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Magreay O1L CORPORATION v. APPLEGATE..
Opinion delivered June 22, 1925.

APPEAL AND ERROR—FORMER APPBAL—LAW.OF.CASB.—Where a cause is
submitted on the abstract and brief filed on the former. appeal, it
being conceded that only questions decided on the former appeail

“are involved, the judgment of the lower court entered in .pur-
" suance of the order of this court will be affirmed; the demsmn
on the former appeal being the-law of the case. i -

Appeal from Pulaskl Chancery Comt John, E Mar—
tineaw, Chancellor ; affirmed.. -
. Rose, Hemmgway, Camtrell c@ Loughbmough f01
appellant.

H. W. Applegate, Attorney General and Sa/m M
Wassell, of counsel, for appellee. - =+ =

- Per Curiam. * On the former appeal in this case the
declsmn rendered February 2, 1925, reversed the decree
of the chancery court and remanded the’ cause for fur-
ther proceedings not inconsistent -with the opinion, and’
cn' the temand there was a Judgment in favor of appellee,
against appellant, for recovery of the $um of ‘money
found to be due under the law as declared by this court.
An appeal has been prosecuted to this court, but the case
is now submitted upon the. abstract and’ bmef filed on
the former appeal, it bemg conceded by the attorneys
on both sides that the questions ‘decided -oni’ the formeér
appeal and none other, are involved on _the présent
appeal. That bemg true, an affirmarce ‘of the Judoment
below necessarily results from a consideration of the
case on the present appeal. Our decision on the former
appeal became the law of the case, and is a final iadgudl-
cation of the rights of the parties.

Decree affirmed.
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