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ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN. RAILWAY COMPANY v. SMITH. 

Opinion delivered _March 14, 1903. 

CORPORATIONS-IDENTITIL-A judgment against a Missouri railway cor-
poration .doing business in Arkansas is not supported by proof 
of a claim against a Texas corporation hating the same name. St. 
Louis Southwestern Railway Co. v. Gate City Co-operative Grocery 
Co., 70 Ark., 10, followed.
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Appeal from Miller Circuit Court. 

JOEL D. CONWAY, Judge. 

Reversed. 

S. H. West and Gaughan & Sifford, for appellant. 

The Missouri corporation and the Texas one are not identical. 
65 S. W. 706. Suit was brought against the wrong one. 

HUGHES, J. On April 30, 1901, the appellee recovered a 
judgment by default against the appellant, the St. Louis South-
western Railway Company, in the sum of $35.29 before W. J. 
Smithers; a justice of the peace of Miller county, on a claim for 
labor alleged to have been rendered for the appellant. From this 
judgment an appeal , was taken to the circuit court, where upon•
a -new tiial judgment was rendered for the appellee for said sum 
of $35.29. From this judgment an appeal was taken to this court. 

The evidence in the case shows that the labor, the value of which 
is now sued for, was performed in the state of Texas for the St. 
Louis Southwestern Railway Company of TexaS, which was incorpor-
ated in the state of Texas, and whose line extends from Texarkana 
on the line between Arkansas and Texas into the state of Texas ; 
and that it is a distinêt and separate corporation and entity from 
the St. Louis Southwestern Railway Company, which was incor-
porated under the laws of Missouri, and extended to Texarkana 
only.

Smith was employed by and worked for the St. Louis South-
western Railway Company of Texas, and it alone was liable to him, 
and the St. Louis Southwestern Railway Company is not shown to 
have owed him anything. There was no evidence that the two com-
panies were jointly liable. St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. v. Gate 
City Co-Operative Grocery Co., 70 Ark. 10. 

The judgment of the circuit court is reversed, and judgment 
will be rendered here for the appellant.


