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IN THE

Supreme Court of the United States

OcroBer Term, A. D. 1925.

Original in Equity Numbcx’- - - 3

STATE OF MICHIGAN,

Complainant,
vs.

STATE OF ILLINOIS AND THE SANITARY

DISTRICT OF CHICAGO,
Defendants.

NOTICE OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE INSTANTER
THE JOINT AND SEVERAL ANSWER OF THE DE-
FENDANTS AND TO RENEW THE MOTION FOR
CONSOLIDATION WITH No. 16 IN EQUITY, WISCON-
SIN, et al,, vs. ILLINOIS, et al, TO TAKE PROOFS AND
FOR HEARING.

OSCAR E. CARLSTROM,

Attorney General of Illinois,
CYRUS E. DIETZ,
HUGH S. JOHNSON,

Solicitors for Defendant, State of

Illinois.

HECTOR A. BROUILLET, Attorney,
MORTON S. CRESSY,

Solicitors for Defendant, The Sani-
tary Distriet of Chicago.
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IN THE

Supreme Court of the Wnited States,

OctopErR TrrdM, A. D. 1925,

Original in Equity Number 27.

STATE OF MICHIGAN,
Complainant,
vs.

STATE OF ILLINOIS AND THE SANITARY

DISTRICT OF CHICAGO, ’
Defendants.

NOTICE.

To Honorable

AxpreEw B. DougHERTY,
Attorney General, State of Michigan, Complain-
ant, Solicitor for Complainant;
To Honorable
Hermax L. Exzry,
Attorney General of Wisconsin;

Raymoxp T. JACKsON,
Special Assistant Attorney General of Wiscon-
sim;
Rarra M, Hovyr,
Special Assistant Attorney General of Wiscon-
Sin; s
Crrrrorp L. HintoN,
Attorney General of Minnesota;



C. C. CrasBE,
Attorney General of Ohio;

Newton D. BAKER,
Special Assistant Attorney General of Ohio:

GrorcE W. WOODRUFF,
Attorney General of Pennsylvania;

PanLir WeLLs,
Deputy Attorney General of Pennsylvania;

Solicitors for Complainants in No. 16, Orig-
inal in Equity, October Term, 1925, entitled
““States of Wisconsin, et al. v. State of Illinots
et al.”’

To Honorable
Norre T. GENTRY,
Attorney General of Missouri;

Fraxnk M. TroMPSON,
Attorney General of Tennessee;

Fraxnk E. DavcHERTY,
Attorney General of Kentucky;

Percy Saint,
Attorney General of Louisiana;

Daw~ier N. Kirsy,
CornELIUs LYNDE,
Solicitors for Intervening Defendants in No. 16.
Original in Equity, October Term, 1925, en-
titled ‘‘States of Wisconsin, et al. v. State of
Lllinois et al.”’

PrEAasE TARE NotricE that on Tuesday, June 1, 1926,
we shall present the motion of the defendants in the
above entitled cause for leave to file instanter the joint
and several answers of the defendants, the State of Illi-
nois and the Sanitary Distriet of Chicago, to the Bill
of Complaint, including therein, the motion to dismiss
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the said Bill of Complaint, copy of which answer is en-
closed herewith, and at the same time renew the motion
heretofore filed on May 24, 1926, for consolidation of
this cause for the purpose of taking proofs and hearing
with cause No. 16, Original in Equity, October Term,
1925, entitled ‘‘States of Wisconsin, et al. v. State of
Illinois, et al.”’ at which time and place you may be pres-
ent, if you see fit.

StATE oF ILLINOIS,
By Oscar E. CARLsTROM, :
Attorney General of Illinois.
Cyrus E. DieTz,
Hucu S. Jouwson,
Its Solicitors.

TraE SANITARY DI1strIicT oF CHICAGO,
By Hecror A. BroOUILLET,
Attorney,
MorTox S. CrEssy,
Assistant Attorney,
Its Solicitors,
Defendants.






