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Christy ». Findley; Christy v. Young.

WirriaAM CHRISTY, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v. JAMES D.
FinpLEY.

M. Justice CURTIS.

The amended pleas in this case, being five in number, are
demurred to, and the demurrers are sustained for the reasons
assigned in the opinion in the case of Christy v. Scott. The
judgment of the District Court is reversed, and the case re-
manded for further proceedings.

ORDER.

This cause came on to be heard on the transcript of the
record from the District Court of the United States for the
District of Texas, and was argued by counsel. On consid-
eration whereof, it is now here ordered and adjudged by
this court, that the judgment of the said District Court in
this cause be, and the same is hereby, reversed, with costs,
and that this cause be, and the same is hereby, remanded
to the said District Court, for further proceedings to be had
therein in conformity to the opinion of this court, and as to
law and justice shall appertain.

WirLniaM CHRISTY, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v. WILLIAM
YouNnG.

Mr. Justice CURTIS.

In this case, the sixth, eighth, ninth, and tenth pleas, are
demurred to, and the demurrers are sustained, for the reasons
assigned in the opinion in the case of Christy v. Scott. The
tenth plea in this case of the ten years’ limitation law of
Texas, is bad, for the same reasons as the plea of the three
years’ statute pleaded in that case. The judgment of the
Distriet Court is reversed, and the case remanded for further
proceedings.

*ORDER. [*297

This cause came on to be heard on the transcript of the
record from the District Court of the United States for the
DlSt.I‘iOt of Texas, and was argued by counsel. On consid-
eration whereof, it is now here ordered and adjudged by this
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court, that the judgment of the said District Court in this
cause be, and the same is hereby, reversed, with costs, and
that this cause be, and the same is hereby, remanded to the
said District Court for further proceedings to be had therein,
in eonformity to the opinion of this court, and as to law and
justice shall appertain.

WirLniaM CHRISTY, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, v. HIRAM
HENLEY.

Mr. Justice CURTIS.

In this case, the fourth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, and
tenth pleas, are demurred to, and the demurrers are sustained
for the reasons assigned in the opinion in the cases of Christy
v. Scott, and Christy v. Young. The judgment of the Dis-
trict Court is reversed, and the case remanded for further
proceedings.

ORDER.

This cause eame on to be heard on the transcript of the
record from the District Court of the United States for the
District of Texas, and was argued by counsel. On consid-
eration whereof, it is now here ordered and adjudged by this
court, that the judgment of the said District Court in this
cause be, and the same is hereby, reversed, with costs, and
that this cause be, and the same is hereby, remanded to the
said District Court for further proceedings to be had therein,
in conformity to the opinion of this court, and as to law and
justice shall appertain.

STEPHEN W. Doss AND STEWART NEWELL, APPELLANTS,
v. WILLIAM TyYAcCK AND LINDLEY MURRAY.

A court has a right to set aside its own judgment or decree, dismissing a bill
in chancery, at the same term in which the judgment or decree was ren-
dered, on discovering its own error in the law, or that the consent of the
complainants to such dismissal was obtained by fraud.!

1 Cirep. Goddard v. Ordway, 11 “«The general power of the court
Otto, 752; State of Nevada v. District over its own judgments, orders, and
Court, 16 Nev., 372. decrees, in both civil and criminal
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