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OPINIONS PER CURIAM, ETC., FROM OCTOBER 8 
TO DECEMBER 24, 1906.

No. —, Original. Ex parte: In  the  Matter  of  The  Seneca  
Nat ion  et  al ., Peti tio ner s . Submitted October 9, 1906. 
Decided October 15, 1906. Per Curiam. Motion for leave 
to file petition for a writ of mandamus denied. Mr. Chester 
Howe for petitioners. Mr. W. H. Robeson, Mr. J. J. Hemp-
hill, Mr. A. B. Browne and Mr. Alexander Britton for respond-
ents. Mr. Assistant Attorney General Van Orsdel for the United 
States.

No. 297. Frank  D. Zell , Plaint iff  in  Erro r , v . The  
Judg es  of  the  Circuit  Cou rt  of  the  Unite d  Sta te s for  
the  Eas ter n  Dist rict  of  Virgi nia . In error to the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. Mo-
tions to dismiss or affirm, etc., submitted May 21, 1906. De-
cided October 15, 1906. Per Curiam. Order affirmed with 
costs. Mr. Charles L. Frailey, Mr. Reynolds D. Brown, Mr. 
Malcolm Lloyd, Jr., Mr. A. 8. Worthington and Mr. Charles 
H. Burr for plaintiff in error. Mr. D. Lawrence Groner, Mr. 
Tazewell Taylor and Mr. Hampton L. Carson for defendants 
in error.

No. 339. The  Grah am  and  Morto n  Tran spor tatio n  Com -
pan y , Appell ant , v . Craig  Ship buil ding  Compan y . Appeal 
from the District Court of the United States for the Northern 
District of Illinois. Submitted October 9, 1906. Decided 
October 15, 1906. Per Curiam. Decree affirmed with costs, 
on the authority of People's Ferry Company v. Beers, 20 How. 
393; Roach v. Chapman, 22 How. 129; Edwards v. Elliott, 21 
Wall, 532; The Robert W. Parsons, 191 U. S. 17, and cases cited. 
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Mr. Charles E. Kremer for appellant. Mr. Harvey D. Goulder, 
Mr. S. H. Holding and Mr. Frank 8. Masten for appellee.

No. 19. Jos ep h J. Wat er s , Admini str ator  of  Robe rt  
Jack son , Deceas ed , Plain tif f in  Erro r , v . Geor ge  E. 
Emmo ns  and  J. Paul  Smith . In error to the Court of Ap-
peals of the District of Columbia. Submitted October 11, 
1906. Decided October 22, 1906. Per Curiam. Judgment 
affirmed with costs. See 19 App. D. C. 250; 25 App. D. C. 
146. Mr. Joseph J. Waters for plaintiff in error. Mr. William 
F. Mattingly for defendants in error.

No. 26. J. A. Axt el l  et  al ., Plaint iff s in  Error , v . 
Cyrus  Webbe r . In error to the Supreme Court of the State 
of Minnesota. Argued October 16, 1906. Decided Octo-
ber 22, 1906. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of juris-
diction. Beaupre n . Noyes, 138 U. S. 397; National Life In-
surance Company v. Scheffer, 131 U. S. App. C. C. III. Mr. 
Albert'R. Allen, Mr. C. M. O’Neil and Mr. George E. Clarke 
for plaintiffs in error. Mr. Thomas J. Knox and Mr. Andrew 
C. Dunn for defendant in error.

No. 29. Daniel  Sulliv an , Plain tif f in  Erro r , v . St . 
Louis , Brow ns vil le  and  Mexic o Railw ay  Comp any . In 
error to the Circuit Court of the United States for the Southern 
District of Texas. Argued October 16, 1906. Decided Octo-
ber 22, 1906. Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed with costs. 
Rosenbaum v. Bauer, 120 U. S. 450; Knapp v. Lake Shore and 
Michigan Southern Railway Company, 197 U. S. 541. Mr. 
Floyd McGown and Mr. L. G. Denman for plaintiff in error.
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Mr. Reagan Houston and Mr. A. W. Houston for defendant 
in error.

No. 35. Nort h  Ameri can  Trans port ation  and  Trad in g  
Comp any , Plaint iff  in  Erro r , v . W. B. Gill . In error 
to the Supreme Court of the State of Washington. Submitted 
for plaintiff in error October 18, 1906. Decided October 22, 
1906. Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed with costs. Leon 
n . Galceran, 11 Wall. 185; American Steamboat Company v. 
Chase, 16 Wall. 522; The Robert W. Parsons, 191 U. S. 17, 36. 
Mr. Frederick Bailsman for plaintiff in error. No appear-
ance for defendant in error.

No. 38. W. J. Laf fo on , Plain tif f in  Error , v . J. F. 
Kerne r  et  al . In error to the Supreme Court of the State 
of North Carolina. Submitted for plaintiff in error Octo-
ber 18, 1906. Decided October 22, 1906. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. California Consoli-
dated Mining Company v. Manley, Sheriff, et al., post, and 
cases cited. Mr. Louis M. Swink for plaintiff in error. No 
appearance for defendants in error.

No. 148. Cali fo rnia  Cons oli dat ed  Minin g Company , 
Pla in ti ff  in  Erro r , v . Charl es  Manley , Sher if f  of  Sho -
sh one  County , Sta te  of  Idaho , et  al . In error to the 
Supreme Court of the State of Idaho. Motion to dismiss sub-
mitted October 15, 1906. Decided October 22, 1906. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Green v. 
Van Buskirk, 3 Wall. 448; Union Mutual Life Insurance 
Company v. Kirchoff, 160 U. S. 374; Haseltine v. Central Bank 
of Springfield, Mo. (No. 1), 183 U. S. 130 ; Schlosser v. Hemphill,
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198 U. S. 173; Clark v. Roller, 199 U. S. 541, 544. Mr. Myron 
A. Folsom for plaintiff in error. Mr. J. H. Forney for de-
fendants in error.

No. 360. W. W. Rose , Pla int iff  in  Erro r , v . The  Stat e  
of  Kan sas  on  th e  Rel ati on  of  C. C. Colem an , Attor ney  
Gener al . In error to the Supreme Court of the State of 
Kansas. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted October 15, 
1906. Decided October 22, 1906. Per Curiam. Dismissed 
for the want of jurisdiction. Smiley v. Kansas, 196 U. S. 
447; Nonconnah Turnpike Company v. Tennessee, 131 U. S. 
App. Cl. VIII; Newport Light Company v. Newport, 151 U. S. 
527; Harrison v. Morton, 171 U. S. 38. Mr. Frederic D. 
McKenney for plaintiff in error. Mr. C. C. Coleman for de-
fendant in error.

No. 208. Ferd inand  Eidma n , Collec tor , etc ., Pet it ion er , 
v. Frederi ck  B. Tilg hman  et  al ., Exe cut ors , et c . On writ 
of certiorari to the United States Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit. Argued October 15, 1906. Decided 
October 29, 1906. Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed with 
costs by a divided court and cause remanded to the Circuit 
Court of the United States for the Southern District of New 
York. The Attorney General, The Solicitor General and Mr. 
Assistant Attorney General Robb for petitioner. Mr. Edward 
B. Whitney for respondents.

No. 6. Thomas  F. Wilson  (on  Behal f  of  the  Terr ito ry  
of  Ariz ona ), Appell ant , v . N. 0. Murp hy  et  al . Appeal 
from the Supreme Court of the Territory of Arizona. Sub-
mitted October 11, 1906. Decided October 29, 1906. Par
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Curiam. Decree affirmed with costs. Mr. Eugene S. Ives 
for appellant. Mr. C. F. Ainsworth for appellees.

No. 7. Thom as  F. Wils on  (on  Behal f  of  th e  Terr itor y  
of  Arizo na ), Appell ant , v . George  W. Vickers  et  al . 
Appeal from the Supreme Court of the Territory of Arizona. 
Submitted October 11, 1906. Decided October 29, 1906. 
Per Curiam. Decree affirmed with costs. Mr. Eugene S: 
Ives for appellant. Mr. C. F. Ainsworth for appellees.

No. 241. Haight  & Free se  Comp any  et  al ., Plainti ff s  
in  Erro r , v . Beve rly  R. Robi ns on , Rece iver , etc . In 
error to the Circuit Court of the United States for the Southern 
District of New York. Motion to dismiss submitted Octo-
ber 22, 1906. Decided October 29, 1906. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Alexander v. United 
States, 201 U. S. 117, 122; Nelson v. United States, 201 U. S. 
92; Hardee v. Wilson, 146 U. S. 179; Masterson v. Herndon, 
10 Wall. 416; Beardsley n . Railway Company, 158 U. S. 123. 
Mr. Albert I. Sire for plaintiffs in error. Mr. Roger Foster for 
defendant in error.

No. 62. Fred eri ck  H. Vog t , Appella nt , v . Matil da  S. 
Vogt , by  her  Guar dia n  ad  litem , Paulin e Vogt . Appeal 
from the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. Argued 
for appellant October 25 and 26, 1906. The court declined 
to hear further argument. Decided October 29, 1906. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Schlosser 
v. Hemphill, 198 U. S. 173; California Consolidated Mining 
Company v. Manley, ante, p. 579, and cases cited. Mr. John
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C. Gittings for appellant. Mr. Leon Tobriner and Mr. J. J. 
Darlington for appellee.

No. 36. Hugh  P. Stro ng  et  al ., Plai nti ff s in  Error , 
v. Buf fa lo  Land  and  Expl orat ion  Comp any . In error to 
the Supreme Court of the State of Minnesota. Submitted 
October 18, 1906. Decided October 29, 1906. Per Curiam. 
Judgment affirmed with costs on the authority of Midway 
Company v. Eaton, 183 U. S. 602. Mr. J. M. Vale, Mr. 
John Brennan, Mr. Moses E. Clapp and Mr. Newel H. Clapp 
for plaintiff in error. Mr. William C. White for defendant 
in error.

Nos. 45 and 46. The  Dak ota , Wyomi ng  an d Miss ouri  
Rive r  Railr oad  Company  et  al ., Plai nti ff s in  Err or , v . 
Charl es  D. Crouch  et  al ., Trustees . In error to the 
Supreme Court of the State of South Dakota. Argued for 
defendants in error and submitted for plaintiffs in error Octo-
ber 23, 1906. Decided October 29, 1906. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Hardee v. Wilson, 
146 U. S. 179; Sipperley v. Smith, 155 U. S. 86; Mason v. 
United States, 136 U. S. 581; Grand Island &c. Railroad Com-
pany v. Sweeney, 103 Fed. Rep. 342; >8. C., 95 Fed. Rep. 396; 
Sweeney v. Grand Island &c. Railroad Company, 61 Fed. Rep. 
3; Eustis v. Bolles, 150 U. S. 361; Speed v. McCarthy, 181 
U. S. 269; Pennsylvania Railroad Company v. Hughes, 191 
U. S. 477; Telluride Power &c. Company v. Rio Grande &c. 
Railway Company, 175 U. S. 639; Telluride Power &c. Com-
pany v. Rio Grande &c. Railway Company, 187 U. S. 569; 
case below, 18 S. Dak. 540; 101 N. W. Rep. 722. Mr. Wm. 
T. Coad for plaintiffs in error. Mr. Frederick C. Bryan and 
Mr. Charles W. Brown for defendants in error.
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No. 68. W. S. Kee l , Jr ., et  al ., Appe ll ant s , v . E. E. 
Douville . Appeal from the Circuit Court of the United 
States for the Southern District of Mississippi. Argued Octo-
ber 29 and 30, 1906. Decided November 5, 1906. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction, on the au-
thority of Cornell v. Green, 163 U. S. 75, and cases cited. Mr. 
Wm. R. Harper, Mr. D. W. Harper and Mr. E. M. Barber for 
appellants. Mr. Walter J. Gex and Mr. E. J. Bowers for ap-
pellee.

No. 392. J. G. Rawlin s , Appell ant , v . J. F. Passmor e , 
Sher iff  of  Lownde s  Coun ty , Ga . Appeal from the District 
Court of the United States for the Southern District of Georgia. 
Argued for appellant and submitted for appellee October 29, 
1906. Decided November 5,1906. Per Curiam. Final order 
affirmed with costs. Rawlins v. Georgia, 201 U. S. 638; *S. C., 
52 S. E. Rep. 1; Craemer v. Washington, 168 U. S. 124, 128, 
129. Mr. John Randolph Cooper for appellant. Mr. John C. 
Hart and Mr. W. E. Thomas for appellee.

No. 93. Katie  Moe ^chen , Pla int iff  in  Erro r , v . The  
Tene ment  House  Depa rtme nt  of  th e  City  of  New  York . 
In error to the Supreme Court of the State of New York. 
Argued November 9, 1906. Decided November 12, 1906. 
Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed with costs. Boston Beer 
Company v. Massachusetts, 97 U. S. 25, 32; Powell v. Pennsyl-
vania, 127 U. S. 678; United States v. Des Moines &c. Com-
pany, 142 U. S. 510, 544; Holden v. Hardy, 169 U. S. 366; 
Atkin v. Kansas, 191 U. S. 207; Jacobson v. Massachusetts, 197 
U. S. 11; Gardner v. Michigan, 199 U. S. 325; case below, 89 
App. Div. 526; 179 N. Y. 325. And see Health Department v. 
Rector &c., 145 N. Y. 32; Harrington v. Board of Aidermen,
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20 R. I. 233; Commonwealth v. Roberts, 155 Massachusetts, 
281. Mr. Adolph Bloch for plaintiff in error. Mr. Theodore 
Connoly for defendant in error.

No. 109. The  James  Mc Cre er y Real ty  Cor po ra tio n , 
Plaint iff  in  Erro r , v . The  Equita ble  Nation al  Bank . 
In error to the City Court of the city of New York. Sub-
mitted November 16, 1906. Decided November 19, 1906. 
Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed -with costs. Dower v. 
Richards, 151 U. S. 658; McCormick v. Market National Bank, 
165 U. S. 538; California National Bank v. Kennedy, 167 
U. S. 367. Mr. Eugene G. Kremer for plaintiff in error. Mr. 
Charles A. Hess for defendant in error.

No. 110. David  Lama r , Plain tif f  in  Error , v . Albe rt  
G. Spa ldi ng . In error to the Court of Errors and Appeals 
of the State of New Jersey. Argued for defendant in error 
and submitted for plaintiff in error November 16, 1906. De-
cided November 19, 1906. * PerCvriam. Judgment affirmed 
with costs. Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company v. 
Schmidt, 177 U. S. 230. Case below, 68 N. J. Eq. 686. Mr. 
Alan H. Strong and Mr. Harry Allen Mendelson for plaintiff 
in error. Mr. Edmund Wilson for defendant in error.

No. 111. Carl  S. Reyn old s , Pla int iff  in  Error , v . The  
Stat e of  Conne ct icut . In error to the Supreme Court of 
Errors of the State of Connecticut. Argued for plaintiff in 
error and submitted for defendant in error November 16, 
1906. Decided November 19, 1906. Per Curiam. Dis-
missed for the want of jurisdiction. Schlosser v. Hemphill,
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198 U. S. 173; California Consolidated Mining Company v. 
Manley, decided October 22, and cases cited. Mr. Clayton 
B. Smith for plaintiff in error. Mr. H. A. Hull for defendant 
in error.

No. 60. Gran vil le  Stuar t , Plaintif f  in  Erro r , v . Samuel  
T. Hauser  et  al . In error to the Supreme Court of the State 
of Idaho. Argued November 15, 1906. Decided Decem-
ber 3, 1906. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of juris-
diction. Swafford v. Templeton, 185 U. S. 487; Butler v. 
Gage, 138 U. S. 52; Home for Incurables v. City of New York, 
187 U. S. 155; Erie Railroad Company v. Purdy, 185 U. S. 
148; Ansbro v. United States, 159 U. S. 695; Cornell v. Green, 
163 U. S. 75; Bausman v. Dixon, 173 U. S. 113; Gableman v. 
Peoria &c. Railway Company, 179 U. S. 335; City of New 
Orleans n . New Orleans Water Company, 142 U. S. 79; Beals 
v. Cone, 188 U. S. 184; Speed y ^.McCarthy, 181 U. S. 269. 
Case below, 9 Idaho, 53. Mr. George B. Colby and Mr. Charles 
W. Dayton for plaintiff in error. Mr. S. M. Stockslager and 
Mr. W. E. Borah for defendants in error.

No. 114. Annie  Camp  Fiel d  et  al ., Pla int iffs  in  Erro r , 
v. Barb er  Asp ha lt  Pavin g  Comp any . In error to the Su-
preme Court of the State of Missouri. Argued for the plain-
tiffs in error and submitted for defendant in error Novem-
ber 16, 1906. Decided December 3, 1906. Per Curiam. 
Judgment affirmed with costs. Field v. Barber Asphalt Paving 
Company, 194 U. S. 618; Backus.-V. Fort Street Union Depot 
Company, 169 U. S. 557. Case below, Barber Asphalt Paving 
Company v. Field, 188 Missouri, 182. Mr. Richard H. Field 
for plaintiffs in error. Mr. Wm. C. Scarritt and Mr. E. L. 
Scarritt for defendant in error.
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No. 131. Robert  D. Kinne y , Plain tif f in  Error , v . 
James  T. Mitc hell . In error to the Circuit Court of the 
United States for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. Ar-
gued for defendant in error and submitted for plaintiff in 
error December 13, 1906. Decided December 17, 1906. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Mr. Robert 
D. Kinney pro se. Mr. Marlin E. Olmsted and Mr. Samuel 
Dickson for respondent.

No. —, Original. Ex parte: In th e Matt er  of  Frank  
D. Zell , Petit ione r . Submitted December 13, 1906. De-
cided December 17, 1906. Per Curiam. Motion for leave 
to file petition for writs of prohibition or mandamus denied. 
Mr. Charles L. Frailey, Mr. Charles H. Burr, Mr. Reynolds 
D. Brown and Mr. Malcolm Lloyd, Jr., for petitioner.

No. 124. Pearl  H. Smith , Appella nt , v . Samuel  G. 
Iver son  as  Sta te  Auditor , etc . Appeal from the Circuit 
Court of the United States for the District of Minnesota. 
Argued December 12, 1906. Decided December 17, 1906. 
Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Hohorst 
v. Hamburg-American Packet Company, 148 U. S. 262; In re 
Hohorst, 150 U. S. 653; McLish v. Roff, 141 U. S. 661; Bowker 
v. United States, 186 U. S. 135, 138. Mr. H. H. Grace, Mr. 
John Brennan and Mr. T. D. O’Brien for appellant. Mr. 
Coryate S. Wilson and Mr. Edward T. Young for appellee.

No. 239. Hira m T. Chapman , Plai nti ff  in Error , v . 
Flo ren ce  Ellio tt  Chap man . In error to the Supreme Court 
of the State of Nebraska. Motion to dismiss submitted De-
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cember 10, 1906. Decided December 17, 1906. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Haseltine v. Central 
Bank, 183 U. S. 130; Schlosser v. Hemphill, 198 U. S. 173. 
Mr. William E. Gantt and Mr. Herbert L. Baker for plaintiff 
in error. Mr. E. F. Colladay, Mr. J. W. Woodrough and 
Mr. W. F. Gurley for defendant in error.

Decisions on Petitions for Writs of Certiorari from 
October 8 to December 24, 1906.

No. 413. The  Atl ant ic  Trus t  Comp any , Petitio ner , v . 
Edg ar  C. Cha pm an , Receiv er , etc ., et  al . October 15, 
1906. Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit granted. Mr. 
Edward B. Whitney and Mr. Stanley W. Dexter for petitioner. 
Mr. Edgar C. Chapman for respondents.

No. 433. Hen ry  Arnold  Richa rds on , as  Trus tee , etc ., 
Petiti one r , v . John  M. Shaw  et  al . October 15, 1906. 
Petition for a writ of certiorari to the United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit granted. Mr. John 
Brooks Leavitt for petitioner. Mr. E. S. Theall for respondents.

No. 142. The  Eagle  Ore  Samp ling  Comp any , Petitio ner , 
v. Duncan  Chish olm , Trus te e . October 15, 1906. Petition 
for a writ of certiorari to the United States Circuit Court of 
Appeals for the Eighth Circuit denied. Mr. H. M. Teller for 
petitioner. Mr. Joel F. Vaile, Mr. C. A. Brandenburg and 
Mr. E. C. Brandenburg for respondent.
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