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. Opinion of the Court.

Andrews  v . Cone . Appeal from the Circuit Court of the United 
States for the District of Minnesota. Mr . Just ice  Blatchfo rd  
delivered the opinion of the court. This is an appeal by the plain-
tiffs in a suit in equity in the Circuit Court of the United States for 
the District of Minnesota, from a decree dismissing the bill. The 
suit was brought for the infringement of the “ driven well ” patent 
which was the subject of the decision of this court in Andrews v. 
Hovey, 123 U. S. 267, and in which case an application for a rehear-
ing has just been denied. The decree below in Andrews v. Hovey 
dismissed the bill, and this court affirmed it, holding the patent to 
have been invalid. In the present case there is a written stipula-
tion, filed in this court, signed by the counsel of record here, that 
this case shall abide the result of the case of Andrews v. Hovey, in 
this court, and that the decree and mandate herein shall be the same 
as the decree and mandate in that case, except that no costs shall 
be taxed or awarded, or disbursements or officers’ fees allowed or 
awarded, in this case, in favor of or against either party hereto, and 
that each party shall pay his own costs and disbursements. In 
accordance with such stipulation,

The decree of the Circuit Court is affirmed, subject to the above 
recited provisions of the stipulation.

Mr. George F. Edmunds and Mr. J. C. Clayton for appellants.

Mr. Thomas Wilson for appellee.
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