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DECISIONS ANNOUNCED WITHOUT OPINIONS 
DURING THE TIME COVERED BY THIS VOLUME.

No. 339. Cole  v . Garl and . Error to the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. Motion to 
dismiss submitted October 15, 1901. Decided October 21, 
1901. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction 
on the authority of German National Bank n . Speckert, 181 
U. S. 405. Nr. Jackson H. Ralston for the motion. Nr. 
Rublee A. Cole opposing.

No. 353. Armst rong  v . Mater . Error to the Supreme Court 
of the State of Nebraska. Motions to dismiss or affirm sub-
mitted October 15, 1901. Decided October 21, 1901. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on the au-
thority of Eustis v. Bolles, 150 U. S. 361. Nr. Walter J. 
Lamb for the motions. Nr. Lionel C. Burr, Nr. Charles L. 
Burr and Nr. Charles 0. Whedon opposing.

No. 66. Wisc ons in  ex rel. Gate s v . Commis sione rs  of  Pub -
lic  Lands . Error to the Supreme Court of the State of Wis-
consin. Argued October 29,1901. Decided November 4,1901. 
Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on the 
authority of Hamblin n . Western Land Compa/ny, 147 U. S. 
531; Wilson v. North Carolina, 169 U. S. 595 ; Nills County 
v. Railroad Companies, 107 U. S. 557; Cook County n . Calu- 
met and Chicago Canal Company, 138 U. S. 635, 655; Walsh 
v. Railroad Company, 176 U. S. 479; Zadig v. Baldwin, 166 
U. S. 485; Chapin n . Fye, 179 U. S. 127; and see State ex rel. 
Gates v. Commissioners, 106 Wis. 584. Nr. Rublee A. Cole 
for the plaintiff in error. Nr. E. R. Hicks for the defendants 
in error.
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No. 296. Bodle y  v . Peop le  of  the  Stat e of  Calif ornia . 
Error to the Supreme Court of the State of California. Mo-
tions to dismiss or affirm submitted November 4, 1901. De-
cided November 11, 1901. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the 
want of jurisdiction on the authority of Caldwell v. Texas, 137 
U. S. 692; Oxley Stave Company v. Butler County, 166 U. 8.* 
648 ; Powell v. Brunswick County, 150 U. S. 433. Mr. Tirey 
L. Ford and J/r. C. N. Post for the motions. Mr. George D. 
Collins opposing.

No. 437. Bis ser t  v . Hagan , Warde n . Appeal from the Cir-
cuit Court of the United States for the Southern District of 
New York. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted Novem-
ber 25, 1901. Decided December 2, 1901. Per Curiam. 
Final order affirmed, with costs, on the authority of Storti n . 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 183 U. S. 138: Brown v. New 
Jersey, 175 U. S. 172; Markuson n . Boucher, 175 U. S. 184, 
and cases cited. Mr. Charles L. Ie Barbier for the motions. 
Mr. Roger M. Sherman opposing.

No. 76. Centr al  Ohio  Railr oad  Company  (as  reorg ani zed ) 
v. Mah on ey . On a certificate from the United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. Submitted November 27, 
1901. Decided December 9,1901. Per Curiam. Question cer-
tified answered in the negative, on the authority of Gableman v. 
Peoria Railway Company, 179 U. S. 335. Mr. Hugh L. Bond, 
Jr., and Mr. J. H. Collins for the railroad company. Mr. 
Thomas Ewing Steele for Mahoney.

No. 64. Unit ed  Stat es  v . Ameri can  Steams hip  “ Ladr ada . 
On writ of certiorari to the United States Circuit Court of Ap-
peals for the Third Circuit. Argued November 21 and 22,1901. 
Decided January 6, 1902. Decree affirmed, by a divided court, 
and cause remanded to the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Delaware. Mr. Attorney General and
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Assistant Attorney General Hoyt for the petitioner. Mr. An-
drew C. Gray for the respondent.

Decisions on Petitions for Writs of Certiorari.

No. 335. May er  v . Fulle r , Trus tee . Seventh Circuit. 
Denied October 21, 1901. Mr. A. B. Browne, Mr. Alexander 
Britton and Mr. Thomas H. Dorr for the petitioner. Mr. 
Charles C. La/ncaster opposing.

No. 394. Power s v . Mas sa chu se tt s Homce opa thic  Hos -
pit al . First Circuit. Denied October 21, 1901. Mr. Arthur 
H. Russell and Mr. Theodore H. Russell for the petitioner. 
Mr. Solomon Lincoln opposing.

No. 399. Tootl e  v . Cole man . Eighth Circuit. Denied Octo-
ber 21, 1901. Mr. R. E. Ball for the petitioners. Mr. David 
Smyth opposing.

No. 404. City  of  Galv esto n  v . Unite d  Sta te s  Mort gag e  and  
Trust  Company . Denied October 21, 1901. Mr. James B. 
Stubbs and Mr. D. W. Baker for the petitioner. Mr. Julian 
T. Davies, Mr. R. S. Lovett and Mr. Brainard Tolles opposing.

No. 425. Whitma n  v . Mort on  ; No. 426. Same  v . Watt s , as  
Rec eive r , and  No . 427. Same  v . Citize ns  Bank  at  Read ing , 
Penn a . Second Circuit. Denied October 21, 1901. Mr. Wil-
liam G. Wilson for the petitioners. Mr. Charles E. Hughes, 
Mr. Arthur C. Rounds, Mr. Wm. B. Hornblower and Mr. Mc-
Cready Sykes opposing.

No. 431. Sout her n  Pacif ic  Comp any  v . Yeargin , Admin is -
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