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OPINIONS PER CURIAM, ETO., FROM OCTOBER 13, 
* 1902, TO JANUARY 18, 1903.

No. 55. George  Tsu ka mot o , Appe ll ant , v . John  Lackma nn  
et  al . Appeal from the Circuit Court of the United States for 
the Northern District of California. Submitted October 16, 
1902. Decided October 20, 1902. Per Curiam. Final order 
affirmed with costs, on the authority of Minnesota v. Brundage, 
180 U. S. 499 ; Markuson v. Boucher, 175 U. S. 184, and cases 
cited. Mr. James G. Maguire for the appellant. Mr. Thomas 
D. Riordan for the appellees.

No. 255. Will iam  B. Bro wn , Appella nt , r. John  H. Drain , 
Stre et  Super inte ndent , et c ., et  al . Appeal from, the Circuit 
Court of the United States for the Southern District of Cali-
fornia. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted October 14, 
1902. Decided October 20, 1902. Per Curiam. Decree af-
firmed with costs, on the authority of Spies v. Illinois, 123 U. S. 
131; Richa/rdson v. Railroad Company, 169 U. S. 128 ; Wal-
ston v. Wevin, 128 U. S. 578; Fallbrook Irrigation District v. 
Bradley, 164 U. S. 112; French v. Asphalt Company, 181 U. S. 
324; KingN. Portland, 184 U. S. 61. (Mr. Justice Harlan 
took no part in the disposition of this case.) Mr. Joseph H. 
Call for the appellant. Mr. Albert H. Crutcher for the appel-
lees.

No. 349. Ban k  of  Iron  Gat e , Plai nti ff  in  Error , r. Magg ie  
A. Brad y , Exe cu tr ix , etc . In error to the Circuit Court of 
the United States for the Eastern District of Virginia. Sub-
mitted October 14,1902. Decided October 20, 1902. Per Cu- 
f^aui. Judgment affirmed with costs, on the authority of Veazie 
Bank v. Fenno, 8 Wall. 533. Mr. William L. Royall for the 
plaintiff in error. Mr. Solicitor General Richards for the de-
fendant in error.
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No. 394. India na  Pow er  Comp any , Plai nti ff  in  Error , v . 
St . Jos ep h  an d  Elkhart  Power  Company . In error to the 
Supreme Court of the State of Indiana. Motions to dismiss or 
affirm submitted October 14,1902. Decided Octo*ber  20, 1902. 
Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction, on the 
authority of Pim n . St. Louis, 165 IT. S. 273; Cook County n . 
Dock Company, 138 U. S. 635 ; Dewey v. Des Moines, 173 IL S. 
193,200; .Mining Company v. McFadden, 180 IT. S. 535. Mr. 
Frank F. Peed and Mr. Ferdinand Winter for the plaintiff in 
error. Mr. Cha/rles Francis Ca/rusi for the defendant in error.

Nos. 328, 329 and 330. Charl es  T. Carnahan , Plaintif f  
in  Err or , v . P. K. Conn oll y . In error to the Court of Appeals 
of the State of Colorado. Motion to dismiss submitted Octo-
ber 20,1902. Decided October 27,1902. Per Curiam. Writs 
of error dismissed for want of jurisdiction on the authority of 
EustisN. Bolles, 150 IT. S. 361; Harrison v. Morton, 171 IT. S. 
38 ; Erie Rail/road Company v. Purdy, 185 IT. S. 148, and other 
cases; and see Ca/rnahan v. Connolly, 68 Pac. Rep. 836. Mr. 
Charles J. Hughes, Jr., for the plaintiff in error. Mr. C. 8. 
Thomas, Mr. W. H. Bryant and Mr. H. H. Lee for the de-
fendant in error.

No. 60. Will iam  A. Calver t , Administ rator , et c ., Plain -
tif f  in  Error , -w . Southe rn  Railw ay  Company . In error to 
the Circuit Court of the United States for the District of South 
Carolina. Argued October 31, 1902. Decided November 3, 
1902. Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed, with costs, on the 
authority of St. Louis and San Francisco Bailway Company v. 
James, 161 U. S. 545 ; and see Calvert v. Southern Bailway Com-
pany, 64 S. C. 143; 41 S. E. Rep. 963. Mr. William N.Gray- 
don for the plaintiff in error. Mr. George E. Hamilton and Mr. 
Fairfax Harrison for the defendant in error.

No. 15. Clar enc e  E. Coll ins , Plai nti ff  in  Error , v . Stat e
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of  New  Hamps hire . In error to the Supreme Court of the 
State of New Hampshire. Argued and submitted January 7 
and 8, 1902. Restored tojdocket for reargument January 20, 
1902. Reargued April 17, 1902; November 10, 1902. Judg-
ment affirmed, with costs, by an equally divided court. Mr. 
Wm. D. Guthrie and Mr. A. EL. Feeder for the plaintiff in error. 
Mr. Edwin G. East/man for the defendant in error.

No. 361. Eliza  A. Wall , Plain tif f  in  Error , v . Old  Col -
ony  Trus t  Comp any  et  al . In error to the Supreme Judicial 
Court of the State of Massachusetts. Motions to dismiss or 
affirm submitted November 3, 1902. Decided November 10, 
1902. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on 
the authority of Eustis v. Bolles, 150 U. S. 361; and see Wall 
v. Old Colony Trust Company, 174 Massachusetts, 340; 177 
Massachusetts, 275. Mr. L. L. Scaife for the plaintiff in error. 
Mr. Felix Rackemann, Mr. Moorfield Story, Mr. Ezra R. 
Thayer, Mr. J. L. Thorndike and Mr. L. S. Dabney for the 
defendants in error.

No. 91. Mart ha  E. Smith  et  al ., Plain tif fs  in  Error , v . 
Edwa rd  F. Bro wn , Rec eive r , etc . In error to the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. Ar-
gued and submitted November 13, 1902. Decided Novem-
ber 17, 1902. Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed, with costs, 
on the authority of Studebaker v. Perry, 184 U. S. 258; Mc-
Donald v. Thompson, 184 U. S. 71; United States v. Knox, 102 
U. 8. 422, (see case below, Deweese v. Smith, 106 Fed. Rep. 
438,) and case remanded to the Circuit Court of the United 
States for the Western District of Missouri. Mr. Wm. M. 
Williams for the plaintiffs in error. Mr. William S. Shirk for 

the defendant in error.

No. 400. Dist ric t  of  Col umb ia , Appe ll ant , -y. Elia s E. 
Bar ne s . Appeal from the Court of Claims. Motion to dis-



638 OCTOBER TERM, 1902.

Opinions Per Curiam, etc.

miss. Submitted November 17, 1902. Decided December 8, 
1902. Per Curia/m. Appeal dismissed. Act of June 6, 1900, 
31 Stat. c. 789, p. 572 ; Gordon v. United States, 117 U. S. 697; 
2 Wall. 561; District of Columbia n . Eslin, 183 IT. S. 62, 65. 
J/n Solicitor General Richards and Mr. Robert A. Howard for 
the appellant. Mr. John C. Fay for the appellee.

No. 438. Ferdi nan d Siege l  et  al ., Appe llant s , v . S. L. 
Swart s , Trus te e . Appeal from the United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. Motion to dismiss. 
Submitted December 1, 1902. Decided December 8, 1902. 
Per Curiam. Appeal dismissed for the want of jurisdiction, 
on the authority of Bogy v. Daugherty, 184 U. S. 696; Has- 
eltine v. Central Bank, 183 U. S. 130; Keystone Manganese and 
Iron Company v. Martin, 132 U. S. 91. Mr. Edward C. Eliot 
for the appellants. Mr. David Goldsmith for the appellee.

No. 374. Geor ge  F. Hard ing , Appe ll ant , v . Joh n  S. Hart  
et  al . Appeal from the United States Circuit Court of Ap-
peals for the Seventh Circuit. Motion to dismiss. Submitted 
December 1,1902. Decided December 15,1902. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on the authority of Hu-
guley Manufacturing Company v. Galeton Cotton Mills, 181 
U. S. 290, 294, and cases cited; Rouse v. Letcher, 156 U. S. 47, 
and see Harding n . Hart, 186 U. S. 483. Mr. A. A. Hoeh- 
ling, Jr., for the appellant. Mr. Frederic Uliman and Mr. D. 
J. Schuyler for the appellees.

No. 128. Chicag o , Bur lin gt on  an d  Quin cy  Railr oad  Com -
pa ny , Plai nti ff  in  Erro r , v . Kat e  G. Wolf e , Admi nis tra tri x , 
et c . In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Nebraska. 
Argued December 17,1902. Decided December 22, 1902. Psr 
Curiam. Judgment affirmed with costs, on the authority of 
Chicago, Rock Island dec. Railroad Company v. Zernecke, 183 
U. S. 582.’ Mr. J. W. Deweese and Mr. Charles F. Manderson
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for the plaintiff in error. J/r. T. J Mahoney for the defend-
ant in error.

No. 156. N. T. Cook , Pla in ti ff  in  Error , v . Sta te  of  Ten -
nes see . In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Ten-
nessee. Motion to dismiss. Submitted January 5, 1903. De-
cided January 12,1903. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want 
of jurisdiction on the authority of Idaseltine n . Savings Bank 
of Springfield, Mo., 183 U. S. 130; Bogy v. Daugherty, 184 
U. S. 696. E. W. Boss for the plaintiff in error. Mr. 
Charles T. Cates, Jr., for the defendant in error.

No. 162. Annie  Wrigh t  Seminar y , Plai nti ff  in  Err or , v . 
City  of  Tacoma . In error to the Supreme Court of the State 
of Washington. Submitted December 22,1902. Decided Jan-
uary 12, 1903. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of juris-
diction on the authority of Gillis v. Stinchfield, 159 IT. S. 658; 
Pittsburgh Company v. Cleveland Compa/ny, 178 U. S. 279; 
Speed v. McCarthy, 181 IT. S. 269, 275. See case below, 23 
Washington, 109. Mr. John F. Shafroth for the plaintiff in 
error. Mr. David A. Gourick for the defendant in error.

decisions on Petitions for Writs of Certiorari.
From October 13, 1902, to January 18, 1903.

No. 342. Allegh eny  Oil  Comp any  et  al ., Pet itio ne rs , v . 
Hira m A. Snyde r  et  al . October 20, 1902. Petition for a 
Writ of certiorari to United States Circuit Court of Appeals for 
the Sixth Circuit denied. Mr. S. Schoyer, Jr., for the petition-
ers. Mr. Edward McSweeney and Mr. D. A. ELdWingsworth for 
the respondents.
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