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IN THE 

Supreme Court of the United States 
OcroBerR TERM, 1959. 

  R. BROWNING, Clerk 
  

  

STATES OF WISCONSIN, MINNESOTA, OHIO anp 
PENNSYLVANIA, : . 

Complamants, 
VS. 

STATE OF ILLINOIS ann roe SANITARY DISTRICT OF 

CHICAGO. 

STATES OF MISSOURI, KENTUCKY, TENNESSEE, 

LOUISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, anp ARKANSAS, 
Intervening Defendants. 

  

STATE OF MICHIGAN, 

  

Complainant, 
vs. 

STATE OF ILLINOIS ann toe SANITARY DISTRICT OF 
CHICAGO. 

STATE OF NEW YORK, ; 
Complamant, 

US. 

STATE OF ILLINOIS anp tHe SANITARY DISTRICT OF 
CHICAGO. 

Defendants. 

  

SUGGESTION OF CHANGE IN NAME OF DEFENDANT 
SANITARY DISTRICT OF CHICAGO. 

  

VGRENVILLE BEARDSLEY, 
of 160 N. LaSalle Street, 
WILLIAM C. WINES, Chicago 1, Illinois, 

Assistant Attorney General, Attorney General, State of 
State of Illinois, Illinois, 

“eHORGE A. LANE, 
/ 100 E. Erie Street. 

V LAWRENCE J. FENLON, Chicago 11, Illinois, 
Principal Assistant Attorney, Attorney, The Metropolitan 

The Metropolitan Sanitary Sanitary District of Greater 
District of Greater Chicago, Chicago, 

ViosEPH B. FLEMING, 
V,JOSEPH H. PLECK and 

V pRrER G. KUH, \/ THOMAS M. THOMAS, 
Senior Assistant Attorney, 130 E. Randolph Drive, 

The Metropolitan Sanitary Chicago 1, Illinois, 
District of Greater Chicago, Special Assistant Attorneys 

General, 

Attorneys for Defendants. 4 
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IN THE 

Supreme Court of the United States — 
OcroBER TERM, 1959. 

  

No. 2, Original. 

STATES OF WISCONSIN, MINNESOTA, OHIO anv 
PENNSYLVANIA, : 

Complainants, 
vs. 

STATE OF ILLINOIS anp tHe SANITARY DISTRIOT OF 
CHICAGO. 

STATES OF MISSOURI, KENTUCKY, TENNESSEE, 
LOUISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, anp ARKANSAS, 

Intervening Defendants. 
  

No. 3, Original. 

STATE OF MICHIGAN, 
Complainant, 

vs. 

STATE OF ILLINOIS anp tHe SANITARY DISTRICT OF 
CHICAGO. 

  

No. 4, Original. 

STATE OF NEW YORK, 
Complainant, 

VS. 

STATE OF ILLINOIS anp toe SANITARY DISTRICT OF 
CHICAGO. 

Defendants. 
  

SUGGESTION OF CHANGE IN NAME OF DEFEND. 

ANT SANITARY DISTRICT OF CHICAGO. 
  

Tue Merropouitan Sanitary District oF GREATER CHI- 

caco respectfully suggests to the Court that. the General 

Assembly of the State of Lllinois, by an Act approved



2 

June 30, 1955 (L. 1955, p. 677; Ill. Rev. Stat. 1959, Chap. 

42, Sec. 322), authorized the Board of Trustees of the 

Sanrrary Disrricr or Cuicaco, by ordinance and public 

notice, to change its name without impairing the legal 

status of acts theretofore performed by the district. 

Pursuant to said Act, the Sanrrary District oF CHIcaco, 

a defendant herein, by an ordinance adopted on October 

13, 1955 [Journal of Proceedings, p. 677], after due public 

notice, changed its name from the Sanrrary District oF 

Cuicaco to THe Merroponiran Sanirary Disrricrt oF 

GREATER CHICAGO. 

Wuererore, this defendant, formerly the Sanitary Dis- 

trict of Chicago, suggests to the Court that hereafter it be 

identified in these causes as THe Murropotrran SANITARY 

District oF GreateR CuHicaco and that henceforth it be so 

named as a party defendant herein. 

GRENVILLE BEARDSLEY, 
Attorney General, State of Illinois, 

Wruiam C. WINEs, 
Assistant Attorney General, 

State of Illinois, 

Georce A. Lang, 
Attorney, The Metropolitan Sanitary 

District of Greater Chicago, 

LAWRENCE J. FENLON, 
Principal Assistant Attorney, The Met- 

ropolitan Sanitary District of Greater 
Chicago, 

Prrer G. Kun, 
Senior Assistant Attorney, The Metro- 

politan Sanitary District of Greater 
Chicago, 

JOSEPH B. FLEMING, 
JosepH H. Piecxk and 
Tuomas M. THomas, 

Special Assistant Attorneys General, 
State of Illinois, 

Attorneys for Defendants. 

January, 1960.






