
650 OCTOBER TERM, 1902.

Cases Disposed of Without Consideration by the Court.

No. 544. Balt imore  and  Ohio  Railr oad  Compa ny  et  al ., 
Petit ione rs , v . Waba sh  Rail road  Comp any . January 12,1903. 
Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit denied. J/r. IF. H. H. 
Miller, Mr. Hugh L. Bond, Jr., and Mr. J. H. Collins for the 
petitioners. Mr. Addison C. Harris and Mr. Wells H. Blodgett 
for the respondent.

Cases Disposed of Without Consideration by the Court.
From October 13, 1902, to January 18, 1903.

Nos. 253 and 254. Sun  Lif e  Insu ran ce  Company  of  Ameri ca , 
Plaint iff  in  Erro r , v . Mc Cabe . In error to the County 
Court of Dallas County, Texas. October 14, 1902. Dismissed 
with costs, on motion of Mr. Maurice E. Locke for the plaintiff 
in error. Mr. Maurice E. Locke for the plaintiff in error. No 
appearance for the defendant in error.

No. 71. City  of  Aust in , Plaint iff  in  Error , v . E. C. Bar -
tholo mew  et  al ., Rece ive rs . In error to the Circuit Court of 
the United States for the Western District of Texas. October 14, 
1902. Dismissed with costs, on motion of counsel for plaintin 
in error. Mr. 8. B. Fisher for the plaintiff in error. No ap-
pearance for the defendants in error.

No. 112. Peop le  of  the  Stat e of  New  York  ex rel. Cay a - 
du tta  Plan k  Road  Comp an y , Plaint iff  in  Error , v . Cur tis  
Cummin gs , Mayor , et  al . In error to the Supreme Cour o 
the State of New York. October 14, 1902. Dismissed with 
costs, on motion of counsel for the plaintiff in error. 7 • 
Harwood Dudley for the plaintiff in error. No appearanc 
for the defendants in error.
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No. 245. O. E. Cope , Appella nt , v . Landa  H. Brad en . 
Appeal from the Supreme Court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
October 14, 1902. Dismissed with costs, on motion of counsel 
for appellant. JZr. Horace Speed for the appellant. No ap-
pearance for the appellee.

No. 6. Glu cos e Sugar  Refin ing  Comp an y , Plaint iff  in  Er -
ror , v. Geor ge  F. Hard ing  et  al . In error to the Supreme 
Court of the State of Illinois. October 14, 1902. Dismissed 
with costs, pursuant to the 10th rule. Mr. John P. Wilson, 
Mr. Thomas A. Moran and Mr. John J. Her rich for the 
plaintiff in error. No appearance for the defendants in error.

No. 3. Manchester  Fire  Assur ance  Compa ny  of  Manc he s -
ter , Englan d , et  al ., Appel lan ts , v . Joh n  Herrio tt , Trea su rer  
of  the  State  of  Iowa , et  al . Appeal from the Circuit Court 
of the United States for the Southern District of Iowa. Octo-
ber 14,1902. Dismissed per stipulation, on motion of Mr. C. 
W. Mullan for the appellees. Mr. A. H. McVey and Mr. 
Wm. Allen Butler for the appellants. Mr. Milton Rem- 
ley and Mr. Charles W. Mullan for the appellees.

No. 25. Scott ish  Unio n  and  Nati ona l  Insur ance  Co mp any  
of  Edin bur gh , Scotl and , and  Londo n , Eng lan d , Plain tif fs  in  
Error , v . John  Herriott , et c . In error to the Supreme Court 
of the State of Iowa. October 14, 1902. Dismissed per stipu-
lation, on motion of Mr. C. W. Mullan for the defendant in 
error. Mr. A. H. McVey for the plaintiff in error. Mr. 
Charles W. Mullan for the defendant in error.

No. 475. Harol d Crowley , Appe lla nt , v . Unite d Sta te s . 
Appeal from the District Court of the United States for the 

istrict of Porto Rico. October 20, 1902. Docketed and dis-
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missed, on motion of J/z1. Assistant Attorney General Hoyt for 
the appellee. No one opposing.

No. 129. New  Orle ans  and  Wash ingto n Packe t  Comp any , 
Appe lla nt , v . Rail roa d  Commis sion  of  Louis iana . Appeal from 
the Circuit Court of the United States for the Eastern District 
of Louisiana. October 20,1902. Dismissed, each party to pay 
its own costs, per stipulation. ALr. J. D. Rouse for the appel-
lant. JZr. Walter Guion for the appellee.

No. 164. Geor ge  A. Blin n , Jr ., et  al ., Appe llan ts , v . Dan  
Jenk ins  et  al . Appeal from the Circuit Court of the United 
States for the Northern District of Alabama. October 20,1902. 
Dismissed with costs, per stipulation. ALr. James L. Tanner 
for the appellants. Mr. J. W. Smith for the appellees.

No. 334. Henry  Thomas , Petit ion er , v . Inter st ate  Build -
ing  and  Loa n  Ass ocia tio n . On petition for a writ of certiorari 
to the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fifth Cir-
cuit. October 21, 1902. Dismissed on motion of ALr. Thomas 
H. Clark for the petitioner. ALr. Ja/mes B. Stubbs and ALr. 
Thomas H. Clark for the petitioner. No appearance for the 
respondent.

No. 485. Du Shen  Tau  et  al ., Appel lan ts , v . United  Sta te s  ; 
No. 486. Lee  Chin  Ching , Appe lla nt , v . Unite d Sta te s  ; and 
No. 487. Moy  Yee  Tai  et  al ., Appe llan ts , -w . Unit ed  Stat es . 
Appeals from the District Court of the United States for the 
Northern District of New York. October 27,1902. Docketed 
and dismissed, on motion of ALr. Solicitor General Richa/rds for 
the appellee. No one opposing.

No. 133. Sou th er n  Paci fic  Railro ad  Company , Plai nti ff  
in  Error , v . Frank  A. Wood  et  al . In error to the Supreme
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Court of the State of California. November 3, 1902. Dis-
missed with costs, on motion of counsel for plaintiff in error. 
Mr. Maxwell Evarts for the plaintiff in error. No appearance 
for the defendants in error.

No. 134. Southe rn  Pacif ic  Rail road  Company , Pla int iff  in  
Err or , v . Frede rick  B. Jack  et  al . In error to the Supreme 
Court of the State of California. November 3, 1902. Dis-
missed with costs, on motion of counsel for the plaintiff in error. 
Mr. Maxwell Evarts for the plaintiff in error. No appearance 
for the defendants in error.

No. 5. Rail roa d  Equip ment  Comp any , Appe lla nt , v . South -
ern  Railw ay  Comp any  et  al . On writ of certiorari to the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. 
November 6, 1902. Dismissed with costs, per stipulation. Mr. 
Tully R. Cormick, Mr. Wager Swayne and Mr. Alex. C. King 
for the appellant. Mr. Francis Lynde Stetson, Mr. Leon Jourol- 
tnon and Mr. W. A. Henderson for the appellees.

No. 503. Rich ard  C. Ketc hum , Plaint iff  in  Error , v . Unit ed  
States . In error to the Circuit Court of the United States for 
the Eastern District of Texas. November 10,1902. Docketed 
and dismissed, on motion of Mr. Solicitor General Richards for 
the defendant in error. No one opposing.

No. 99. Owe n Mc Cann , et c ., Plain tif f  in  Erro r , v . Com -
monw eal th  of  Penns ylvania  for  use  of  Levi  Wells , Dairy  
and  Food  Commi ss ion er . In error to the Supreme Court of the 
State of Pennsylvania. November 13, 1902. Dismissed with 
Costs, pursuant to the 10th rule. Mr. Simon R. Huss for the 
plaintiff in error. Mr. John P. Elkins for the defendant in 
error.
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No. 110. William  K. Vand erb ilt  et  al ., Trust ee s et  al ., 
Plai nti ffs  in  Error , v . Bird  S. Coler , Comp trol ler , etc . In 
error to the Surrogate’s Court of New York County, State of 
New York. December 1, 1902. Dismissed, per stipulation. 
J/r. Chandler. P. Anderson for the plaintiffs in error. Mr. 
Jabish Holmes, Jr., for the defendant in error.

No. 114. Texas  an d  Pacif ic  Railw ay  Company , Plaintif f  
in  Error , v . Geor ge  R. L. White . In error to the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. Decem-
ber 3, 1902. Dismissed with costs, on authority of counsel for 
the plaintiff in error. J/r. John F. Dillon, Mr. W. S. Pierce 
and J/r. D. D. Duncan for the plaintiff in error. J/r. John 
L. Sheppard for the defendant in error.

No. t. Aug us tus  Burgdor f et  al ., Plain tif fs  in  Err or , v . 
Unite d  Stat es  to  th e  use  of  the  Vermo nt  Marb le  Comp any . 
In error to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 
December 11, 1902. Dismissed with costs, on motion of J/r. 
William G. Johnson for the plaintiffs in error. Mr. J. J. Dar-
lington, Mr. Calderon Carlisle and Mr. William G. Johnson 
for the plaintiffs in error. Mr. John JB. Cotton for the defendant 
in error.

No. 401. Elias  F. Barne s , Appe lla nt , v . Dis trict  of  Co -
lumbia . Appeal from the Court of Claims. December 15, 
1902. Dismissed on motion of Mr. John C. Fa/y for the appe - 
lant. Mr. John C. Fay and Mr. John W. Douglass for the 
appellant. The Attorney General for the appellee.

No. 28T. Geor ge  B. Romm el  et  al ., Appe lla nts , v . County  
Court  of  Barbo ur  Coun ty  et  al . Appeal from the '9^ul 
Court of the United States for the Northern District of Wes 
Virginia,. December 15, 1902. Dismissed, clerk s costs o
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paid by appellants, per stipulation of counsel. J/?. John H. 
Holt and J//'. Melville D. Post for the appellants. Mr. Alston 
G. Dayton for the appellees.

Cases Dismissed in Vacation.

No. 365. Lee  Ling  et  al ., Appel lant s , v . The  Unite d  
States  ; No. 366. Say  On  et  al ., Appell ants , v . The  Unit ed  
States  ; No. 367. King  Dung , Appe lla nt , v . The  Unit ed  
States ; and No. 368. Yee  Toy  et  al ., Appel lan ts , v . The  
Unite d  States . Appeals from the District Court of the United 
States for the Northern District of New York. June 25, 1902. 
Docketed and dismissed on motion of the Attorney General. 
No one opposing.

No. 411. Lee  Ah Yin , Appellant ,-y. The  Unite d  Stat es . 
Appeal from the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit. October 9, 1902. Dismissed pursuant to 
the 28th rule. Mr. Franklin H. Mackey for the appellant. 
The Attorney General for the appellee.
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