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OPINIONS PER CURIAM, ETC., FROM OCTOBER 14,
1907, TO JANUARY 6, 1908.

No. 14. GaLBaN AND COMPANY, APPELLANTS, . THE UNITED
StaTes. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Submitted Octo-
ber 15, 1907. Decided October 21, 1907. Per Curiam. Judg-
ment affirmed. Nealy v. Henkel, 180 U. S. 109; Pearcy v.
Stranahan, 205 U. S. 257, and cases cited. See opinion be-
low, 40 C. Cl. 495. Mr. Barry Mohun, Mr. W. W. Dudley
and Mr. L. T. Michener for appellants. The Attorney General
and Mr. Assistant Attorney General Van Orsdel for appellee.

No. —, Original. Ez parte: IN THE MATTER OoF THOMAS B.
CLEMENT, PETITIONER. Submitted October 14, 1907. De-
cided October 21, 1907. Motion for leave to file petition for
writ of mandamus denied. Mr. George N. Baxter for peti-
tioner. The Attorney General opposing.

No. 260. CLARK WOODARD SPRAGUE, SOLE SURVIVING
ExecuTor, Erc., PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v. JAcOB BETZ ET UX.
In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Washington.
Motion to dismiss submitted Oectober 21, 1907. Decided
October 28, 1907. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of
Jurisdiction.  New Orleans Waterworks Company v. Loutsiana,
185 U. S. 336; Newburyport Water Company v. Newburyport,
193 U. S. 561; and see Thomas v. Provident Loan and Trust
Company, 138 Fed. Rep. 348; 8. C., 200 U. S. 618. Case below,
87 Pac. Rep. 916. Mr. Charles S. Fogg for plaintiff in error,
Mr. John F, Shafroth for defendants in error,
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No. 306. W. F. BAIRD, ADMINISTRATOR, ETC., PLAINTIFF
N ERrror, v. J. D. MoNrOE ET AL. In error to the Supreme
Court of the State of California. Motions to dismiss or affirm
submitted October 21, 1907. Decided October 28, 1907.
Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Ozley
Stave Company v. Butler County, 166 U. S. 648; Hulbert v. Chi-
cago, 202 U. 8. 275; Miller v. Cornwall Railroad Company, 168
U. S. 134; Mutual Life Insurance Company v. McGrew, 188
U. S. 291; Howard v. Fleming, 191 U. 8. 126; New Orleans
Waterworks Company v. Louisiana, 185 U. S. 336. Mr. Rufus
H. Thayer for plaintiff in error. Mr. John M. York for de-
fendants in error.

No. 358. TeE BryrEE CoMpANY, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v.
Bankers’ INVESTMENT CoMPANY ET AL. In error to the
Supreme Court of the State of California. Motions to dismiss
or affirm submitted October 21, 1907. Decided October 28,

1907. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction.
Blythe v. Hinckley, 84 Fed. Rep. 228; Blythe Company v.
Blythe, 172 U. 8. 644; Blythe Company v. Hinckley, 111 Fed.
Rep. 827; Blythe Company v. Hinckley, 184 U. S. 701; Blythe
v. Hinckley, 180 U. S. 333; Dupaneur v. Rochereau, 21 Wall. 130;
Meicalf v. Watertown, 153 U. S. 671; Blythe Company v. Bank-
ers’ Investment Company, 147 California, 82; Missourt Pacific
Railway v. Fitzgerald, 160 U. S. 558, 582; Temple v. Hagar,
4 Wall. 432, 434. Mr. George W. Touwle for plaintiff in error.
Mr. Frederic D. McKenney, Mr. E. S. Heller and Mr. Thomas
1. Bergin for defendants in error.

No. 30. Mrs. WiLLiam F. HARDIN ET AL., PLAINTIFFS IN
Error, v. CorroNnwoop Lumser CompaNy. In error to the
Supreme Court of the State of Arkansas. Submitted Octo-
ber 30, 1907. Decided November 4, 1907. Per Curiam.




OCTOBER TERM, 1907. 581
207 U. S. Opinions Per Curiam, Etc.

Judgment affirmed with costs. Soper v. Lawrence Bros., 201
U. S. 359; Turner v. New York, 168 U. S. 90; Lumber Com-
pany v. Hardin, 78 Arkansas, 95; Towson v. Denson, 74 Ar-
kansas, 302. Mr. John W. Blackwood for plaintiff in error.
Mr. John B. Jones and Mr. William L. Terry for defendant
in error.

No. 451. NaTHANIEL C. FosTER, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, .
WirLiam Rowe, IMPLEADED, ETC. In error to the Supreme
Court of the State of Wisconsin. Motions to dismiss or affirm
submitted October 28, 1907. Decided November 4, 1907.
Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Foster
v. Rowe, 128 Wisconsin, 326; S. C., 111 N. W. Rep. 688;
Eustis v. Bolles, 150 U. 8. 361; Indiana Manufacturing Com-
pany v. Koehne, 186 U. S. 681; State Railroad Tax Cases, 92
U.S. 575. Mr. W. M. Tomkins for plaintiff in error. Mr.
James Wickham for defendant in error.

No. 35. C. B. Boyerr ET AL., PLAINTIFFS IN ERROR, .
Tee Unirep States. In error to the District Court of the
United States for the Eastern District of Arkansas. Sub-
mitted November 5, 1907. Decided November 11, 1907.
Per Curiam. Judgment reversed and cause remanded with a
direction to sustain the motion in arrest of judgment, on the
authority of Hodges v. United States, 203 U. S. 1. Mr. J. W.
Blackwood for plaintiffs in error. The Attorney General for
defendant in error.

No. 42. WiLLiam CoutuRrg, JR., PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v.
TrE Unitep States. In error to the District Court of the
United States for the Western District of Wisconsin. Sub-
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mitted November 1, 1907. Decided November 11, 1907.
Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed. United States v. Rickert,
188 U. S. 432; McKay v. Kalyton, 204 U. S. 458. Mr. W. M.
Tomkins for plaintiff in error. The Attorney General and The
Solicitor General for defendant in error.

No. 362. THE NEw YorRK CONTINENTAL JEWELL FILTRA-
tioN CoMpPANY, PrLaiNTIFF IN ERROR, v. MARY E. WyNKoOOP.
In error to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia.
Motion to dismiss submitted November 11, 1907. Decided
November 18, 1907. Per Curiam. Writ of error dismissed
for the want of jurisdiction. Code D. C., §233; Walker v.
United States, 4 Wall. 163; Thompson v. Butler, 95 U. S. 694;
District of Columbia v. Gannon, 130 U. 8. 229; Baltimore &
Potomac Railroad Company v. Hopkins, 130 U. 8. 210; Unated

States ex rel. Lisle v. Lynch, 137 U. S. 280; Unaited States ex
rel. Taylor v. Taft, Secretary, 203 U. S. 461. Mr. James H.
Hayden for plaintiff in error. Mr. Charles A. Douglas and
Mr. E. B. Sherrill for defendant in error.

No. 47. W. J. WARDER ET AL., PLAINTIFFS IN ERROR, v.
Wittiam C. CorroNn aAnD WALTER B. GRANT, EXECUTORS.
In error to the Circuit Court of the United States for the
Western District of Texas. Submitted November 11, 1907.
Decided November 18, 1907. Per Curiam. Writ of error
dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Walter v. Loomss, 197
U. S. 619; Coloin v. Jacksonville, 157 U. S. 368; Chappell v.
United States, 160 U. S. 499; Spencer v. Duplan Silk Com-
pany, 191 U. S. 526; Muse v. Arlington Hotel Company, 168
U. S. 430; Budzisz v. Illinots Steel Company, 170 U. S. 41;
Jones v. United States, 137 U. 8. 212. Mr. A. Seymour Thur-
mond for plaintiffs in error. Mr. W. B. Grant for defendants

in error.
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No. 46. OreEGON SHORT LINE RaiLroap CoMpANY, PrAIN-
TIFF IN ERROR, v. Appa McManus, Erc. In error to the
St. Louis Court of Appeals, State of Missouri. Submitted
November 11, 1907. Decided December 2, 1907. Per Curiam.
Writ of error dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. California
Powder Works v. Dawis, 151 U. S. 389; Dower v. Richards, 151
U. 8. 6568; Sayward v. Denny, 158 U. S. 180; Michigan Sugar
Company v. Michigan, 185 U. S. 112; Mutual Life Insurance
Company v. McGrew, 183 U. S. 291. See opinion below, 118
Mo. App. 152. Mr. Martin L. Clardy and Mr. J. D. Howe
for plaintiff in error. Mr. W. C. Marshall and Mr. Henry
W. Bond for defendant in error.

No. 55. ALaskA CoMMERCIAL COMPANY ET AL., PLAINTIFFS
IN ErroRr, v. GEOrRGE H. MELSE ET AL. In error to the Su-
preme Court of the State of Washington. Argued November 14,
1907. Decided December 2, 1907. Per Curiam. Judgment
affirmed with costs. Gold Washing and Water Company v.
Keyes, 96 U. S. 199; Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company
v. Dixon, 179 U. S. 134; Kansas City Suburban Belt Railway
Company v. Herman, 187 U. S. 63; Alabama Great Southern
Railway Company v. Thompson, 200 U. S. 206; Morris v.
Gilmer, 129 U. S. 328; Offner v. Railroad Company, 148 Fed.
Rep. 201; Knuth v. Raitlway Company, 148 Fed. Rep. 3. Mr.
William H. Gorham for plaintiffs in error. Mr. Corwin S.
Shank and Mr. John C. Higgins for defendants in error.

No. 72. EveeNE F. ROBINSON, APPELLANT, v. ANDREW
B. DuvaLL, ExecuTtor, ETC., ET AL, Appeal from the Court
of Appeals of the District of Columbia. Argued and sub-
mitted December 13, 1907. Decided December 16, 1907.
Decree affirmed with costs. Mr. Charles H. Merillat and Mr.
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Mason N. Richardson for appellant. Mr. Edward H. Thomas
and Mr. Andrew B. Duvall for appellees.

No. 74. Louvis STEWART, PLAINTIFF IN ErRrOR, v. THE
StaTE oF Louisiana. In error to the Supreme Court of the
State of Louisiana. Submitted December 16, 1907. Decided
December 23, 1907. Per Curiam. Writ of error dismissed
for the want of jurisdiction. Jacobt v. Alabama, 187 U. S.
133, 386; Railway Company v. McGuire, 196 U. 5. 128; Cox
v. Tezas, 202 U. S. 446; West v. Lowsiana, 194 U. S. 258;
Chapin v. Fye, 179 U. 8. 127; Louisiana v. Deffele, 44 La. Ann.
581, and cases cited; Louisiana v. Hennessy, 44 La. Ann. 805.
Mr. Murphy J. Foster for plaintiff in error. Mr. Walter Guion
and Mr. F. C. Zacharie for defendant in error.

No. 83. VaL MarcINIAK, Praintirr 1IN Error, v. THE
STaTE OF MINNESOTA. In error to the Supreme Court of the
State of Minnesota. ~Argued December 17, 1907. Decided
December 23, 1907. Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed with
costs. Natal v. Lowisiana, 139 U. S. 623; Wilson v. North
Carolina, 169 U. S. 586; Hamblin v. Western Land Company,
147 U. 8. 531. Mr. Ernest S. Cary and Mr. Anson B. Jackson
for plaintiff in error. Mr. A. C. Finney and Mr. Frank Healy

for defendant in error.

No. 88. Tar City oF OMAHA ET AL., APPELLANTS, v. THE
Omana Warter Compaxy. Appeal from the United States
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. Argued
December 19, 1907. Decided December 23, 1907. Per Curtam.
Appeal dismissed for the want of jurisdiction. Schlosser V.
Hemphill, 198 U. S. 173; Boom Company v. United States, 202
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U. S. 613; California Consolidated Mining Company v. Manley,
203 U. 8. 579. Certiorari denied. Chicago and Northwestern
Railway Company v. Osborne, 146 U. S. 354; McLish v. Roff,
141 U. S. 661; Forsythe v. Hammond, 166 U.S. 506. Mr. John
L. Webster and Mr. Carl C. Wright for appellants. Mr. Lucius
H. Beers, Mr. Howard Mansfield and Mr. R. S. Hall for ap-
pellee.

Decisions on Petitions for Writs of Certiorart from
October 14, 1907, to January 6, 1908.

No. 310. PauLr F. VogeL, PeTrTiONER, v. WiLLiAM WORTH
Burson. October 21, 1907. Petition for a writ of certiorari
to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia denied.
Mr. E. T. Fenwick and Mr. E. M. Kitchin for petitioner.
Mr. George W. Rea for respondent.

No. 316. THe City oF DEFIANCE, PETITIONER, v. WILLIAM
J. McGoniGALE, RECEIVER, ETC. October 21, 1907. Petition
for a writ of certiorari to the United States Circuit Court of
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit denied. Mr. John H. Doyle
and Mr. Henry B. Harris for petitioner. Mr. Henry Newbegin
and Mr. Robert Newbegin for respondent.

No. 323. WiLLiam GorpoN CRAWFORD, PETITIONER, v.
TrE UNiTED STATES. October 21, 1907. Petition for a writ
of certiorari to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia
granted. Mr. A. S. Worthington for petitioner. The Attorney
General and The Solicitor General for respondent.
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