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DECISIONS ANNOUNCED WITHOUT OPINIONS 
DURING THE TIME COVERED BY VOLUMES 185 
AND 186.

No. 216. Walte rs , Admin is tratr ix , v . Chic ag o , Burli ngton  
& Quinc y  Rail road  Comp an y . Error to the Circuit Court of 
the United States for the District of Nebraska. Submitted 
April 7, 1902. Decided April 14,1902. Per Curiam. Judg-
ment affirmed, with costs, on the authority of St. Louis de San 
Francisco Railway Company v. James, 161 U. S. 545; Louis-
ville dec. Railway Company n . Louisville Banking Company, 
174 U. S. 552. Mr. IV. C. Abbott for the plaintiff in error. Mr. 
J. IF. Deweese and Mr. Charles F. Manderson for the defend-
ant in error.

No. 447. Shark ey  v . India na , Decatur  & West ern  Rail -
wa y  Company . Error to the Circuit Court of the United States 
for the Southern District of New York. Submitted April 7, 
1902. Decided April 14,1902. Per Curiam. Order affirmed, 
with costs, on the authority of Goldey v. Morning News, 156 
U. S. 518. Mr. John H. Hazelton and Mr. George C. Hazel-
ton for the plaintiff in error. Mr. Rush Taggart for the de-
fendant in error.

No. 220. Richards  v . Michig an  Centr al  Railroad  Comp any . 
Error to the Circuit Court of the United States for the North-
ern District of Illinois. Argued April 15, 16, 1902. Decided 
April 21, 1902. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of ju-
risdiction, on the authority of Colvin v. Jacksonville, 157 U. S. 
368 ; Arkansas v. Schlierholz, 179 U. S. 598; Ansbro v. United 
States, 159 U. S. 695; Cornell v. Green, 163 U. S. 75; Robin-
son v. Caldwell, 165 U. S. 359; and see Richards n . Michigan 
Central Railroad Company, 102 Fed. Rep. 508; Richards v. 
Michigan Central Railroad Company, 179 U. S. 686; Richards 
V. Elevator Company, 158 U. S. 299; 159 U. S. 477.. Mr. John
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C. Chaney and J/r. Alphonso Hart for the plaintiff in error.
George 8. Payson for the defendant in error.

No. 229. Mis sou ri , Kans as  and  Texas  Railw ay  Company  
-w. Truske tt . Error to the United States Circuit Court of 
Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. Argued April 18 and 21, 
1902. Decided April 28, 1902. Per Curiam. Judgment af-
firmed, with costs, on the opinion of the court below, Railway 
Company v. Truskett, 104 Fed. Rep. 728, and cause remanded 
to the United States Court for the Northern District of the 
Indian Territory. Hr. James Hagerman, Hr. Clifford L. 
Jackson and Hr. Joseph H. Bryson for the plaintiff in error. 
Hr. 8. H. Porter for the defendant in error.

No. 576. Hall  r. Johns on , Age nt  and  Warde n . Appeal 
from the Circuit Court of the United States for the Southern 
District of New York. Motions to dismiss or affirm submit-
ted April 21, 1902. Decided April 28, 1902. Per Curiam. 
Order affirmed, with costs, on the authority of Storti n . Has- 
sachusetts, 183 U. S. 138,141; Brown v. Hew Jersey, 175 U. S. 
272; Andrews v. Swartz, 156 U. S. 272. See People v. Hall, 
169 N. Y. 184. Hr. Robert C. Taylor for the motions. Hr. 
Charles Haldane and Hr. Frank 8. Black opposing.

No. 264. Brow n , Devi se e , v . City  of  Denve r . Appeal from 
the Circuit Court of the United States for the District of Colo-
rado. Submitted May 2, 1902. Decided May 5, 1902. Per 
Curiam. Decree reversed at the cost of appellants, and cause 
remanded with directions to dismiss the bill, at complainants’ 
costs, for want of jurisdiction, on the authority of Wheless v. 
St. Louis, 180 U. S. 379. Hr. James H. Brown for the appel-
lants. Hr. H. H. Orahood for the appellees.

No. 314. Nor th ern  Cent ral  Rail wa y  Compa ny  r. Hering , 
Comptr oller . Error to the Court of Appeals of the State of
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Maryland. Motions to dismiss or affirm. Submitted April 28, 
1902. Decided May 5, 1902. Per Curiain. Dismissed for 
want of jurisdiction on the authority of New Orleans Water 
Works Company n . Louisiana State; Wisconsin v. 
Commissioners, and cases cited, 183 U. S. 693 ; California Pow-
der Works v. Davis, 151 U. S. 393. J/k Isidor Rayner and 
Mr. A. S. Worthington for the motions. Mr. John J. Donald-
son, Mr. Wayne Me Veagh and Mr. Frederic D. McKenney 
opposing.

No. 243. Hani fe n  v . Price . On writ of certiorari to the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. 
Argued April 29, 1902. Decided June 2, 1902. Decree af-
firmed, with costs, by a divided court, and cause remanded to 
the Circuit Court of the United States for Southern District of 
New York. Mr. W. P. Preble, Jr., for the petitioner. Mr. 
Edmund Wetmore, for the respondents.

No. 533. Nat ion al  Surety  Compa ny  v . Mc Cormic k . Error 
to the Supreme Court of the State of California. Motions to 
dismiss or affirm submitted May 19, 1902. Decided June 2, 
1902. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on 
the authority of Pirn v. St. Louis, 165 U. S. 373; Duncan v. 
Missouri, 152 U. S. 377, and other cases. Mr. James A. Louttit 
for the motions. Mr. John J. Burt opposing.

Decisions on Petitions for Writs of Certiorari.

No. 583. Maur er  v . Dick ers on . Third Circuit. Denied 
April 7, 1902. Mr. Hector T. Fenton for the petitioner. Mr. 
Livingston Gifford opposing.

No. 605. Animarium  Comp an y  v . Mahler . Eighth Circuit. 
vol . clxx xvi —31
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