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OPINIONS PER CURIAM, ETC., FROM FEBRUARY 27 
TO APRIL 29, 1907.

No. —, Original. Ex parte: In  th e  Matt er  of  John  Arm -
strong  Chanle r , Pet itione r . Submitted February 25, 1907. 
Decided March 4, 1907. Motion for leave to file petition for 
a writ of prohibition denied. Mr. George W. Watt and Mr. 
James M. Dohan for petitioner. Mr. Joseph H. Choate, Jr., 
opposing.

Nos. 210 and 211. Isa ac  W. Fowl er , Rece ive r , etc ., 
Appellan t , v . John  C. Osgoo d . Appeals from the Circuit 
Court of the United States for the District of Colorado. Argued 
February 27, 1907. Decided March 4, 1907. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on the authority of 
Louisville Trust Company v. Knott, 195 U. S. 225, and cases 
therein cited; Bache v. Hunt, 193 U. S. 523, 525. Mr. Joseph 
C. Helm and Mr. N. T. Guernsey for appellant. Mr. Cass 
E. Herrington and Mr. David C. Beaman for appellee.

No. 461. John  Romig  et  al ., Appella nts , v . Myrt le  
Gillett . Appeal from the Supreme Court of the Territory 
of Oklahoma. Motion to dismiss submitted February 25,1907. 
Decided March 4, 1907. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the 
want of jurisdiction. Schlosser v. Hemphill, 198 U. S. 173, 
and cases cited in California Consolidated Mining Co. v. Man- 
ley, 203 U. S. 579. Mr. A. A. Hoehling, Jr., for appellants. 
Mr. Henry F. Woodard and Mr. A. A. Birney for appellee.

No. 478. Cho d Thomas , Pla int iff  in Error , v . The  
Stat e of  Kans as . In error to the Supreme Court of the
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State of Kansas. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted 
February 26, 1907. Decided March 4, 1907. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Eilenbecker v. Dis-
trict Court of Plymouth County, 134 U. S. 31; Mugler n . Kansas, 
123 U. S. 623; Crowley v. Christensen, 137 U. S. 86; Giozza 
v. Tiernan, 148 U. S. 662; Otis v. Parker, 187 U. S. 606, 608, 
609; Castillo n . McConnico, 168 U. S. 674; Smiley v. Kansas, 
196 U. S. 447. Case below, 86 Pac. Rep. 499. Mr. Alfred 
M. Jackson for plaintiff in error. Mr. C. C. Coleman for de-
fendant in error.

No. 221. 0. V. Laws on , Plaint iff  in  Error , v . The  
Stat e of  Washingt on . In error to the Supreme Court of 
the StatQ of Washington. Argued for defendant in error 
March 1, 1907. Decided March 11, 1907. Per Curiam. Dis-
missed for the want of jurisdiction. Dent v. West Virginia, 
129 U. S. 114; California Powder Works v. Davis, 151 U. S. 
393; Sayward v. Denny, 158 U. S. 180; Ansbro v. United States, 
159 U. S. 695. Mr. F. B. Crosthwaite for plaintiff in error. 
Mr. Frederic D. McKenney, Mr. J. S. Flannery, Mr. George 
H. Walker and Mr. Kenneth MacKintosh for defendant in error.

No. 224. Proc opia  Garza  De Viller eal  et  al ., Plain -
tiff s in  Error , v . The  Sta te  of  Texas . In error to the 
Court of Civil Appeals for the Third Supreme Judicial District 
of the State of Texas. Submitted March 6, 1907. Decided 
March 11, 1907. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of 
jurisdiction. O’Connor v. Texas, 202 U. S. 501; Bacon v. 
Texas, 163 U. S. 219; California Powder Works n . Davis, 151 
U. S. 389; Devine v. Los Angeles, 202 U. S. 313, 337. Mr. 
H. G. Dickinson for plaintiffs in error. Mr. Robert V. David-

son for defendant in error.
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No. 234. Charles  T. Cher ry , Receive r , etc ., Plain tif f  
in  Err or , v . The  Fidel ity  an d  Depo sit  Comp any . In error 
to the Supreme Court of the Territory of Oklahoma. Argued 
March 13 and 14,1907. Decided March 18,1907. Per Curiam. 
Judgment affirmed with costs. Fidelity and Deposit Company 
n . Courtney, 186 U. S. 342; Guarantee Company v. Mechanics 
Company, 183 U. S. 402; case below, 85 Pac. Rep. 713, sub 
nom. Willoughby v. Fidelity and Deposit Company; Sweeney 
n . Lomme, 22 Wall. 208. Mr. R. M. Campbell, Mr. D. T. 
Flynn and Mr. C. B. Ames for plaintiff in error. Mr. Edgar 
H. Gans for defendant in error.

No. 242. Stev ens on  Iron  Mining  Compan y , Pla int iff  in  
Error , v . Elme r  A. Kibbe . In error to the Circuit Court of 
the United States for the District of Minnesota. Argued 
March 14, 1907. Decided March 18, 1907. Per Curiam. 
Judgment affirmed with costs and interest. Minnesota Iron 
Company v. Kline, 199 U. S. 593; Holden v. Hardy, 169 U. S. 
366, 392; Kibbe v. Stevenson Iron Company, 136 Fed. Rep. 
147; Kline v. Minnesota Iron Company, 93 Minnesota, 63; 
Schus v. Powers-Simpson Company, 85 Minnesota, 447. Mr. 
John G. Williams and Mr. Moses E. Clapp for plaintiff in 
error. Mr. Samuel A. Anderson for defendant in error.

No. 235. John  Edwa rd  Mc Cart y , Appella nt , v . The  
Unite d  Stat es . Appeal from the Circuit Court of the United 
States for the Northern District of California. Submitted 
March 6, 1907. Decided April 8, 1907. Per Curiam. Dis- 
niissed for the want of jurisdiction on the authority of Chase v. 
United States, 155 U. S. 489. Mr. H. V. Morehouse for ap- 
pe lant. The Attorney General and Mr. Assistant-Attorney 
General Van Orsdel for appellee.
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No. 247. Mexic an  Cen tra l  Rail way  Company , Limit ed , 
v. J. W. Eckma n , Gua rdia n , etc . On a certificate from the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. 
Argued March 15 and 18, 1907. Decided April 8, 1907. Per 
Curiam. Question1 answered in the negative on the au-
thority of Slater v. Mexican Central National Railroad Com-
pany, 194 U. S. 120. Mr. Ezra Ripley Thayer and Mr. Moor- 
field Storey for the railway company. Mr. George E. Wallace 
for Eckman.

No. 401. Will  D. Gould  et  al ., Appella nts , v . Leo V. 
You ng wo rth , United  Stat es  Marsh al ; No . 415. War ren  
Gille len  et  al ., Appell ants , v . Leo  V. You ng wo rth , 
Unite d  Sta te s  Mars hal ; and No. 432. Lee  R. Myer s , Ap-
pel lan t , v. H. Z. Osbo rne , United  Stat es  Mar sh al . Ap-
peals from the Circuit Court of the United States for the 
Southern District of California. Argued March 19 and 20,1907. 
Decided April 8, 1907. Per Curiam. Final orders reversed 
with costs, and causes remanded with directions to discharge 
petitioners, respectively, without prejudice to renewal of 
applications to remove, on the authority of Tinsley v. Treat 
&c., 205 U. S. 20. Mr. Will D. Gould for appellants in No.

1 The question answered was:
‘‘ In an action brought in the United States Circuit Court in and for t e 

Western District of Texas by a citizen of that district against the Mexican 
Central Railway Company, a corporation duly created under the laws o 
the State of Massachusetts and doing business in and operating a steam 
railroad under continuous line in the State of Texas and the Republic o 
Mexico, to recover for injuries to the plaintiff, received while he was en 
gaged in defendant’s service, and whereby, through defective appliances 
furnished by said railroad company and the negligent operation of the sai 
railroad in the Republic of Mexico, the said plaintiff, at Ebano, exico, 
was injured and lost a leg, can the said court proceed to judgment an 
award such damages as upon proof may be assessed by a jury, no wi 
standing the provisions of the laws of the Republic of Mexico, prove o 
this trial and recited in the statement of this case, and which, ’
were the laws of Mexico applicable herein in force and effect at 
of the injuries complained of?”
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401 and Mr. Herbert J. Goudge for appellants in No. 415. The 
Attorney General and Mr. Assistant-Attorney General Sanford 
for appellee.

No. 18, Original. Ex parte: In  th e Matter  of  Fern an do  
Vazque z Mora les  et  al .; Pet iti oner s . Motion for leave 
to file submitted April 8, 1907. Decided April 15, 1907. 
Motion for leave to file petition for appeal granted, and appeal 
allowed on appellants filing bond in the penal sum of $1,000, 
conditioned according to law, to be approved by the Supreme 
Court of Porto Rico. Mr. Charles C. Lancaster and Mr. 
Herbert E. Smith for petitioners.

Nos. 502 and 503. Willi am  Mc Coach , Coll ecto r , etc ., 
Peti tio ner , v . The  Philad elp hia  Tru st , Safe  Depos it  and  
Insu ran ce  Comp any  et  al ., Exec uto rs , etc .; and No. 504. 
Will iam  Mc Coach , Collec tor , etc ., Petitio ner , v . George  
W. Norr is  et  al ., Exec uto rs , etc . On writs of certiorari 
to the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Third 
Circuit. Argued April 15 and 16,1907. Decided April 22,1907. 
Judgments affirmed with costs by a divided court, and causes 
remanded to the Circuit Court of the United States for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. No. 505. The  Unite d  
States , Petitione r , v . The  Mario n  Trus t  Compan y , Trus tee , 
etc . On writ of certiorari to the United States Circuit Court 
°f Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. Argued April 15 and 16, 
1907. Decided April 22, 1907. Judgment affirmed by a 
divided court, and cause remanded to the District Court of 
the United States for the District of Indiana. The Attor- 
^ey General, The Solicitor General and Mr. J. C.. McRey-
nolds for the petitioners. Mr. H. Gordon McCouch for 
respondents in Nos. 502, 503 and 504. Mr. Morris M. 

ownley and Mr. E. W. Bradford for respondent in No. 505.
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No. 642. Willi am  Spa ugh , Jr ., Appe llan t , v . H. L. Fitt s , 
She rif f , etc . Appeal from the District Court of the United 
States for the Eastern District of Missouri. Argued for ap-
pellee and submitted for appellant April 23, 1907. Decided 
April 29, 1907. Per Curiam. Final order affirmed with costs. 
Valentina v. Mercer, 201 U. S. 131; Felts v. Murphy, 201 U. S. 
123; Urquhart v. Brown, 205 U. S. 179; In re Eckart, 166 
U. S. 481, 483; Tinsley v. Anderson, 171 U. S. 101,105; Craemer 
v. Washington, 168 U. S. 124; Ex parte Harding, 120 U. S. 782. 
Mr. Charles F. Wilson for appellant. Mr. Herbert S. Hadley 
and Mr. North T. Gentry for appellee.

No. 412. Whit e Star  Minin g Company , Plai nti ff  in  
Error , v . Nels  0. Hult berg  et  al .; No . 647. Claes  W. 
Johns on , Plaintif f  in  Error , v . White  Star  Mining  Com -
pany  of  Illi no is  et  al .; and No. 648. Peter  H. And ers on , 
Plaint iff  in  Erro r , v . White  Star  Minin g  Comp any  of  
Illino is  et  al . In error to the Supreme Court of the State 
of Illinois. Motion to dismiss submitted April 22, 1907. De-
cided April 29, 1907. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want 
of jurisdiction. Sayward v. Denny, 158 U. S. 180; San Fran-
cisco v. Scott, 111 U. S. 769; Delmas v. Insurance Company, 14 
Wall. 661; Erie Railroad Company v. Purdy, 185 U. S. 148; 
Oxley Stave Company v. Butler County, 166 U. S. 648. Case 
below, 220 Illinois, 578. Mr. Harris F. Williams, Mr. Fred-
erick S. Winston, Mr. John Barton Payne and Mr. Silas H. 
Strawn in support of motion to dismiss. Mr. Charles H. 
Hamill and Mr. Carl R. Chindblom in opposition thereto.

Decisions on Petitions for Writs of Certiorari from 
February 27 to April 29, 1907.

No. 616. Willia m F. D. Taylor , Petit ioner , v . The  
Unit ed  Stat es . March 4, 1907. Petition for a writ of cer 
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