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Opinion of the Court.

afternoon of October 25,1894. While so held, awaiting orders 
for further movement, the cars and contents were destroyed 
by the fire in question.

The Circuit Court of Appeals reversed a decree which had 
been entered by the Circuit Court in favor of the claimant. 
Applying the principles declared in the opinion delivered in the 
Huntting Elevator Company case,

The decree of the Circuit Court of Appeals must l)e reversed 
a/nd the decree of the Circuit Court of the United States for 
the Southern District of Illinois affirmed.

BOSWORTH v. CARR, RYDER & ENGLER COMPANY.

CERTIORARI TO THE CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH

CIRCUIT.

No. 14. Argued October 24, 25,1899.—Decided December 17,1900.

This case having been argued with No. 12, ante, 415, at the same time, and 
by the same counsel, the decision of the court in that case is followed in 
this.

The  case is stated in the opinion of the court.

Mr. Bluford TFz'Zsm for Bosworth.

Mr. Burton Hanson for the Carr, Ryder & Engler Com-
pany.

Mr . Just ice  Whit e  delivered the opinion of the court.

The claim presented on this record was for the value of a 
quantity of manufactured doors, sash, blinds and moldings, 
shipped from Dubuque, Iowa, on October 20, 1894, and con-
signed to the May & Thomas Hardware Company, Birming-
ham, Alabama, by way of East St. Louis. The car containing
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the merchandise in question was received by the Peoria Com-
pany from the connecting carrier, and, at about three o’clock 
on the afternoon of October 28, 1894, was deposited in its por-
tion of the yard of the Terminal Association at East St. Louis 
set apart for the use of the Peoria Company, under the agree-
ment referred to in the opinion just delivered in Huntting Ele-
vator Company v. Bosworth, No. 12 of this term. On the night 
of the date last mentioned the car and contents were destroyed 
by the same fire which consumed or damaged the property of 
the Huntting Elevator Company. Both of the courts below 
decreed the liability of the Peoria Company, the Court of Ap-
peals declaring that “ though in the physical possession, under 
its agreement with the receiver, of the car in which the goods 
were being transported, the Terminal Association had not be-
come responsible as a carrier therefor, because it had not been 
put in possession of a way bill or other form of information on 
which it could proceed with the carriage.” It necessarily re-
sults from the views expressed by us in the Huntting Elevator 
Company case that the courts below did not err in the decrees 
rendered by them upon this claim.

The decree of the Circuit Court of Appeals, affirming that of 
the Circuit Court, is accordingly

Affirmed.

REYMANN BREWING COMPANY v. BRISTER.

app eal  fro m th e circ uit  court  of  the  unit ed  sta tes  fo r  the  
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO.

No. 76. Submitted November 7, 1900. — Decided December 17,1900.

The statute of Ohio, known as the Dow law, 83 Ohio Laws, 157, which levies 
• . xuP®n the business of trafficking in spirituous, vinous, malt or any 
intoxicating liquors, carried on within the State, is not in conflict with 

e provisions of the Constitution of the United States when applied to 
WheT^011^ ^rginia, having its principal place of business in 
bar > 1lng m State’ and manufacturing there beer which it sends in 

ie s, or wooden cases containing several bottles each, to Ohio for sale,
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