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DECISIONS PER CURIAM, FROM APRIL 13, 1926, 
TO AND INCLUDING JUNE 7, 1926, OTHER 
THAN DECISIONS ON PETITIONS FOR WRITS 
OF CERTIORARI.

No. 310. Carter  Lynch , Trust ee  in  Bankrupt cy  of  
the  Tenness ee  River  Coal  Company , v . Nashv il le , 
Chattanooga  and  St . Louis  Railw ay  Company  et  al . 
Error to the Supreme Court of the State of Tennessee. 
Motion to dismiss submitted April 12, 1926. Decided 
April 19, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed for want of 
jurisdiction upon the authority of section 237 of the Judi-
cial Code as amended by the act of September 6, 1916, 
c. 448, sec. 2, 39 Stat. 726; Jett Bros. Distilling Co. v. 
Carrollton, 252 U. S. 1, 5-6. Messrs. Frank Spurlock 
and Fitzgerald Hall for defendants in error, in support 
of the motion. Mr. Charles C. Moore for plaintiff in 
error, in opposition thereto.

No. 662. Empi re  Engineering  Company  v . White , 
Gratwi ck  and  Mitchell , Inc . Error to the Supreme 
Court of the State of New York. Motion to dismiss sub-
mitted April 12, 1926. Decided April 19, 1926. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for want of jurisdiction upon the 
authority of California Powder Works v. Davis & Co., 
151 U. S. 389; Gaar, Scott & Co. v. Shannon, 223 U. S. 
469, 470; Consolidated Turnpike Co. v. Norfolk & Ocean 
View R. R. Co., 228 U. S. 596, 599; Yazoo & Mississippi 
Valley R. R. Co. v. Brewer, 231 U. S. 245, 249; Cuyahoga 
River Power Co. v. Northern Realty Co., 244 U. S. 300, 
303; Municipal Securities Corporation v. Kansas City, 
246 U. S. 63, 69; Büby v. Stewart, 246 U. S. 255, 257; 
Farson, Son & Co. v. Bird, 248 U. S. 268, 271. Mr. Lau-
rence E. Coffey for defendant in error, in support of the 
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motion. Mr. Adelbert Moot and Helen Z. M. Rodgers 
for plaintiff in error, in opposition thereto.

No. 674. Israel  Seligman  v . Frank  K. Bower s , Col -
lector  of  Internal  Revenue  for  the  Second  Dis trict  
of  New  York , and  David  H. Blair , Unite d  States  
Commis sio ner , etc . Appeal from the District Court of 
the United States for the Southern District of New York. 
Submitted April 12, 1926. Decided April 19, 1926. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for want of jurisdiction upon the 
authority of § 238 of the Judicial Code, as amended by 
the act of February 13, 1925, c. 229, sec. 1, 43 Stat. 938. 
Messrs. Charles Marvin and Roscoe C. Harper for appel-
lant. Solicitor General Mitchell for appellee.

Nos. 612 and 613. Jose ph  B. Marsino  v . Common -
wea lth  of  Massac husetts . Error to the Superior 
Court of Worcester County, State of Massachusetts. 
Argued April 13, 1926. Decided April 19, 1926. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for want of jurisdiction upon the 
authority of § 237 of the Judicial Code, as amended by 
the act of September 6, 1916, c. 448, sec. 2, 39 Stat. 726; 
Jett Bros. Distilling Co. v. Carrollton, 252 U. S. 1, 5-6. 
Mr. Asa P. French for plaintiff in error. Messrs. Charles 
B. Rugg, Jay R. Benton, and George R. Stobbs for de-
fendant in error.

No. 231. Chicago , Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railw ay  
Comp any  v . A. N. Murphy  and  T. 0. Murphy , Part -
ners  DOING BUSINESS UNDER THE FIRM NAME AND STYLE 
of  Murphy  & Son . Error to the Supreme Court of the 
State of Oklahoma. Argued April 14, 1926. Decided 
April 19, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed for want of 
jurisdiction upon the authority of section 237 of the 
Judicial Code, as amended by the act of September 6,
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1916, c. 448, sec. 2, 39 Stat. 726; Jett Bros. Distilling Co. 
v. Carrollton, 252 U. S. 1, 5-6. Mr. A. T. Boys, with 
whom Messrs. W. R. Bleakmore, W. F. Dickinson, M. L. 
Bell, Thomas P. Littlepage, John Barry, and W. F. Col-
lins were on the brief for plaintiff in error. Messrs. W. C. 
'Stevens, A. J. Morris, and Rijord Bond, for defendants in 
error, submitted.

No. 262. Steve  Super  and  Benjami n  H. Wilder  v . 
Hubert  Work , Secre tary  of  the  Interior , as  a  mem ber  
of  the  Fede ral  Power  Commis sion , and  Will iam  M. 
Jardin e , Secre tary  of  Agric ult ure , etc . Appeal from 
the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. Ar-
gued April 20, 21, 1926. Decided April 26, 1926. Per 
Curiam. Affirmed upon the authority of (1) Barker v. 
Harvey, 181 U. S. 481; United States v. Title Insurance 
Company, 265 U. S. 472; (2) Lone Wolf v. Hitchcock, 
187 U. S. 553; Conley v. Ballinger, 216 U. S. 84, 90. 
Mr. Jennings C. Wise, for appellants. Mr. George P. 
Barse, with whom Solicitor General Mitchell and Assist-
ant Attorney General Parmenter were on the brief, for 
appellees.

No. 266. Emeli e  W. Peacock  v . Mabel  G. Reinecke , 
Coll ecto r  of  Internal  Revenue  for  the  First  Inter -
nal  Revenue  Dist ric t  of  Illinoi s . Appeal from the 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. Argued 
April 23, 1926. Decided April 26, 1926. Per Curiam. 
Dismissed for want of jurisdiction upon the authority of 
Farrell v. O’Brien, 199 U. S. 89, 100; Goodrich v. Ferris, 
214 U. S. 71, 79; Toop v. Ulysses Land Company, 237 
U. S. 580, 583; United Security Company v. American 
Fruit Produce Company, 238 U. S. 140, 142; Sugarman 
v. United States, 249 U. S. 182, 184; Berkman v. United 
States, 250 U. S. 114,118; Piedmont Power & Light Com-
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pany v. Town of Graham, 253 U. S. 193, 195. Mr. Her-
bert Pope, with whom Messrs. James F. Forstdll and E. 
Barrett Prettyman were on the brief, for appellant. So-
licitor General Mitchell, with whom Assistant Attorney 
General Willebrandt and Mr. Sewall Key were on the 
brief, for appellee.

No. —, original. Ex parte  Will iam  G. Ehrlich . May 
3, 1926. Motion for leave to file petition for writ of 
habeas corpus and to admit petitioner to bail denied. 
Messrs. William C. Prentiss and Joseph E. Morrison for 
petitioner.

No. —, original. Ex part e  Carl  Kober . May 3, 1926. 
Motion for leave to file petition for writ of habeas corpus 
and to admit petitioner to bail denied. Messrs. William 
C. Prentiss and Joseph E. Morrison for petitioner.

No. 269. Roy  Rissl ing  v . City  of  Milwa ukee . Error 
to the Supreme Court of the State of Wisconsin. Argued 
April 26, 1926. Decided May 3, 1926. Per Curiam. Af-
firmed upon the authority of Gundling v. Chicago, 177 
U. S. 183; Barbier v. Connolly, 113 U. S. 27; Reinman 
v. City of Little Rock, 237 U. S. 171. Mr. Leon B. Lam- 
from for plaintiff in error. Messrs. John M. Niven and 
Leo. A. Mullaney for. defendant in error.

No. 275. Isabel la  Samuels , formerly  Isabe lla  Os -
borne , et  al . v. Joe  H. Child ers . Error to the Supreme 
Court of the State of Oklahoma. Submitted April 27, 
1926. Decided May 3, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed for 
want of jurisdiction upon the authority of section 237 of 
the Judicial Code, as amended by the act of September 6, 
1916, c. 448, sec. 2, 39 Stat. 726; Jett Bros. Distilling Co. 
v. Carrollton, 252 U. S. 1, 5-6. Mr. John Tomerlin and
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Edgar A. deMueles for plaintiffs in error. Messrs. James 
D. Simms and James C. Denton for defendant in error.

No. 281. Shell ey  B. Hutchinson  v . William  M. 
Sperry  and  Emily  Spe rry , his  wife , Farmer s ’ Loan  & 
Trust  Co. of  New  York , et  al ., etc ., et  al . Appeal 
from the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit. 
Argued April 28, 1926. Decided May 3, 1926. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for want of jurisdiction upon the au-
thority of sections 128 and 240 of the Judicial Code; Far-
rell v. O’Brien, 199 U. S. 89, 100; Goodrich v. Ferris, 214 
U. S. 71, 79. Mr. William Mayo Atkinson for appellant. 
Messrs. Frederick Geller, Frederic J. Faulke, Robert H. 
McCarter, and Josiah Stryker for appellees.

No. 287. Chicago , Milw aukee  & St . Paul  Railway  
Comp any  v . Board  of  Railroad  Commi ssioner s  of  the  
State  of  South  Dakot a . Error to the Supreme Court 
of the State of South Dakota. Argued April 29, 1926. 
Decided May 3, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the 
want of jurisdiction upon the authority of McCain v. 
Des Moines, 174 U. S. 128,181; Western Union Telegraph 
Company v. Ann Arbor R. R. Co., 178 U. S. 239, 243; 
Spencer v. Duplan Silk Company, 191 U. S. 526, 530; 
Shulthis v. McDougal, 225 U. S. 561, 569; Hull v. Burr, 
234 U. S. 712, 720; Norton v. Whitesides, 239 U. S. 144, 
147. Mr. J. N. Davis, with whom Messrs. 0. W. Dynes, 
E. L. Grantham, H. H. Field, and Frank K. Nebeker, 
were on the brief, for plaintiff in error. Mr. Raymond L. 
Dillman for defendant in error.

No. —, original. Ex parte  Edwa rd  F. Brown . Motion 
for leave to file petition for mandamus to the District 
Court of the United States for the district of Massachu-
setts. May 10, 1926. Per Curiam. Application for leave
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to file petition for a writ of mandamus to compel Judge 
Peters of the District Court of the United States for the 
District of Massachusetts to allow a direct appeal to this 
court on a question of jurisdiction, the appeal having been 
applied for before the effective date of the Act of Feb-
ruary 13, 1925, 43 Stat. 936, denied upon the authority 
of Smith n . McKay, 161 U. S. 355, 358. Messrs. C. C. 
McChord and Conrad W. Crooker for petitioner.

No. 455. James  Scott  v . Morri s National  Bank , of  
Morris . Error to the Supreme Court of the State of 
Oklahoma. Motion to dismiss or affirm submitted May 3, 
1926. Decided May 10, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed 
for want of jurisdiction upon the authority of section 237 
of the Judicial Code as amended by the act of September 
6, 1916, c. 448, sec. 2, 39 Stat. 726; Jett Bros. Distilling 
Company v. Carrollton, 252 U. S. 1, 5-6; (2) Missouri v. 
Andriano, 138 U. S. 496; Rae v. Homestead Loan & Guar-
anty Company, 176 U. S. 121; Baker n . Baldwin, 187 
U. S. 61. Messrs. Charles A. Dixon and E. J. McVann 
for defendant in error in support of the motion. Mr. 
Lewis C. Lawson for plaintiff in error in opposition 
thereto.

No. 66. John  C. Ross  v . State  of  South  Dakota . 
Error to the Supreme Court of the State of South Dakota. 
Submitted May 3, 1926. Decided May 10, 1926. Per 
Curiam. Dismissed for want of jurisdiction upon the 
authority of section 237 of the Judicial Code as amended 
by the act of September 6, 1916, c. 448, sec. 2, 39 Stat. 
726; Jett Bros. Distilling Co. v. Carrollton, 252 U. S. 
1, 5-6; (2) Farrell v. O'Brien, 199 U. S. 89, 100; Toop v. 
Ulysses Land Co., 237 U. S. 580, 583; Piedmont Power 
& Light Co. v. Town of Graham, 253 U. S. 193, 195; 
Seaboard Air Line v. Padgett, 236 U. S. 668, 671; (3) 
Missouri v. Lewis, 101 U. S. 22, 31. Messrs. U. S. G.
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Cherry and Holton Devenport for plaintiff in error. 
Messrs. Byron 8. Payne and E. D. Roberts for defendant 
in error.

No. 302. C. A. P. Turner  Comp any  v . United  Stat es . 
Appeal from the Court of Claims. Argued May 3, 1926. 
Decided May 10, 1926. Per Curiam. Affirmed upon the 
authority of United States v. Smith, 94 U. S. 214, 218; 
Talbert v. United States, 155 U. S. 45; Stone v. United 
States, 164 U. S. 380, 382; United States v. Milliken 
Printing Co., 202 U. S. 173, 174; Keokuk & Hamilton 
Bridge Co. v. United States, 260 U. S. 125, 126. Mr. Ben-
ton Baker, for appellant. Solicitor General Mitchell and 
Mr. A. C. Paul for the United States.

No. 304. Will iam  H. Maxwell  and  Globe  Indemn ity  
Comp any  v . Unite d  States . Error to the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. Argued 
May 4, 1926. Decided May 10, 1926. Per Curiam. 
Affirmed upon the authority of The Harriman, 9 Wall. 
161, 172; Jones v. United States, 96 U. S. 24, 29; Jackson-
ville, Mayport, Pablo Ry. & Nav. Co. v. Hooper, 160 
U. S. 514, 527; Globe Refining Co. v. Landa Cotton Oil 
Co., 190 U. S. 540, 543-544; Carnegie Steel Co. v. United 
States, 240 U. S. 156, 164; Day v. United States, 245 U. S. 
159, 161. Messrs. George A. King and Christie Benet, 
with whom Mr. F. A. W. Ireland was on the brief, for 
plaintiffs in error. Solicitor General Mitchell, Assistant 
to the Attorney General Donovan, and Mr. J. D. Ernest 
Meyer for the United States.

No. 338. Haeussler  Inve stm ent  Comp any  v . Cha rle s  
W. Bates ; and

No. 481. Fruin  Bambrick  Constructi on  Company , 
Third  Stre et  Realty  & Investme nt  Company , Comp -
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ton  Hill  Improveme nt  Comp any  et  al . v . Charles  W. 
Bates . Error to the Supreme Court of the State of Mis-
souri. Submitted May 6, 1926. Decided May 10, 1926. 
Per Curiam. Affirmed upon the authority of Withnell v. 
Ruecking Construction Co., 249 U. S. 63, 69; Hancock v. 
City of Muskogee, 250 U. S. 454, 456; Goldsmith v. Pren-
dergast Construction Co., 252 U. S. 12; (2) Valley Farms 
Co. v. Westchester County, 261 U. S. 155. Messrs. Lam-
bert E. Walther, Joseph W. Lewis, John S. Leahy, Walter 
H. Saunders, and Charles M. Rice for plaintiffs in error. 
Mr. Charles W. Bates, pro se.

No. 17, original. United  States  v . Minn esota . May 
24, 1926. Final decree entered. See 270 U. S. 181.

No. —, original. Ex part e Norman  T. Whitaker . 
May 24, 1926. Motion for leave to file petition for writ 
of mandamus or certiorari herein is denied. Mr. Nor-
man T. Whitaker, pro se.

No. —, original. Ex parte  Hugh  H. Newe ll . May 
24, 1926. Motion for leave to file petition for writ of 
habeas corpus is denied. Mr. Hugh H. Newell, pro se.

No. 554. Norm an  S. Bowles  v . W. I. Biddle , Warden . 
Appeal from the District Court of the United States for 
the District of Kansas. Motion to dismiss submitted 
June 1, 1926. Decided June 7, 1926. Per Curiam. Mo-
tion to dismiss the appeal as moot granted and the order 
denying the writ of habeas corpus vacated, with direc-
tions to the District Court of the United States for the 
District of Kansas to dismiss the petition. Solicitor 
General Mitchell, Assistant Attorney General Luhring,
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and Mr. Harry S. Ridgely for appellee, in support of the 
motion. Mr. Norman S. Bowles, pro se, in opposition 
thereto.

No. —, original. John  Lapi que  v . Distr ict  Court  of  
the  Unite d States  for  the  Southern  Distr ict  of  
Calif ornia . June 7, 1926. Motion for leave to file peti-
tion for writ of mandamus and motion for writ of error 
denied. Mr. John Lapique, pro se.

No. 786. Trans port es  Maritim os  Do Esta do  v . L. 
Mundet  & Sons , Inc . Appeal from the District Court 
of the United States for the Southern District of New 
York. Motion to dismiss submitted June 1, 1926. De-
cided June 7, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed for want of 
jurisdiction upon the authority of section 238 of the Judi-
cial Code as amended by the act of February 13, 1925, 
c. 229, secs. 1, 13, 43 Stat. 936, 938, 942. Messrs. John A. 
McManus and Otis Beall Kent for appellee, in support 
of the motion. Mr. F. Dudley Kohler for appellant, in 
opposition thereto.

No. —. Robin s Dry  Dock  & Repair  Company  v . 
Marion  L. Robin son , as  Admi nis tratri x , etc . Error to 
the Supreme Court of the State of New York. On rule to 
show cause why the writ of error, allowed by a Justice 
of this Court, should not be dismissed. Submitted June 1, 
1926. Decided June 7, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed 
upon the authority of Stratton v. Stratton, 239 U. S. 55; 
Andrews v. Virginian Ry. Co., 248 U. S. 272; Matthews v. 
Huwe, 269 U. S. 262, 265-266; Southern Electric Co. v. 
Stoddard, Superintendent, 269 U. S. 186, 188-190.

No. 497. Joe  H. Tiger  v . William  M. Few ell  et  al . 
Error to the Supreme Court of the State of Oklahoma.
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Motion to dismiss submitted June 1, 1926. Decided June 
7, 1926. Per Curiam. Dismissed for want of jurisdic-
tion upon the authority of section 237 of the Judicial 
Code, as amended by the act of September 6, 1916, c. 448, 
sec.'2, 39 Stat. 726; Jett Bros. Distilling Co. v. Carrollton, 
252 TJ. S. 1, 5, 6. Mr. William 0. Beall for defendants in 
error, in support of the motion. Mr. William Neff for 
plaintiff in error, in opposition thereto.

No. 3, Original. State  of  New  Mexic o  v . State  of  
Texas . Order entered June 7, 1926. It is ordered that 
the report of the special master be, and it is hereby, re-
ceived and a hearing on the report and any exceptions 
thereto is set for Monday, January 3, 1927.

No. 16, original. State  of  Wiscons in  v . State  of  
Illi nois  and  Sanitar y  Distri ct  of  Chicago . Order en-
tered June 7,1926. Announced by Mr . Justice  Holmes .

It is ordered that this cause be referred to Charles 
Evans Hughes, Esquire, as the special master with direc-
tions and authority to take the evidence and to report the 
same to the Court with his findings of fact, conclusions 
of law, and recommendations for a decree—all subject to 
examination, consideration, approval, modification, or 
other disposal by the Court. The special master shall 
have authority (1) to employ competent stenographic and 
clerical assistants, (2) to fix the times and places of taking 
the evidence, and (3) to issue subpoenas to secure the at-
tendance of witnesses and to administer oaths. When the 
special master’s report of his findings of fact, conclusions 
of law, and recommendations for a decree is completed 
the clerk of the court shall cause the same to be printed ; 
and when the same is presented to the Court in printed 
form the parties will be accorded a reasonable time, to be 
fixed by the Court, within which to present exceptions.
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The special master shall be allowed his actual expenses 
and a reasonable compensation for his services to be fixed 
hereafter by the Court. The allowances to him, the com-
pensation paid to his stenographic and clerical assistants, 
and the cost of printing his report shall be charged against 
and be borne by the parties in such proportions as the 
Court hereafter may direct. If the parties to the related 
suit of State of Michigan n . State of Illinois ¡and Sanitary 
District of Chicago, now pending in this Court, so elect 
and so notify the special master, they shall be permitted 
to participate in the taking of evidence and in the hearing 
before the special master in like manner and with like 
effect as if that suit had been consolidated with this cause 
by the Court’s order; and the Court specially reserves to 
itself authority to order such a consolidation if it becomes 
proper to do so. If the appointment herein made of a 
special master is not accepted, or if the place becomes 
vacant during the recess of the Court, the Chief Justice 
shall have authority to make a new designation which 
shall have the same effect as if originally made by the 
Court herein.

PETITIONS FOR CERTIORARI GRANTED, FROM 
APRIL 13, 1926, TO AND INCLUDING JUNE 7, 
1926.

No. 953. United  States  v . Charles  A. Ludy . April 
19, 1926. Petition for writ of certiorari to the Court of 
Claims granted. Solicitor General Mitchell, Assistant 
Attorney General Galloway, and Mr. Fred K. Dyar for 
the United States. Mr. Wayne Johnson for respondent.

No. 957. Unite d  States  v . S. S. White  Dental  Manu -
facturi ng  Comp any  of  Pennsylv ania . April 19, 1926. 
Petition for writ of certiorari to the Court of Claims 
granted. Solicitor General Mitchell, Assistant Attorney
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