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Counsel for Parties.

PHINNEY v. SHEPPARD, &c., HOSPITAL TRUSTEES.

ERROR TO THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND.

No. 392. Submitted March. 19,1900.—Decided April 9,1900.

Dismissed on the authorities cited.

This  was a motion to dismiss for want of jurisdiction.

Mr. William Pinkney White, Mr. George JR. Willis and Mr. 
Francis T. Homer for the motion.

Mr. Abner McKinley and Mr. E. J. D. Cross opposing.

The  Chief  Just ice  : Cause reported in state court, 88 Mary-
land, 633. Writ of error dismissed on the authority of Wil-
liams v. Eggleston, 170 U. S. 304, 309; Hamblin v. Westen 
Land Company, 147 U. S. 531; Wilson v. North Carolina, 
169 U. S. 586, 595.

HENKEL v. CINCINNATI.

ERROR TO THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OHIO.

No. 206. Argued March 20, 21,1900. —Decided April 9,1900.

Dismissed on the authority of Sayward v. Denny, 158 U. S. 180, 183, and 
other cases cited in the opinion of the court.

The  case is stated in the opinion of the court.

Mr. L. Benton Tressing for plaintiff in error.

Mr. Wade H. Ellis and Mr. Ellis G. Kinkead for defend-
ant in error.
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Opinion of the Court.

The  Chief  Justi ce  : Bill for injunction to restrain collection 
of a special assessment filed in Court of Common Pleas, Ham-
ilton County, Ohio, and on hearing dismissed. Carried by 
appeal to circuit court of Hamilton County, heard there, and 
again dismissed. Appealed to Supreme Court of Ohio, and 
the judgment of the circuit court affirmed June 14, 1898, it 
being ordered “ that a special mandate be sent to the circuit 
court of Hamilton County to carry this judgment into execu-
tion.” June 21, “ mandate issued,” and “ original papers sent 
to clerk.” Opinion, 58 Ohio St. 726 : “ Judgment affirmed on 
authority of Cleveland v. Wick, 18 Ohio St. 303.”

January 6, 1899, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
Ohio macle and signed a certificate that the question whether 
the assessment was in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment 
was submitted to the court, and that the court decided that it 
was not.

The record does not show that any Federal question was 
raised prior to judgment, but it appears in the petition for 
writ of error from this court, and accompanying assignment 
of errors. The certificate of the Chief Justice could not con-
fer jurisdiction. Parmelee v. Lawrence, 11 Wall. 36 ; Powell 
v. Brunswick County, 150 U. S. 433, 439; Dibble v. Belling- 
ham Bay Land Company, 163 U. S. 63, 69.

The writ of error is dismissed on the authority of Sayward 
v. Denny, 158 U. S. 180, 183; Ansbro v. United States, 159 
IT. S. 695; Oxley Stave Company n . Butler County, 166 U. S. 
648; Miller n . Cornwall Bailroad Company, 168 U. S. 131; 
Keokuk and Hamilton Bridge Compa/ny v. Illinois, 175 U. S.
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