

No. 61.—Henry K. Willard, administrator, etec., appellant, ¢. Thomas
N. Wood, executor, ete., et al. Argument commenced by Mr. William
H. Dennis for the appellant, and continued by Mr. John Sidney Webb
and Mr. John Selden for the appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Tuesday, October 27, will be as follows: Nos. 61, 63,
64, 69, 70, 71, 72 (and 73), 74, 75 and 76.

O
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Turspay, OcTOBER 27, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mzr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras and Mr. Justice White.

Robert Weil, of New York City, was admitted to practice.

No. 74.—G. F. B. Howard, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
In error to the circuit court of the United States for the western district
of Tennessee. Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 76.—William A. Phillips, plaintiff in error, v. The Cherokee
Nation or tribe of Indians et al. In error to the United States court in
the Indian Territory. Dismissed with costs, on motion of counsel for
the plaintiff' in error.

No. 61.—Henry K. Willard, administrator, etc., appellant, . Thomas
N. Wood, executor, ete., et al.  Argument concluded by Mr. Enoch Tot-
ten for the appellant.

No. 63.—Mrs. Lillian W. Egan and husband, plaintiffs in error, v.
A. Hart et al. Submitted with leave to counsel to file briefs within ten
days.

No. 64.—The Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Mary J. Laird. Submitted by Mr. A. T. Britton and Mr. A. B. Browne
for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. George H. Smith for the defendant
in error.

No. 69.—The United States, plaintiff in error, v. The Chicago, Rock
Island and Pacific Railroad Company. Argued by Mr. Solicitor-General
Conrad for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. Robert Mather for the
defendant in error.

No. 70.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error, v.
Leonard P. Colburn. Argued by Mr. C. W. Bunn for the plaintiff in
error. No brief filed for the defendant in error.

No. 71.—The Old Jordan Mining and Milling Company, plaintiff' in
error, v. Societe Anonyme des Mines de Lexington. Argued by Mr.
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L. T. Michener for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. J. M. Wilson for
the defendant in error.

Nos. 72 and 73.—Lewis C. Karrick, appellant, v. Charles L. Hanna-
man. Argument commenced by Mr. J. M. Wilson for the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, October 28, will be as follows: Nos. 72
(and 73), 75, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84 and 88.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

WEDXNESDAY, OCTOBER 28, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice Shiras and Mr. Justice
White. /

Edward St. Clair Thompson, of Washington, D. C.; was admitted to
practice.

No. 98.—The steam yacht Conqueror, etc., appellant, ¢. Frederick W.
Vanderbilt. Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26, on
motion of Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Whitney for the appellant.

No. 535.—The United States, appellant, . Charles G. Gilliat, admin-
istrator, etec. Mandate granted on motion of Mr. F. W. Hackett for the
appellee.

No. 100.—The Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff’ in
error, v. Robert Mingus. Passed on motion of Mr. A. B. Browne for the
plaintiff in error.

No. 77.—Charles M. Matthews et al., executors, etc., appellants, .
Peter Hevner et al. Appeal from the court of appeals of the District of
Columbia. Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 79.—J. M. Scales et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Charles Dillingham
et al., receivers, etc. Passed to the head of the call for Monday next,
on motion of Mr. Edward St. Clair Thompson for the plaintiffs in error.

No. 80.—James S. Valk, survivor, etc., appellant, v. The United
States et al. Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26, on
motion of Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Howry for the appellees.

No. 81.—James S. Standley et al., appellants, ¢. Stephen Roberts,
sheriff, etc. Appeal from the United States circuit court of appeals for
the eighth circuit. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 82.—George F. Dearborn, plaintiff.in error, v. Peter Moran et al.
Passed on motion of Mr. Frederic D. McKenney for the plaintiff in
error. :

No. 84.—William R. Watkins, plaintiff in error, v. William Rennie.
Passed on suggestion of death of plaintiff in error.
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Nos. 72 and 73.—Lewis C. Karrick, appellant, v. Charles L. Hanna-
man. Argument continued by Mr. J. M. Wilson for the appellant,
by Mr. J. L. Rawlins for the appellee, and concluded by Mr. J. M.
Wilson for the appellant.

No. 75.—Carlotta M. MacGreal et al., appellants, v. Rose M. Taylor
et al., executrices, etc. Argued by Mr. Henry E. Davis for the appel-
lants, and by Mr. Job Barnard and Mr. William F. Mattingly for the
appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, October 29, will be as follows: Nos. 83, 88,
89, 90 (and 91 to 97 inclusive), 99, 101, 102, 103, 104 and 105.

O
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras and Mr. Justice White.

Williamson W. Fuller, of New York City, was admitted to practice.

Nos. 90 to 97.—The State of Washington, appellant, «. M. L. Coovert.
Submitted by Mr. W. C. Jones for the appellant, with leave to Mr. Charles
C. Beaman, in behalf of Mr. Joseph H. Choate, to file statement for the
appellee.

No. 99.—D. S. Thomas, plaintiff in error, ¢. J. M. Lane et al., part-
ners, etc. In error to the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona.
Dismissed with costs pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 101.—J. S. Noble et al., plaintiffs in error, v. S. M. Mitchell.
Submitted by Mr. J. M. Chilton and Mr. A. A. Wiley for the plaintiffs
in error, and by Mr. Charles Wilkinson for the defendant in error.

No. 102.—The Panama Railroad Company, appellant, v. The Napier
Shipping Company, Limited. Passed, subject to the provisions of sec-
tion 9, rule 26, on motion of Mr. David D. Duncan, in behalf of counsel.

No. 104.—Henry M. Rector, appellant, v. Edward Fitagerald.
Passed, subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26.

No. 105.—The St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company,
plaintiff in error, . Leonard Mathews. Passed to be heard with No.
118 as one case on motion of Mr. David D. Duncan in behalf of connsel.

No. 83.—George A. Fowler et al., plaintiffs in error, . S. Warren
Lamson et al. Passed to the head of the call for Thursday next.

No. 88.—The Texas and Pacific Railway Company, plaintiff' in error,
v. Charles Manton, administrator, ete. Argued by Mr. David D. Dun-
can for the plaintiff in error, and submitted by Mr. James G. Dudley
and Mr. A. H. Garland for the defendant in error.

No. 89.—Frederick Maish et al., appellants, v. The Territory of
Arizona. Submitted by Mr. Charles W. Wright for the appellants, and
by Mr. William H. Barnes for the appellee.
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No. 103.—Springville City, plaintiff in error, v. Perry A. Thomas et
al.  Argued by Mr. J. L. Rawlins for the plaintiff in error, and sub-
mitted by Mr. P. L. Williams for the defendants in error.

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

The day call for Friday, October 30, will be as follows: Nos. 108, 109,
110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116 and 117.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Fripay, OcroBer 30, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras and Mr. Justice White.

No. 530.—The United States, appellant, v. Edward Kurtz. Mandate
granted on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the appellant.

No. 547.—The United States, plaintiff, v. Henry Hewecker. Man-
date granted on motion of Mr. A. J. Rose for the defendant.

No. 103.—Springville City, plaintiff in error, . Perry A. Thomas
et al. Leave granted to counsel in No. 242 to file briefs herein on or
before Monday next, on motion of Mr. J. M. Wilson for the plaintiff in
error in No. 242,

No. 108.—The city of New Orleans et al., appellants, v. The Citizens’
Bank of Louisiana. Passed on motion of Mr. William A. Mawry for
the appellee. .

No. 109.—The United States, appellant, v. Mitchell King. Passed
for settlement on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the
appellant.

No. 110.—Charles E. Collins, plaintiff in error, . The State of New
Hampshire. Passed to be heard with Nos. 382, 383 and 384, on motion
of Mr. Steele in behalf of counsel. :

No. 111.—The Grand Lodge of the State of Louisiana, I. and A.
Masons, plaintiff in error, v. The City of New Orleans. DPassed on
motion of Mr. Alexander Porter Morse in behalf of counsel.

No. 112.—Lewis Miller, plaintiff’ in error, v. The Cornwall Railroad
Company. Continued per stipulation.

No. 115.—The United States, appellant, v. Desiderio Gomez et al.
Passed for settlement on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the
appellant. o

No. 116.—The United States, appellant, ©. Frank Perew etal. Passed
for settlement on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the appel-
lant.
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No. 117.—Lewis C. Rockwell, plaintiff in error, v. The Farmers’
National Bank of Longmont. In error to the court of appeals of the
State of Colorado. Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 113.—Lewis M. Stone, appellant, ». The United States et al.
Submitted by Mr. W. B. Matthews, Mr. C. A. Keigum, and Mr. S.
Shellabarger for the appellant, and by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General
Howry for the appellees.

No. 114.—James H. De Vaughn et al., appellants, ¢. Sarah W. Hutch-
inson et al. Argued by Mr. H. O. Claughton for the appellants, and by
Mr. J. M. Wilson for the appellees.

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Monday, November 2, will be as follows: Nos. 118,
119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126 and 127.

©
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

MoxpAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlamn,.
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

Burton H. Loucks and Thomas M. Fields, of Washington, D. C.,
were admitted to practice.

No. 356.—The United States, plaintiff in error, v. Martin T. McMa-
hon ; and

No. 357.—Martin T. McMahon, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
In error to the United States circuit court of appeals for the second cir-
cuit. Judgment reversed and cause remanded to the circuit court of the
United States for the southern district of New York, with directions to
enter a new judgment in conformity with the opinion of this court.
Opinion by Mr. Justice Brown. ‘

No. 264.—Octavia J. Parsons, plaintiff in error, v. Gustav Venzke
et al. In error to the district court of Richland County, State of North
Dakota.  Judgment affirmed, with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice
Brewer.

No. 402.—George McElroy et al., plaintiffs in error, . The United
States. In error to the circuit court of the United States for the western
district of Arkansas. Judgments reversed and cause remanded, with
directions to grant a new trial, and for further proceedings to be had
therein in conformity with the opinion of this court. Opinion by Mr.
Chief Justice Fuller.

The Chief Justice also announced the following orders of the court:

No. 556.—William Dugald Stuart, plaintiff in error, ¢. The City of
Easton et al. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit
court of appeals for the third circuit. Granted.

No. 627.—Abram W. Hendry et al., appellants, . Ocean Steamship
Company. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit
court of appeals for the first circuit. Granted.
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No. 629.—The Merchants and DMiners’” Transportation Company,
appellant, . The Norfolk and Western Railroad Company, claimant; and

No. 630.—The Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company, appel-
lant, v. The Norfolk and Western Railroad Conipany etal. RPetition for
writs of certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals for the
first circuit denied.

No. 552.—The Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis Railway
Company, plaintiff in error, v. The Long Island Loan and Trust Com-
pany, executor, ete. Motions to dismiss or affirm postponed to the hear-
ing on the merits. :

No. 449.—The United States, appellant, v. Wong Kim Ark. Restored
to the docket and assigned for oral argument on the third Monday of
January next, after the cases already set down for that day.

No. 485.—Max Cohen, plaintiff in error, v. The United States. In
error to the district court of the United States for the district of Mary-
land. Judgment reversed and cause remanded for further proceedings to
be had therein in conformity to law on the authority of McElroy et al.
v. U. 8., No. 402, decided to-day.

No. 69.—The United States, plaintiff in error, v. The Chicago, Rock
Island and Pacific Railroad Company. Restored to the docket, with
leave to counsel to submit the same on brief already filed, or which
may be filed within thirty days herefrom.

No. 416.—James B. Wilson, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
In error to the district court of the United States for the district of
Indiana. Judgment affirmed, on the authority of Rosen «. U. S., 161
U. S, 89.

The Chief Justice also announced that the court would take a recess
from November 16 to November 30.

No. 132.—The United States, appellant, v. Aniceto Martinez et al.
Passed on motion of Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the appellant.

No. 513.—Elvyerton R. Chapman, plaintiff in error, ». The United
States. DMotion to dismiss submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad in
support of motion, and by Mr. George F. Edmunds, Mr. J. M. Wilson,
and Mr. A. A. Hoehling, jr.; in opposition thereto.

No. 546.—Wilkes C. Prather, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Motion to dismiss submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad in sup-
port of motion, and by Mr. Henry E. Davis and Mr. J. M. Wilson in
opposition thereto.

No. 539.—The Interstate Commerce Commission, appellant, v. The
Detroit, Grand Haven and Milwaukee Railway Company. Motion to
advance submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the appellant.
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No. 577.—Dennis Davis, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Motion to advance submitted by Mr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the
defendant in error.

No. 336.—Avington A. Edgington, plaintiff’ in error, ». The United
States. Submitted by Mr. A. H. Garland, Mr. R. C. Garland, and Mr.
Smith MecPherson for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. Assistant
Attorney-General Whitney for the defendant in error.

No. 127.—Frederick L. Manson, appellant, ». Charles C. Duncanson.
Passed on motion of Mr. Walter . Smith for the appellant.

No. 506.—The United States, appellant, ». Dixon N. Garlinger. Motion
to advance submitted by Mr. F. P. Dewees for the appellee.

No. 128.—The New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Com-
pany, plaintiff in error, v. The People of the State of New York. Passed,
subject to the provisions of section 9, rule 26, on motion of Mr. W. H.
Dennis for the defendants in error.

No. 113.—Lewis M. Stone, appellant, v. The United States et al.
Motion to set aside submission and for leave to argue orally submitted
by Mr. J. M. Wilson for the appellant.

No. 79.—J. M. Scales et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Charles Dillingham
et al., receivers, ete. 1In error to the court of civil appeals of the State of
Texas. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the tenth rule.

No. 105.—The St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, plain-
tiff in error, v. Leonard Mathews; and

No. 118.—The Missouri Pacific Railway Company, plaintiff in error, v,
J. C. Simmons, administrator, ete. Passed until Wednesday on motion
of Mr. Percy Werner for the defendant in error, in No. 105.

No. 119.—Charlotte Ewer, plaintiff in error, ». The People of the
State of New York. In error to the supreme court of the State of New
York. Dismissed with costs, the case having abated.

No. 120.—The Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis Railway
Company, plaintiff in error, ». Millard F. Brown. On a certificate from
the United States circuit court of appeals for the seventh circuit.
Stricken from the docket. ‘

No. 121.—The Western Union Telegraph Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Jacob Michelson. In error to the supreme court of the State of
Georgia. Dismissed with costs per stipulation.

No. 122.—Jacob Henry Hentz et al., appellants, v. Samuel G. Corn-
well, surviving partner. Submitted, record to be printed, and briefs filed
on or before the 30th instant, on motion of Mr. Thomas M. Fields for
the appellants.
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No. 124.—Jack Davis, plaintiff' in error, v. The United States. In
error to the district court of the United States for the western district of
Texas. Dismissed pursuant to the sixteenth rule.

No. 126.—Ransom Payne, appellant, v. W. S. Robertson etal. Passed.

No. 123.—Horace M. Cake et al., appellants, v. Martha V. Mohun,
executrix, etc. Argued by Mr. W. L. Cole for the appellants,qand by
Mz. J. J. Darlington for the appellee.

No. 125.—A. A. McCullough, plaintiff in error, v. The Commonwealth
of Virginia. Submitted by Mr. Richard L. Maury for the plaintiff in
error, and by Mr. R. Taylor Scott for the defendant in error.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Tuesday, November 3, will be as follows: Nos. 11
(and 129 and 130), 131, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 139, 140 and 141.

@)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TuvEeEspAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, My. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

W. S. Monteith, of Columbia, S. C.; and Ogden Hiles, of Salt Lake
City, Utah, were admitted to practice.

No. 493.—The United States, appellant, v. John C. Delaney. Sub-
mitted, pursuant to the twentieth rule, by Mr. Assistant A ttorney-General
Dodge and Mr. George H. Gorman for the appellant, and by Mur. John C.
Chaney, Mr. W. W. Dudley and Mr. L. T. Michener for the appellee.

No. 133.—The Gulf; Colorado and Santa Fe Railway Company, plain-
tiff' in error, v. W. H. Ellis, by hix next friend, H. W. Ellis. Submit-
ted, with leave to counsel for plaintiff' in error to file brief within one
week. No counsel appeared for defendant in error.

No. 137.—The Texas and Pacific Railway Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Elizabeth Nolan, ete. In error to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the fifth circuit. Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the tenth
rule.

No. 131.—Jane M. McKee, ete., et al., appellants, . The United
States. Argued by Mr. W. S. Monteith for the appellants, and by Mr.
Assistant Attorney-General Dodge for the appellee.

No. 140.—James S. Glover et al., appellants, v. The United States.
Argued by Mr. James Lowndes for the appellants, and by Mr. W. S.
Monteith for certain interested parties.

No. 139.—Peter Wilson, appellant, ¢. Fred. J. Kiesel et al.  Argued
by Mr. Ogden Hiles for the appellant. No counsel appeared for the
appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, November 4, will be as follows: Nos.
134, 135, 118 (and 105), 136, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145 and 494.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Gray,
Mcr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice
White and Mcr. Justice Peckham.

Abbot R. Heywood, of Ogden, Utah, was admitted to practice.

No. 113.—Lewis M. Stone, appellant, ». The United States et al.
Motion to set aside submission granted and cause ordered for argument
after No. 134. '

No. 142.—Milo Elmore et al., plaintiffs in error, v. The Vicksburg,
Shreveport and Pacific Railroad Company. In error to the supreme
court of the State of Louisiana. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the
tenth rule.

No. 143.—James A. Shreve et al., plaintiffs in error, ». Walter S.
Cheeseman et al. In error to the circuit court of the United States for
the District of Colorado. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the tenth
rule.

No. 144.—John Milton Carothers, plaintiff in error, ». Isaac Mayer
et al. Submitted by Mr. A. T. Britton and Mr. A. B. Browne for the
defendants in error, with leave to counsel for plaintiff in error to file
briefs within ten days and to counsel for defendants in error to reply
thereto within five days thereafter.

No. 145.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error,
¢. Samuel Maclay et al. In error to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the ninth circuit. Dismissed with costs on motion of coun-
sel for the plaintiff in error. ‘

No. 135.—William H. Moses et al., administrators, etc., plaintiffs in
error, v. The United States. Passed, subject to the provisions of section
9, rule 26, on motion of Mr. W. L. Cole for the plaintiffs in error.

No. 139.—Peter Wilson, appellant, v. Fred. J. Kicsel et al. Leave
granted to file briefs herein on behalf of the appellees, on motion of Mr.
A. R. Heywood for the appellees.
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No. 134+ —The New Orleans Water Works Company, appellant, .
The City of New Orleans. Argued by Mr. J. R. Beckwith for the appel-
lant, and by Mr. S. L. Gilmore and Mr. H. J. Leavy for the appellee.

No. 113.—Lewis M. Stone, appellant, v. The United States et al.
Argued by Mr. Charles A. Keigwin and Mr. J. M. Wilson for the appel-
lant, and by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Howry for the appellees.

No. 136.—The Texas and Pacific Railway Company, plaintiff in error,
v. P. A. Scoville. Submitted with leave to counsel for the plaintiff in
error to file brief within one week. No counsel appeared for the defend-
ant in error.

No. 105.—The St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, plain-
tiff in error, v. Leonard Mathews. Ieave granted to counsel for plaintiff
in error to file additional brief herein within one week, and to counsel for
defendant in error to reply thereto within three days thereafter,

No. 105.—The St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, plaintiff
in error, v. Leonard Mathews; and

No. 118.—The Missouri Pacific Railway Company, plaintiff in error,
v. J. C. Simmons, administrator, etc. Argued by Mr. David D. Duncan
for the plaintiffs in error, and submitted by Mr. Percy Werner for the
defendant in error in No. 105, and by Mr. W. M. Williams for the
defendant in error in No. 118.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, November 5, will be as follows: Nos.
141, 494, 11 (and 129 and 130), 83, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150 and 151.

O
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 148.—The Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company,
plaintiff in error, ». Judson B. Van Cleave. In error to the supreme
court of the State of Kansas. Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the
tenth rule.

No. 141.—The Savannah, Florida and Western Railway Company,
appellant, v. The Florida Fruit Exchange. Argued by Mr. John E.
Hartridge for the appellant, and by Mr. C. M. Cooper for the appellee.

No. 494.—C. S. Wight, plaintiff in error, ». The United States.
Argument commenced by Mr. Hugh L. Bond for the plaintiff' in error.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Friday, November 6, will be as follows: Nos. 494,
11 (and 129 and 130), 83, 146, 147, 149, 150, 151, 153 and 154.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.
FripAy, NOVEMBER 6, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Gray,
Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mur: Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice
White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 235.—The Wabash Western Railway, plaintiff in error, v. Joseph
Brow. Submitted pursuant to the twentieth rule by Mr. Alfred Russell
for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. Edwin E. Conely for the defendant
in error.

No. 283.—James Carson, appellant, v. Henry Bohl, agent of the Sec-
ond National Bank of Xenia, Ohio. Appeal from the United States
circuit court of appeals for the sixth circuit. Dismissed with costs on
motion of counsel for appellant.

No. 49+.—C. S. Wight, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Argument continued by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Whitney for
the defendant in error, and concluded by Mr. Hugh L. Bond for the
plaintiff’ in error.

- No. 11.—The Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, plaintiff
in error, v. The City of Chicago; and

Nos. 129 and 130.—The Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad
Company, plaintiff in error, ». The City of Chicago. Argument com-
menced by Mr. John J. Herrick for the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy
Railroad Company, and continued by Mr. E. E. Osborn for the Chicago
and Northwestern Railway Company, and by Mr. John S. Miller for the
City of Chicago. ' '

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Monday, November 9, will be as follows: Nos. 11
(and. 129 and 130), 83, 344, 319, 321, 322, 361, 318, 495 and 447.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

MonpAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, My. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, BMr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

Elisha C. Field, of Chicago, Ill.; Clinton L. Nourse, of Des Moines,
Towa; Charles A. Bishop, of Des Moines, Towa; William King Rich-
ardson, of Boston, Mass., and William B. Vansize, of New York City,
were admitted to practice.

No. 46.—The Central Pacific Railroad Company, appellant, . The
United States. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Judgment affirmed.
Opinion by Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 375.—Sandy White, plaintiff in error, v. The United States. In
error to the district court of the United States for the northern district
of Alabama. Judgment affirmed. Opinion by Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 489.—The Press Publishing Company, plaintiff in error, v. Harriet
Monroe. In error to the United States ecircuit court of appeals for the
second circuit. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Opinion by Mr.
Justice Gray.

The Chief Justice announced the following orders of the court:

No. 506.—The United States, appellant, ». Dixon N. Garlinger.
Motion to advance denied.

No. 539.—The Interstate Commerce Commission, appellant, ». The
Detroit, Grand Haven and Milwaukee Railway Company. Motion to
advance granted, and cause assigned for argument on the third Monday
of January next, after the cases already set down for that day.

No. 577.—Dennis Davis, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Motion to advance granted, and cause assigned for argument on the third
Monday of January next, after the cases already set down for that day.

Nos. 90 to 97.—The State of Washington, appellant, ». M. L. Coovert.
Appeals from the circuit court of the United States for the district of
Washington. Orders reversed with costs and causes remanded with
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directions to discharge the writs and dismiss the petitions, on the authority
of Ex parte Royal, 117 U. S., 241; Whitten v. Tomlinson, 160 U. S.,
231-242, and cases cited.

No. 361.—The Southern Pacific Railroad Company et al., appellants,
v. The United States. Postponed to the foot of the call of assigned
cases for to-day on motion of Mr. Josecph H. Choate for the appellants.

No. 645.—The Louisville Trust Company, appellant, v. The Louis-
ville, New Albany and Chicago Railway Company; and

No. 646.—The Louisville Banking Company, appellant, ». The Louis-
ville, New Albany and Chicago Railway Company. Petition for writs
of certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals for the sixth
circuit submitted by Mr. George W. Kretzinger and Mr. E. C. Field
for the appellee in support of the petition.

No. 100.—The Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in
error, v. Robert Mingus. Assigned for argument on the 7th of Decem-
ber next after the cases already set down for that day, on motion of Mr.
Assistant Attorney-General Dickinson.

No. 639.—Edwin Norton et al., appellants, v. Milton A. Wheaton,
Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the ninth circuit submitted by Mr. H. N. Low, Mr. John H.
Miller, Mr. John W. Munday, Mr. Edmund Adcock, and Mr. Edward S.
Evarts for the appellants in support of the petition, and by Mr. M. A.
‘Wheaton for the appellee in opposition thereto.

No. 615.—Caroline M. Forsythe, appellant, v. The City of Hammond
et al. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. A. B. Browne in behalf of
counsel for appellees.

No. 644.—The Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company,
plaintiff in error, v. Elizabeth 1. Grant, executrix, etc., et al. 1In error
to the supreme court of the State of Iowa. Dismissed with costs, per
stipulation, on motion of Mr. Charles A. Bishop for the defendants in
error.

No. 631.—Charles A. Bauman et al., appellants, v. John W. Ross et al.,
Commissioners, ete. ;

No. 632.—John W. Ross et al., Commissioners, ete., appellants, v.
Charles H. Bauman et al.;

No. 633.—Butler F. Abbott, appellant, v. John W. Ross et al., Com-
missioners, ete., and

No. 634.—John W. Ross et al., Commissioners, ete., appellants, v.
Charles H. Armes et al. Reassigned for argument on the 7th of Decem-
ber next after the cases already set down for that day, on motion of Mr.
Nathaniel Wilson for Bauman et al.
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No. 11.—The Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, plaintiff
in error, v. The City of Chicago;

Nos. 129 and 130.—The Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad
Company, plaintiff in error, v. The City of Chicago. Argument con-
tinued by Mr. John S. Miller for the City of Chicago, and concluded by
Mzr. John J. Herrick for the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad
Company.

No. 83.—George A. Fowler et al., plaintiffs in error, ». S. Warren
Lamson et al. Argued by Mr. E. F. Thompson for the plaintiffs in error,
and submitted by Mr. L. H. Bisbee for the defendants in error.

No. 344.—The United States, appellant, v. The American Bell Tele-
phone Company et al. Nine hours allowed in the argument of this case.
Argument commenced by Mr. R. S. Taylor for the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’¢lock.

The day call for Tuesday, November 10, will be as follows: Nos. 344,
319, 321, 322, 318, 495, 447, and 361.

@)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TuEespay, NOVEMBER 10, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr.
Justice Peckham.

No. 344.—The United States, appellant, . The American Bell Tele-
phone Company et al. Argument continued by Mr. R. S. Taylor for the
appellant, and by Mr. Frederick P. Iish for the appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, November 11, will be as follows: Nos.
344, 319, 321, 322, 318, 495, 447 and 361.

@)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 11, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr.
Justice Peckham.

James J. Storrow, jr., of Boston, Mass.; Charles Neave, of Boston,
Mass., and Howard C. Lewis, of Schenectady, N. Y., were admitted to
practice.

No. 319.—The United States, appellant, v. The Union Pacific Railway
Company et al. ;

No. 321.—The United States, appellant, v. The Winona and St. Peter
Railroad Company et al.; and

No. 322.—The United States, appellant, v. The St. Paul and Sioux
City Railroad Company et al. Reassigned for argument after No. 447.

No. 344.—The United States, appellant, v. The American Bell Tele-
phone Company et al. Argument continued by Mr. Frederick P. Fish
and Mr. Joseph H. Choate for the appellees, and concluded by Mr.
Causten Browne for the appellant.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, November 12, will be as follows: Nos.
318, 495, 447, 319, 321, 322 and 361.

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

E. S. Heller, of San Francisco, Cal., was admitted to practice.

No. 67.—The United States, appellant, v. The Trans-Missouri Freight
Association et al. Assigned for argument on the 30th instant, after the
cases already set down for that day, on motion of Mr. Assistant Attorney-
General Dickinson for the appellant.

No. 318.—The United States, appellant, ». The Oregon and California
Railroad Company et al. Argued by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General
Dickingon and Mr. George H. Williams for the appellant, and by Mr.
J. Hubley Ashton and Mr. Joseph H. Choate for the appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Friday, November 13, will be as follow Nos. 495,
447, 319, 321, 322 and 361.

@)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

FripAay, NovEMBER 13, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.,

. Robert Jones Monaghan, of Philadelphia, Pa., was admitted to practice.

No. 495.—Albert L. France et al., plaintiffs in error, v. The United
States. Argued by Mr. A. W. Goldsmith and Mr. James C. Carter for
the plaintiffs in error, and by Mr. Assistant Attorney-General Whitney
for the defendant in error.

No. 447.—E. W. Agnew, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Submitted by Mr. Eleazer IX. Foster for the plaintiff in error, and by
Mzr. Solicitor-General Conrad for the defendant in error.

Adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock.

O
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

MonpAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1896.

»

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mer. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

Nelson Y. Dungan, of Somerville, N. J., was admitted to practice.

No. 355.—Fallbrook Irrigation District et al., appellants, v. Maria
King Bradley and Charles Sidney Bradley, her husband. Appeal from
the circuit court of the United States for the southern district of Cali-
fornia. Decree reversed with costs and cause remanded for further pro-
ceedings not inconsistent with the opinion of this court. Opinion by
Mzr. Justice Peckham. Dissenting: Mr. Chief Justice Fuller and Mr.
Justice Field.

No. 49.—The United States, appellant, v. William J. Verdier, admin-
istrator, etc. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Judgment reversed
and cause remanded with directions to dismiss the petition. Opinion by
Mzr. Justice Brown. Mr. Justice Gray did not hear the argument and
took no part in the decision of this case.

No. 18.—VWilliam Tregea, plaintiff in error, v. The Board of Directors
of the Modesto Irrigation District. In error to the supreme court of
the State of California. Dismissed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice
Brewer. Dissenting: Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Gray and Mr.
Justice Brown.

No. 381.—John Brown, plaintiff in error, v. The United States. In
error to the circuit court of the United States for the western district of
Arkansas. Judgment reversed and cause remanded with directions to
set aside the verdict and order a new trial. Opinion by Mr. Justice
Gray. Dissenting: Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown and Mr.
Justice Peckham,

No. 21.—The Wisconsin Central Railroad Company, appellant, ». The
United States. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Judgment affirmed.
Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice Fuller. Dissenting: Mr. Justice Peckham.
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The Chief Justice also amnounced the following orders of the court:

No. 615.—Caroline M. Forsyth, appellant, v. The City of Hammond
et al. Motion to advance granted, and cause assigned for argument on
the third Monday of January next after the cases already set down for
that day.

No. 639.—Edwin Norton et al., appellants, v. Milton A. Wheaton.
Order for a rule to show cause why a certiorari should not issue to bring
up the decree of the United States circuit court of appeals herein, that it
may be determined whether upon an appeal from an interlocutory decree
granting a temporary injunction in a patent case, the circuit courts of
appaals can render or direct a final decree on the merits; said rule to be
returnable on the second Monday of January next.

No. 645.—The Louisville Trust Company, appellant, v. The ILouis-
ville, New Albany and Chicago Railway Company ; and

No. 646.—The Louisville Banking Company, appellant, v. The Louis-
ville, New Albany and Chicago Railway Company. Petition for writs of
certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals for the sixth cir-
cuit granted.

No. 8.—The State of Wisconsin ex rel. John R. Baltzell, plaintiff in
error, v. Robert G. Siebecker, circuit judge, etc. In error to the supreme
court of the State of Wisconsin. Judgment affirmed with costs on the
authority of Wertzv. Hoagland, 114 U. S., 606, and Fallbrook Irrigation
District ¢. Bradley, just decided.

No. 9.—Zeph T. Hill, plaintiff in error, v. John Corcoran. In error
to the supreme court of the State of Colorado. Judgment affirmed with
costs by a divided court.

No. 403.—Boyden Power Brake Company et al., appellants, v. George
‘Westinghouse, jr., et al.; and

No. 426.—George Westinghouse, jr., et al., appellants, v. Boyden
Power Brake Company et al. Restored to the docket for reargument.

No. 652.—Noble L. McGinnis, for himself, ete., appellant, v. The
United States. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Docketed and dis-
missed on motion of Mr. Solicitor General Conrad for the appellee.

No. 25.—William G. Ford et al., appellants, v. The Delta and Pine
Land Company et al. Motion of Mr. Reese B. Edmonson in behalf of
counsel for the appellants for leave to file a supplemental brief herein
denied.

No. 490.—The American Sugar Refining Company, appellant, v. The
Steamship G. R. Booth, etc. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the
United States circuit court of appeals for the second circuit, to bring up
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* the entire record, submitted by Mr. Harrington Putnam for the appellant
in support of petition, and by Mr. J. Parker Kirlin for the appellee in
opposition thereto.

No. 109.—The United States, appellant, v. Mitchell King. Motion to
dismiss submitted by Mr. J. P. Kennedy Bryan in support of motion,
and by Mr. Assistant Attorney General Dodge in opposition thereto.

Adjourned until Monday, November 30, at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Monday, November 30, will be as follows: Nos. 319,
321, 322, 361, 284, 314, 415, 87, 67 and 343.

O



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Moxpay, NovEMBER 30, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

Miller Outcalt, of Cincinnati, Ohio; Frederick Hertenstein, of Cin-
cinnati, Ohio; John M. Dillon, of New York City; James H. Hayden,
of Washington, D. C., and J. J. Burt, of San Francisco, Cal., were
admitted to practice.

No. 131.—Jane M. McKee, ete., et al., appellants, . The United
States. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Judgment affirmed. Opin-
ion by Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 83.—George A. Fowler et al., executors, ete., plaintiffs in error,
z. S. Warren Lamson et al. In error to the supreme court of the State
of Illinois. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Opinion by Mr.
Justice Peckham.

No. 493.—The United States, appellant, v. John C. Delaney. Appeal
from the Courtof Claims. Judgment affirmed. Opinion by Mr. Justice
Peckham.

No. 4.—Joseph Lalone et al., appellants, . The United States.
Appeal from the cireuit court of the United States for the eastern district
of Wisconsin. Decree reversed and cause remanded with directions to
dismiss the bill. Opinion by Mr. Justice Peckham.

No. 101.—J. S. Noble et al., ete., plaintiffs in crror, ¢. S. M. Mitchell.
In error to the supreme court of the State of Alabama. Judgment
affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice White. Dissenting: Mr,
Justice Harlan.

No. 64.—The Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Mary J. Laird. In error to the United States circuit court of appeals
for the ninth circuit. Judgment affirmed with costs and cause remanded
to the circuit court of the United States for the southern district of Cali-
fornia. Opinion by Mr. Justice White.
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No. 496.—Pleasant Draper, plamtiff' in error, v. The United States.
In error to the circuit court of the United States for the district of Mon-
tana. Judgment reversed and cause remanded for proceedings in con-
formity with the opinion of this court. Opinion by Mr. Justice White.

No. 10.—The Prairie State National Bank, of Chicago, I1l., appellant,
v. The United States; and

No. 16.—The United States, appellant, v. Charles A. Hitchcock et al.
Appeals from the Court of Claims. Judgments affirmed. Opinion by
Mzr. Justice White.

No. 140.—James S. Glover et al., appellants, ». The United States.
Appeal from the Court of Claims. Judgment affirmed. Opinion by Mr.
Justice White.

No. 35.—Arthur D. McClellan, plaintiff' in error, v. George W. Chip-
man, assignee, etc. In error to the superior court of the State of Mas-
sachusetts. Judgment affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice
‘White.

No. 36.—The Traders National Bank, plaintiff in error, v. George W.
Chipman, assignee, etc., et al. In error to the supreme judicial court of

the State of Massachusetts. Judgment affirmed with costs. Opinion
by Mr. Justice White.

No. 34.—Emma J. Gonzales, appellant, v. E. W. French et al. Appeal
from the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. Decree affirmed
with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice Shiras.

No. 37.—The United States, appellant, v. Alfred H. Elliott et al.
Appeal from the Court of Claims. Judgment affirmed. Opinion by
Mr. Justice Shiras.

No. 53.—BEugene W. Coughran et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Henry C.
Bigelow et al. In error to the supreme court of the Territory of Utah.
Judgment affirmed with costs and cause remanded to the supreme court
of the State of Utah. Opinion by Mr. Justice Shiras.

No. 58.—The Citizens Bank of Louisiana, appellant, v. Clifton Can-
non, sheriff, ete., et al.  Appeal from the circuit court of the United
States for the western district of Louisiana. Decree reversed with costs
and cause remanded with directions to proceed in conformity with the
opinion of this court. Opinion by Mr. Justice Shiras.

No. 336.—Avington A. Edgington, plaintiff in error, v. The United
States. In error to the district court of the United States for the south-
ern district of Towa. Judgment reversed and cause remanded with
directions to set aside the verdict and award a new trial. Opinion by Mr.
Justice Shiras. Dissenting: Mr. Justice Brown.
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No. 300.—The Central Railroad and Banking Company of Georgia
et al., appellants, ». William A. Wright, Comptroller-General, etc.
Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the southern
district of Georgia. Decree affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr.
Justice Brown.

No. 71.—The Old Jordan Mining and Milling Company, plaintiff in
error, v. Societe Anonyme des Mines de Lexington. In error to the
supreme court of the Territory of Utah. Judgment affirmed with costs
and cause remanded to the supreme court of the State of Utah. Opinion
by Mr. Justice Brown. (Mr. Justice Peckham was not present at the
argument and took no part in the decision of this case.)

No. 123.—Horace M. Cake et al., appellants, ». Martha V. Mohun,
executrix, ete. Appeal from the court of appeals of the District of
Columbia. Decree affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr. Justice Brown.

No. 14+.—John Milton Carothers, plaintiff in error, v. Isaac Mayer
etal. In error to the supreme court of the State of Montana. Dis-
missed for the want of jurisdiction. Opinion by Mr. Justice Brown.

No. 113.—Lewis M. Stone, appellant, v. The United States et al.
Appeal from the Court of Claims. Judgment affirmed. Opinion by
Mr. Justice Brewer.

No. 393.—Charles W. Acers, plaintiff in error, ». The United States.
In error to the district court of the United States for the western dis-
trict of Arkansas. Judgment affirmed. Opinion by Mr. Justice Brewer.
Dissenting : Mr. Justice Shiras.

No. 70.—The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, plaintiff in error,
v. Leonard P. Colburn. In error to the supreme court of the State of
Montana. Judgment reversed with costs and cause remanded for
further proceedings not inconsistent with the opinion of this court.
Opinion by Mr. Justice Brewer.

No. 1.—The Missouri Pacific Railway Company, plaintiff' in error, v.
The State of Nebraska ex rel. The Board of Transportation of the State
of Nebraska. In error to the supreme court of the State of Nebraska.
Judgment reversed with costs and cause remanded for further proceed-
ings not inconsistent with the opinion of this court. Opinion by Mr.
Justice Gray.

No. 47.—Charles Warner, plaintiff in error, v. The Texas and Pacific
Railway Company. In error to the United States cireuit court of appeals
for the fifth circuit. Judgment reversed with costs and cause remanded
to the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Texas
with directions to set aside the verdict and to order a new trial. Opinion
by Mr. Justice Gray.
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No. 106.—The Berwind-White Coal Mining Company, appellant, .
The Steamship Kate, ete.  On a writ of certiorari to the United States
circuit court of appeals for the second circuit. Decree of district court
of the United States for the southern district of New York affirmed with
costs and cause remanded to said court. Opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan.

No. 134.—The New Orleans Water Works Company, appellant, .
The City of New Orleans. Appeal from the cireunit court of the United
States for the eastern district of Louisiana. Decree affirmed with costs.
Opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan.

No. 439.—Cul Rowe, plaintiff in error, v. The United States. In error
to the circuit court of the United States for the western district of
Arkansas. Judgment reversed and cause remanded with directions to
grant a new trial. Opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan. Dissenting: Mr.
Justice Brown.

No. 60.—W. B. Grimes Dry Goods Company, plaintiff in error, v.
John Malcolm et al. In error to the United States circuit court of
appeals for the eighth circuit. Judgment affirmed with costs and cause
remanded to the United States court in the Indian Territory. Opinion
by Mr. Justice Harlan.

No. 11.—The Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, plaintiff
in error, v. The City of Chicago. In error to the supreme court of the
State of Illinois. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Opinion by
Mer. Justice Harlan.

No. 139.—Peter Wilson, appellant, . Fred J. Kiesel et al. Appeal
from the supreme court of the territory of Utah. Dismissed with costs
and cause remanded to the supreme court of the State of Utah. Opinion
by Mr. Chief Justice I'uller.

No. 513.—Elverton R. Chapman, plaintiff in error, v. The United
States. In error to the court of appeals of the District of Columbia.
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice
Fuller.

No. 546.—Wilkes C. Prather, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
In error to the court of appeals of the District of Columbia. Dismissed
for the want of jurisdiction. Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice Fuller.

No. 549.—Lewis Perrine et al., plaintiffs in error, v. Mary Kemble
Slack. TIn error to the court of appeals of the District of Columbia.
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice
Fuller.

No. 235.—The Wabash Western Railway, plaintiff in error, ¢. Joseph
Brow. On writ of certiorari to the United States circuit court of appeals
for the sixth circuit. - Judgments of the said United States circuit court of
appeals and the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district
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of Michigan reversed with costs and cause remanded to said circuit
court with directions to grant a new trial, sustain the motion to set
aside the service of the declaration, and rule to plead and dismiss the
action. Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice Fuller.

No. 460.—National Accident Society, plaintiff in error, v. Fannie
Spiro. On a certificate from the United States circuit court of appeals
for the sixth circuit. Question certified answered in the negative.
Opinion by Mr. Chief Justice Fuller.

No. 61.—Henry K. Willard, administrator, etc., appellant, . Thomas
N. Wood, executor, ete., et al. Appeal from the conrt of appeals of the
District of Columbia. Decree affirmed with costs. Opinion by Mr.
Chief Justice Fuller.

The Chief Justice also announced the following orders of the court:

No. 109.—The United States, appellant, v. Mitchell King. Appeal
from the circuit court of the United States for the district of South Car-
olina. Dismissed on the authority of Chase v. United States, 155

U. 8., 489.

No. 490.—The American Sugar Refining Company, appellant, ». The
Steamship G. R. Booth, ete. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the
United States circuit court of appeals for the second circuit to bring up
the entire record denied.

No. 649.—The Western Union Telegraph Company, plaintiff in error,
v. The State of Indiana. Motion to advance submitted by Mr. Judson
Harmon in behalf of counsel for the defendant in error.

No. 626.—Hoke Smith, Secretary of the Department of the Interior,
et al., appellants, v. Jefferson Raynolds, ete. Motion to advance sub-
mitted by Mr. Solicitor General Conrad for the plaintiffs in error.

No. 275.—The Oregon Short Line and Utah Northern Railway Com-
pany, appellant, v. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company. Motion to
dismiss, etc., submitted by Mr. John F. Dillon for the appellant.

No. 284.—Charles W. Nordstrom, plaintiff in error, v. The State of
Washington. Reassigned for argument at the foot of the call for to-day
on motion of Mr. James Hamilton Lewis for the plaintiff in error.

No. 660.—The Louisville Trust Company, trustee, appellant, v. The
City of Cincinnati. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United
States circuit court of appeals for the sixth ecircuit submitted by Mr.
St. John Boyle, Mr. Alexander Pope Humphrey, Mr. George M. Davie
and Mr. E. A. Ferguson for the appellant in support of the petition,
and by Mr. J. D. Branan and Mr. Frederick Hertenstein for the appellee
in opposition thereto. .
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No. 663.—Joseph L. Doherty, plaintiff in error, v, Clarence M. Knowl-
- ton. In error to the supreme judicial court of the State of Maine.
~ Docketed and dismissed with costs on motion of Mr. Ellis C. Johnston
for the defendant in error.

No. 515.—J. D. Adams, plaintiff in error, ». The State of Texas.
Motion for leave to proceed in forma pauperis submitted by Mr. A. B.
Browne in behalf of counsel for the plaintiff' in error.

No. 587.—N. S. Swenson, plaintiff’ in error, v. Russell Sage, assignee,
etc. Submitted pursuaunt to the twentieth rule by Mr. Moses E. Clapy,
for the plaintiff in error, and by Mr. A. T. Britton and Mr. A. B. Browne
for the defendant in error.

No. 641.—Thomas Allen, plaintiff in error, v. The State of Georgia.
Motion to advance submitted by Mr. A. B. Browne in behalf of counsel.

No. 403.—Boyden Power Brake Company et al., appellants, v. George
Westinghouse, jr., et al.; and

No. 426.—George Westinghouse, jr., -et al., appellants, v. Boyden
Power Brake Company et al. Motion to fix day for reargument herein
submitted by Mr. Hector T. Fenton for the Boyden Power Brake Com-
pany et al.

No. 122.—Jacob Henry Hentz et al., appellants, v. Samuel G. Corn-
wall, surviving partner, etc. Appeal from the court of appeals of the
District of Columbia. Dismissed with costs and mandate granted on
motion of Mr. Edward H. Thomas for the appellee.

No. 522.—L. I. Rosecrans, plaintiff’ in error, ». The United States.
Reassigned for argument on the second Monday of January next on
motion of Mr. 8. 8. Burdett for the plaintiff in error.

No. 550.—The Warner Valley Stock Company, appellant, v. Hoke
Smith, Secretary of the Interior, et al. Leave granted to Mr. Joseph K.
MecCammon to file brief herein on behalf of certain interested parties.

No. 310.—A. S. Churchill, attorney-general, et al., ete., appellants, v.
Oliver Ames et al;

No. 311.—A. S. Churchill, attorney-general, et al., etc., appellants, v.
George Smith et al., and

No. 312.—A. S. Churchill, attorney-general, et al., etc., appellants, v.
Henry L. Higginson et al. Motion to fix a day for reargument of these
cases submitted by Mr. Frederic D. McKenney in behalf of counsel.

No. 643.—Francisco Gonzales y Borrego et al., appellants, v. William
P. Cunningham, sheriff, ete. Motion to dismiss herein postponed for one
week on motion of Mr. Solicitor General Conrad for the appellee.

No. 343.—L. A. Lincecum, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
In error to the district court of the United States for the northern district
of Texas. Dismissed with costs pursuant to the tenth rule.
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No. 591.—Charles A. Gregory, appellant, ©. John C. Kemp Van Ee.
Motion to dismiss submitted by Mr. Russell Gray in support of motion
and by Mr. F. A. Brooks in opposition thereto.

No. 319.—The United States, appellant, . The Union Pacific Railway
Company et al. Postponed for argument after Nos. 321 and 322.

No. 321.—The United States, appellant, ». The Winona and St. Peter
Railroad Company et al.; and

No. 322.—The United States, appellant, . The St. Paul and Sioux
City Railroad Company et al. Argument commenced by Mr. Solicitor
General Conrad for the appellant and continued by Mr. Thomas Wilson
for the appellee.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.
The day call for Tuesday, December 1, will be as follows: Nos. 321
(and 322), 319, 361, 314, 415, 87, 67 and 284.

O
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

TurspAay, DECEMBER 1, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mer. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr. Justice Peckham.

C. Whittle Sams, of Norfolk, Va., was admitted to practice.

No. 551.—Herman Keck, plaintiff in error, v. The United States.
Reassigned for argument at the foot of the call for Monday next on
motion of Mr. Solicitor Greneral Conrad for the defendant in error.

No. 602.—The Winona and St. Peter Railroad Company et al., appel-
lants, v. The United States. Submitted by Mr. J. A. Tawney for the
appellants and by Mr. Solicitor General Conrad for the appellee.

No. 321.—The United States, appellant, v. The Winona and St. Peter
Railroad Company et al.; and

No. 322.—The' United States, appellant, v. The St. Paul and Sioux
City Railroad Company et al. Argument continued by Mr. Thomas
Wilson for the appellees and concluded by Mr. Solicitor General Conrad

for the appeliant.

No. 275.—The Oregon Short Line and Utah Northern Railway Com-
pany, appellant, ». The Northern Pacific Railroad Company. Appeal
from the United States circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit.
Dismissed, without costs, per stipulation, and cause remanded for such
further proceedings as may be necessary or proper to carry out the terms
of the stipulation or otherwise to secure the rights of the parties.

No. 319.—The United States, appellant, v. The Union Pacific Railway
Company et al. Argument commenced by Mr. John F. Dillon for the
appellees.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Wednesday, December 2, will be as follows: Nos. 319,
361, 314, 415, 87, 67 and 284,

o
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
M. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Brown, Mr. Justice
Shiras, Mr. Justice White and Mr, Justice Peckham.

William H. Preble, of Boston, Mass., was admitted to practice.

No. 67.—The United States, appellant, v. The Trans-Missouri Freight
Association et al. Leave granted to Mr. E. J. Phelps to file brief herein
in behalf of certain interested parties.

No. 19+.—The Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railway Company, plain-
tiff in error, v. A. B. Roff. 1In error to the United States circuit court
of appeals for the eighth circuit. Dismissed with costs per stipulation.

No. 614.—The Western Union Telegraph Company, appellant, ». L. C.
Norman, auditor of public accounts of the Commonwealth of Kentucky.
Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district of
Kentucky. Dismissed with costs per stipulation.

No. 319.—The United States, appellant, v. The Union Pacific Railway
Company et al. Argument continned by Mr. John F. Dillon for the
appellees, and concluded by Mr. Solicitor General Conrad for the ap-
pellant. :

No. 361.—The Southern Pacific Railroad Company et al., appellants,
v. The United States. Two hours’ additional time allowed in the argu-
ment of this case. Argument commenced by Mr. Joseph H. Choate
for the appellants.

Adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock.

The day call for Thursday, December 3, will be as follows: Nos. 361,
314, 415, 87, 67 and 284, '

C
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1896.

Present: The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice Harlan,
Mr. Justice Gray, Mr. Justice Brewer, Mr. Justice Shiras, Mr. Justice

White and Mr. Justice Peckham.
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