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peals for the Second Circuit denied. Mr. C. Walter Artz for
petitioner. Mr. Wm. Waldo Hyde and Mr. Arthur L. Ship-
man for respondent.

No. 521. CuarrLEs THORLEY, PETITIONER, ». THE PaBsT
BrEwiNG Company. December 24, 1906. Petition for a
writ of certiorari to the United States Circuit Court of Ap-
peals for the Second Circuit denied. Mr. Wm. F. Sheehan
and Mr. Joseph Feitretch for petitioner. Mr. A. S. Gilbert
for respondent.

CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT CONSIDERATION BY
THE COURT FROM OCTOBER 8 TO DECEMBER 24,
1906.

No. 61. RoBeRT A. MILLER, AS SPECIAL MASTER, ET AL.,
PrainTirrs 1n ErroOr, v. NORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY.
In error to the District Court of the United States for the
District of Porto Rico. October 9, 1906. Dismissed, per
stipulation, on motion of Mr. Frederic D. McKenney for the
defendant in error. Mr. Fritz von Briesen for plaintiffs in
error. Mr. Frederic D. McKenney and Mr. F. H. Dexter
for defendant in error.

No. 95. AMERICAN RatLroap Company oF Porto Rico,
PramnTirr 1N ErrOR, v. JuaN Matias Fernanpez. In
error to the District Court of the United States for the Dis-
triet of Porto Rico. October 9, 1906. Dismissed with costs,
on motion of Mr. Frederic D. McKenney for the plaintiff in
error.  Mr. Frederic D. McKenney, Mr. J. S. Flannery and
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Mr. F. H. Dezxter for plaintiff in error. No appearance for
defendant in error.

No. 5. THe NEwporT NEws AND OLp PoIiNnT Rainway
AND ErEcTrICc CoMPANY, PrAINTIFF IN ERROR, v. HampTON
Roaps RaiLway anp Evectric CoMpANY ET AL. In error
to the Supreme Court of Appeals of the State of Virginia.
October 9, 1906. Dismissed with costs, on motion of counsel
for the plaintiff in error. Mr. 8. Gordon Cumming and Mr.
Fred Harper for plaintiff in error. Mr. R. G. Bickford for de-
fendants in error.

Nos. 161 and 162. THE ALLIANCE Gas AND ErecTrIC COM-
PANY, APPELLANT, v. THE CiTy OF ALLIANCE. Appeals from
the Circuit Court of the United States for the Northern Dis-
trict of Ohio. October 9, 1906. Dismissed with costs, on
motion of counsel for the appellant. Mr. William B. Sanders
for appellant. No appearance for appellee.

No. 183. TuE CoviNnegTON AND CIiNCINNATI Bringe CoM-
PANY, PLAINTIFF IN ErRrOR, v. THE CiTY OF CovIiNGTON. In
error to the Court of Appeals of the State of Kentucky. Octo-
ber 9, 1906. Dismissed with costs, on motion of counsel for
plaintiff in error. Mr. S. D. Rouse for plaintiff in error. No
appearance for defendant in error.

No. 203. OkrLABOMA Gas AND Errctric CoMmPANY, PrLAIN-
TIFF IN ERROR, v. MYRTLE LUKERT. In error to the Suprer.ne
Court of the Territory of Oklahoma. October 9, 1906. Dis-
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missed, per stipulation. Mr. D. T. Flynn and Mr. C. B. Ames
for plaintiff in error. M. Chester Howe for defendant in error.

No. 22. Unton Paciric RaiLroap COMPANY, APPELLANT,
v. RoBERT O. FINK, TREASURER, ETC., ET AL. Appeal from
the Circuit Court of the United States for the District of
Nebraska. October 9, 1906. Dismissed with costs, on mo-
tion of Mr. Maxwell Evarts for the appellant. Mr. Mazxwell
Evarts and Mr. John N. Baldwin for appellant. Mr. Norris
Brown for appellees.

No. 23. CHIcAGO, BURLINGTON AND QUINCY RarLway Com-
PANY, APPELLANT, v. A. F. CARLSON ET AL. Appeal from the
Cireuit Court of the United States for the District of Nebraska.
October 9, 1906. Dismissed with costs, on motion of Mr.
Mazwell Evarts in behalf of counsel for the appellant. Mr.
Charles J. Greene and Mr. R. W. Breckenridge for appellant.
Mr. Norris Brown for appellees.

No. 452. George D. CorriNs, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, 0.
Tuomas F. O’NeiL, SHERIFF OF THE CiTy AND COUNTY OF
SaNn Francisco, CAL. T AL. In error to the Superior Court
of the city and county of San Francisco, State of California.
October 9, 1906. Docketed and dismissed with costs, on
motion of Mr. William Hoff Cook for the defendant in
error. No one opposing.

No. 39. C. W. BUSTER ET AL., APPELLANTS, v. J. GEORGE
WgrieHT, UNITED STATES INDIAN INSPECTOR, ET AL. Appeal
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from the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth
Circuit. October 17, 1906. Dismissed with costs, pursuant
to the tenth rule. Mr. Wm. T. Hutchings for appellants.
The Attorney General for appellees.

No. 20. WiLLiam J. GALLAGHER, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v.
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLiNois. In error to the
Supreme Court of the State of Illinois. October 22, 1906.
Dismissed with costs, pursuant to the tenth rule. Mr. Charles
H. Soelke for plaintiff in error. Mr. Erasmus C. Lindley for
defendants in error.

No. 65. JamEs VAN BUREN, APPELLANT, v. P. F. HENNESSEY,
TESTAMENTARY EXECUTOR, ETC., ET AL. Appeal from the
Circuit Court of the United States for the Eastern District
of Louisiana. October 24, 1906. Dismissed with costs,
pursuant to the tenth rule. Mr. Branch K. Miller for appel-
lant. Mr. William J. Hennessey for appellees.

No. 348. JuriaN CASTILLO SLAUGHTER ET AL., APPELLANTS,
v. CeciLE R. LoEs, ExEcuTRrIX, ETC. Appeal from the Court
of Appeals of the District of Columbia. October 29, 1906.
Dismissed with costs, on motion of Mr. Charles L. Frailey in
behalf of counsel for the appellants. Mr. Wailton J. Lambert
for appellants. No appearance for appellee.

No. 274. Wiruiam F. HorLTzmMAN ET AL., APPELLANTS, ?.
Irwin B. LintoN, ExecuTor, ETc. Appeal from the Court
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of Appeals of the District of Columbia. November 5, 1906.
Dismissed with costs, on motion of counsel for appellants.
Mr. A. 8. Worthington and Mr. E. Hilton Jackson for appel-
lants. Mr. Irwin B. Linton and Mr. J. Altheus Johnson for
appellee.

No. 4, Original. THE UniTED STATES, COMPLAINANT, 0.
TrE STATE OF MicHiGAN. November 19, 1906. Dismissed,
on motion of The Solicitor General for the complainant. The
Attorney General for complainant. Mr. Horace M. Oren and
Mr. Charles A. Blair for defendant.

No. 113. SteprEN R. WicaTMAN, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, 0.
Tur StaTE oF ConNEcTICUT. In error to the Supreme Court
of Errors of the State of Connecticut. December 3, 1906.
Dismissed with costs, per stipulation. Mr. Samuel Park for
plaintiff in error. Mr. H. A. Hull for defendant in error.

No. 205. Tae Caicaco, Rock Istanp anD Paciric Rarr-
waY CompaNy, PrLaINTIFF IN ERROR, v. D. Roy MuMFoORD.
In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Iowa. Decem-
ber 3, 1906. Dismissed with costs, on authority of counsel
for the plaintiff in error. Mr. Robert Mather for plaintiff in
error. Mr. N. D. Ely, Mr. Arthur G. Bush and Mr. Charles
F. Wilson for defendant in error.

No. 135. 8aM LEE ET AL., ApPELLANTS, v. HERBERT E.
Erus. Appeal from the Supreme Court of the Territory of
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Oklahoma. December 10, 1906. Dismissed with costs, pur-
suant to the tenth rule. Mr. 8. H. Harris for appellants.
Mr. Fred Beall for appellee.

No. 336. ALBERT T. PaTrICK, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v. THE
PeopLE oF THE STATE oF NEwW York. In error to the Court
of General Sessions of the Peace for the County of New York.
December 13, 1906. Dismissed with costs, on motion of Mr.
William Lindsay for the plaintiff in error. Mr. Wailliam
Lindsay for plaintiff in error. No appearance for defendants
in error. '

No. 524. PETrRoNA DEL CARMEN GONzALEZ RESTO, APPEL-
LANT, v. PETRONA RESTO Y NEGRON ET AL. Appeal from the
Supreme Court of Porto Rico. December 17, 1906. Docketed
and dismissed with costs, on motion of Mr. Perry Allen for
the appellees. No one opposing.

No. 529. Ricaarp HynEs, AppELLANT, 9. LEO V. YOUNG-
WORTH, UNITED STATES MARSHAL, ETC.; and No. 530. A. H.
Hepperry, ApPELLANT, v. LEo V. YouNeworTH, UNITED
StaTES MARSHAL, ETC. Appeals from the Circuit Court of the
United States for the Southern District of California. Decem-
ber 24, 1906. Docketed and dismissed with costs, on motion
of The Solicitor General for the appellee. No one opposing.
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