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RULE 'VI A8 Aumrmm—()m Amumm

Where counsel on either side Jdesire to mafke an oral argument {n any
cause, they shall notify the court of such intention on or before the day set
for its submission, on which day the cause shall be submitted if ready, but
the argument shall not be heard until the court shall be ready to consider

the vanbe wmi shall have given notice to counsel on both sides of the day on
which it will hear the argument. Only two counsel will be heard for each
party, and not more than one hour will be allowed to each side for wrgument,
without special leave of the court granted before the argument begins. The
thme thus allowed may be apportioned between the counsel on the same
side, at their discretion. Provided, always, that a fair opening of the ease
shall be made by the party having the opening and &losing argument. ‘The -
ph.intnﬁ in error, or appellant, shall be entitled to open and conclude the
argument. But where there are cross-appeals, they shall be argued together

- 'wh one case, and the plaintiff in .the court below shall be entitled to open

.mud:toneiude the argument. .. ‘ ST BT

/
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APPENDIX.

L

OPINIONS NOT REPORTED.

West o. State use of Griggs; appeal from Conway eircuit court;
Jeremiah G. Wallace, judge; reversed and dismissed March 16, 1901;
per Riddick, J. - ' v

White v. Beal & Fletcher Grocer Co,; appeal from Conway cireuit
court; Jesse C. Hart, special judge; afiirmed May 4, 1901; per Bunn,
C. J. : '

Butler v, State; appeal from Bemton circuit court; John N. Pitt-
man, judge; affirmed May 4, 1901; per Battle, J.

Highsmith v. State; appeal from White circuit court; Hance N.
 Hutton, judge; affirmed June 1, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

Gazzolo & Co. v. Barstow; appeal from Monroe circuit court;
George M. Chapline, judge; affirmed June 22, 1901; per Buynn, C. J.

_ Hudspeth v. Files; appeal from Ashley chancery court; Marcus L.
Hawkins, chancellor; affirmed June 22, 1901; per Hughes, J.

St. Louis, I. M. & S. Ry. Co. v. Woodard; appeal from Sebastian
circuit court; Styles T. Rowe, judge; reversed and remanded July 6,
1901; per Battle, J.

Choctaw & Memphis R. Co. v. Bobbitt; appeal from Crittenden
" ercuit court; Felix G. Taylor, judge; reversed and remanded July 13,
1901; per Wood, J.

Collins v. Gage; appeal from Craighead chancery court; Edward D.
‘Robertson, chancellor; affirmed with modification October 12, 1901;
per Hughes, J.

Supreme Lodge Knights of Pythias v. Faucette; appeal from Pope
cireuit court; William L. Moose, judge; reversed and mew trial
ordered October 26, 1901; per ouriam.

St. Louis, I. M. & 8. R. Co. v. Cline; appeal from Hot Spring cir-
cuit court; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; reversed and new trial ordered
November 9, 1901; per ouriam.

Lanigan v. Gordon; appeal from Sebastian circuit court; Edgar E.
Bryant, judge; reversed and remanded January 19, 1901; per Riddick, J.
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o ' -

g ‘  CASES DISPOSED OF .ORALLY.

-Hight ». Cummings; appeal froin Madison circuit court; James M.
Pittman, judge; affirmed for - non-compliance with rule nine Feb- -
ruary 11, 1901; per curiam. )

Westmoreland ». MecLendon; appeal from Garland chancery ecourt;
Leland Leatherman, chancellor; dismissed  for mnon-compliance with
jule nine February 11, 1901; per curiam.

Dozier v. Tapp; appeal from St. Francis: chancery court; Edward D.
Robertson, chancellor; affirmed February 16, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

Bewley . Bewley; appeal from FPope ecircuit eourt m chancery,
Jeremiah G.-Wallace, judge; affirmed February 16, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

Miller ©. Wilkerson; appeal from St. Franeis circuit eourt; Hance
N. ‘Hutton, judge, dismissed for non-compliance with ‘rule nine Feb-
ruary 18, 1901; per curiam.

Kansas City, P. & G. R. R. Co. v. York; appeal from Polk circuit
court; Will P. Feazel, judge; affirmed February 23, 1901;  per
Battle, J. : i h .

‘Peace ©. ‘Walker; appeal from Madison circuit court; James M.
Pittman, judge; dismissed for non-compliance w1th rule nine Feb-
ruary 25, 1901; per curiam.

Casey v. Barnett; appeal from Clay eireuit court; S. A. D. Eaton,
special judge; -dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine February
25, 1901; per curiam.

Edrington v. Moss; appeal from Clay circuit court; Felix G. Taylor,
judge; dismissed for mnon-compliance with rule nine February 25,
1901; per curiam. ) ]

Hall o, Little; appeal from Polk circuit court; Will P, Feazel, -
judge; affirmed for non-compliance with rule nine February 25,.1901;
per curiam. ,

Kansas City, Ft. Scott & M. Ry. Co. v. Elkins; appeal from Craig-
heo,d eircuit court; Felix ‘G. Taylor, judge; dismissed for non-com-
phance with rule nine February 25, 1901; per curwxm

Miller & Jones' Furniture Co. v. O’Neal & Berry; appeal from
Sebastian circuit ccurt; Styles T. Rowe, judge; compromised and
'appeal dlsmlssed by consent February 25, 1901; per curiam.

-Crenshaw v ‘Campbell; appeal from Boome circuit  courts; Elbndge
G. Mltchell, judge; affirmed March 2, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

. Joyner v. McCrary; appeal from Little River circuit court; Will P.
Feazel, judge; - affirmed on motion for non-compliance with rule
nine March 2, 1901; per curiam. ' 3
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. ‘Bowdén v. Bowdeén; appeal from Lide chancery court; Edward D.
Robertson, chancellor; affirméd Mardki 9, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

Washington County ¢. Catrofl County; appeal from Wishifigton
clréhit court; Lafayette W. Gregd, special judgé; dismissed for nofic
compliance with rule nine March 11, 1901; per curiam.

Arkanisas & Oklafioma Ry. Co. o. Lovelady; appeal frofi Henton
circuit court; James M. Pittmai, judge; dismisséd for nou-compliniice
with rulé nifle Mdréh 11, 1901; per ouriam.

Dudley Bros. v. Sufi Mutudl Imi. Co.; appeal from Hempstead cli-
cuit court; John H. Crawford, special judge;. affirmed March 16, 190%;
pér B'Iinn, C .. N ’

_ St. Loui§ & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Bolés; appéal fromr Waishington eéfrciftt
court; James M. Pittman, judge; affirmed March 16, 1901; po
Battle, J. . ’ '

St. Louis, I. M. & S. R. C0. v. McClure; appeal from Independeiceé
circuit court; Frederick D. Fulkerson, judge; affirmed March 16; 1901
per Hughes, J. : o

© Jonés v. Comher; appeal from Little River circuit court in chancery;
Will P. Feazel, judge; affirmed March, 16, 1801; per Riddiek, J.

‘Kelley o. Schieck; appéAl from Sebastisn circuit court; Stylés T.
Rowe. judge; compromised and appeal dismissed Mirck - 16, 1901;
‘per curiain.

Hale “v. Cunningham; appeal from Carroll circuit court in chancery;
James M. Pittman; judge; compromised and appeal dismissed March
18 T901; per dirioki. - : ;

~ Page v. Sumpter; appeal from Garland circuit eourt;  Alexander M.
Duffie, judge; affirmed under rule seven; per curiam.

Fagle v. Lonoke County; appeal from Lonoke cireuit court; Sam

W. Williams, special judge; affirmed March 23, 1901; per Bumm, C. J.
. Kempson v. Goss; appeal from White circuit court; Hance N.
Hiitton, judge; affirtied March 23, 1901; per Battle, J.

: 8t. L, I. M. & 8. R. Co. ¢. Bain; appeal from Hot Spring dircuit
court; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; affirmed March 23, 1901; per

Wood, J. ’ .

" Wobd wv. Holland; appesl from White chancery court; Thomas B.

Mirtin, chancellor; appeal dismissed March 23, 1901 ; per Wood, J.

Bryant v. Germania Ins. Co.; appeal from Hempstead circuit
court; John H. Crawford, special judge; affirmed by comsent Mérch 23,
1901; per cirigm. ,

Southwestern Tel., ete., Co. v. McClain; appeal from Saline circuit
. eourt; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; affirmied by consent March 23, 1901;
" North Ark. & Western Ry. Co. v. Cooper; appeal from Washington
circuit court; James M. Pittman, judge; compromised and appéal
disniissed®March 23, 1901; per curiam. v ,

Ross ¢. Batterfield; appeal from St. Francis circuit court; Hanép
N. Hutton, judge; affirmed March 30, 1901; per Battle, J. '
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Western Ass. Co. 0. Barker; appeal from Yell circuit court; - El-
bridge Geary Mitchell, judge; affirmed March 30, 1901; per Hughes, J.
Bauer 'Grocer Co, ‘0. Boshears; appeal . from Clay circuit court;
Felix' ¢ Taylor, judge;. dismissed for non-compliance with rule. nine.

April 1, 1901; per ouriam.

Underwood ‘9. Cooper; appeal from White eircuit court; ﬁa.nce N.
Hutton, judge; wifirmed April 6, 1901; per Wood, J. :

Clark v. Seidel; appeal from Carroll ecireuit court in .chancerys;. -

James M. Pittman, judge; ' dismissed- by consent April 13, 1901; -per

cuit: conrt; James D. Shaver, special judge; afirmed April 20, 1901;

per Battle, J. S
St. Louis & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Bryan; appeal from- Washington: cireuit

court; Bdward 8. McDaniel, judge; . affirmed -April 20, 1901; .per -

Riddick, J.

Less v. Frager; appeal from Little River circuit court; will P. -

Feazel, judge; appeal dismissed for non-cempliance with rule nine;
per ouriam.

Sachs v. Fuller; appeal from Poinsett circuit court; Felix G. Tglyldr, i

judge; affirmed April 27, 1901; per Battle, J. :

Ferguson o. Washington County Baxk; 'appeal from Washington -
cireuit court; E. C. Meacham, special judge; affirmed April 27, 1801;

per Hughes, J. - i . : ‘
Franklin ¢. Fitzgerald; appeal from . Jefferson chancery - court;

John M. Elliott, chancellor; dismissed for non-compliance with  rule o

nine-April 29, 1901; per euriam.

Pultz.v. Thomas; appeal from Polk ecircuit court; Will . P. Feazel, -

judge; affirmed May 4, 1901; per Bunnm, C. J. 3 : ; .
Kendall v. Porter Lumber Co.; appeal from Jefferson cireuit

court; Antonio B. Grace, judge; affirmed May 11, 1901; per Bunn, C..d. =

" Deering v. Independence County; appeal from Independence:.cir-
cuit court; Johm B. MeCaleb, judge; affirmed May - 11, 1801;
Bunmn, C. & : ' ‘ -

Taylor v. Cheatham; appeal from Miller -circuit ecourt; Joel D.
Conway, judge; compromised and appeal dismissel May 13; 1901;
per curiom. : :

Burk v. Kaiser Lumber Co.; appeal from Phillips chancery court; -

Edward D. Robertson, chancellor; affirmed May 18, 1901; per Wood, - J.
. Bussey v. Sawyer; appeal from Chicot chancery court; George W.
Norman, special chaneellor; affirmed May 18, 1901; per Wood, J.
Western Electric Supply Co. v. Odell; appeal from Pulaski circuit
court; : Joseph W. Martin, judge; dismissed for non-compliance with
rule nine May 20, 1901; per curiam. .
~ Taylor ». Cheatham; appeal  from Miller circuit court; Joel D.
Conway, judge; seitled and appeal dismissed May 20, 1901; per curiam.
Streett v. Lindsay; appeal from Chicot circuit court; Marcus L.

Grigsby'Construction'Co. v. Knight; appeal from Little River cir- -
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Hawkins, - judge; affirmed for non-compliance. with: rule nine May 20,
1901 ; per curiam. - . . e
i Grimes v. Beloat; ecertiorari to Lawrence circuit _eourt in-.chan-
cery; Hance N. Hutton, judge; settled and dismissed May 25, 1901; .-
per curiam. ’ . : .

‘Harper' v, State - (two cases) ; appeals from Sebastian - ecircuit
court; Styles T. Rowe, judge; affirmed for non-compliance with rule .
nine May 27, 1801; per curiant. . - .

Ballard v. Ballard; appeal from Garland chancery court; Leland
Leatherman, chancellor; affirmed for non-compliance with rule nine-. .
May 27, 1801;. per curiam. ' ' o
) - Nicola @,  Moore; appeal from Crittenden ecircuit court; Felix G:::
Taylor, judge; affirmed June 1, 1901; per Wood, J. o

Anderson o, State; appeal. from Pulaski ecircnit court; Robert J..
Lea;-judge; affirmed June 8, 1901; per Bunn, C. J. .

Phoenix Ins. Co. v. Nibler; appeal from Sebastian ecircuit court;
Styles T. Rowe, judge; afirmed June 8, 1901; per Bunn, C. J. '

~Routh. v. Madison County; appeal from Madison cireuit court;
Lafayette W. Gregg, special judge; dismissed for non-compliance withs.
rule Jiine’ June 10, 1901; per curiam. R !

SBouthwestern Telegraph, etc., Co. v. Chandler; appeal from. Saline - -
eircuit court; Alexander M. Duffie, - judge; affirmed June 15, 1901;
per Battle, J.

. ..8t. Louis Bouthwestern Ry. Co. v. Jenkins; appeal from Jefferson
cireuit -court; Antohio B, Grace, judge; affirmed June 15, 1901; per
Rigdick, J. - C ) ‘ s

" Hudgins v». Hudgins; appeal from Polk ecircuit court in chancery;
Will' P. Feazel, judge; affirmed for non-compliance with rule nine June
17, 1901; per curiam. e

Gazzolla v. Bartrow; appeal from Monroe circuit court; George M.
Chapline, judge; affirmed June 22, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

Malin v. Webb; appeal from Clay chancery court; Edward D.
Robertson, chancellor; affirnied June 22, 1901; per Wood, J.

Kansas City, P. & G. R. Co. o. Morris; appeal from Benton eir-
cuit'.conrt; James M. Pittman, - judge; compromised and appeal dis-
missed July 8, 1901; per curiam. T

Wyckhoff v. State; appeal from Sebastian eireuit court; Styles T.
Rowe, judge; reversed on confession of error. July 13, 1901; ger
Thomes v, Matthews; appeal from Sebastian circuit -court; - Btyles
T. Rowe, judge; appeal dismissed by consent, Qctober 7, 1901; per
ocuriam. ) :

e - Lk ’

Sims- 9. Files; appeal from Aghley cireuit court; Marcus L.

Hawkins, judge; appeal dismissed by consent ‘October 7, 1901; por
ouriam.

Philan v. Philan; appeal from Sebastian cireuit court in chancery;

-
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Styles T. Rowé, judge; appeal dismissed by consent October 7, 1901;
 New 0. State; appeal from OCleburne circuit court; Elbridge ¢ |

ell, judge; affirmed October 12, 1901; per Bunn, C. J. :
Lynch - v, State; appeal from Arkansas circuit court; George M.
. Chsplite, judge; affirmed October 12, 18015 per Hughes, J.

e y v. State; appeal from Coiumbig circuit eourt; Charles W.
s-affirmed October 12, 1901; per Riddick, J. -
- - Foley State; appeal -from  St. Francis circuit - court; Hamee: N.

Hutton, Juilgé; affirmed October 19, 1901; per Buain, C. J. o

- . Walker 0. Reiff; appeal from Pulaski circuit court; Joseph W.

- MRS sed October 9, 1901; per Hughes, J. U s

! N . o \.' tﬂls; B. oy st

5 SRR L Cedry 86 1. Hawkins, chancellor; affirmed
: per Hughes, J. ~ : v RS
L - 7" Pryor Lumber Co. ». Koach; appeal from Polk- circnit courts
Will P. Feazel, judge; affirmed Oetober 26, 1901; per curiom. -

.~ Beecher v. ‘Abbott; appeal from Randolph cirenit court; John B.
“McCaleb, judge; affirmed October 26, 1901; per Hughes, J. :
. Mayer v, Hemingway; appeal from Jefferson chancery court; ;

Jai¥ies F. Robinson, chancellor; affirmed October . 28, 1801; ‘pér - Bunn, i

‘ ]

Mi

P

~ .

A , . :
7 - Kelley . Jaegersfeld; appeal from Little ‘River circuit court in )
chiancery; Will P. Feazel, judge; affirmed October 28, 1901; per curiam.
Steen v. Helmer (two cases); appeals from Pulaski cireuit court;
Joseph W. Martin, judge; affirmed November 2, 1901; per Hughes, J.
-8t L, I. M. & S EHy. Co. o Fondren; appeal from Sebastian
 offouit conirt; Styles T. Rowe, judge; affirmed November 2, 1901; per
-Wood, J. , - - . _
. - Hodenberg v. BloxHam; appeal from Little River ciréuit court; Will a

P. Feazel, judge; affirmed November 3, 1801; per Wood, J. -
* Grubs v. Wood Machine Co.; appeal from Hot Spring -cireuit
court; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; afirmed November 2, 1901; per
Riddick, J. ) .
" Jomes v. Chromister; appeal from Conway circuit court; William

: L’r Moose, judge; dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine Novem- -
ber 4, 1001; per curiam. ;

White v. North American Trust Co.; appeal from Pulaski - cirenit
court; Joseph W, Martin, judge; affirmed for non-compliance with rule’
pine November 4, 1901; per curigm.

‘Smith ‘¢, Knight; appeal from Marion circuit court in chancery;
Elbridge G," Mitchell, judge; affirmed November 9, 1901; per Bunm, C. J.

Kirtley v. Wiiiston; appeal from Conway eircuit _égurt in -chan-
obiy; Jeremiah G. Wallace, judge; affirmed Novéihber 9; 1901; per
Battle, .

Paxton v. State; appeal from Marion eircait ¢ourt; Elbridge G.
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"Mitchell, judge; affirmed November 9, 1901; per Wood, J. }’\\
Hoxie, P. & N. R. Co. v. Bigger; appeal from Randolph cireuit eoﬁt

‘John B. McCaleb, judge; compromised and appeal dismissed November\‘

9, 1901; per curiam.
8t. Louis S. W. Ry.-Co. v. Paxton; appeal from Miller circuit court;
Joel D.. Conway, judge; eompromlsed and appeal dismissed November
- 1k 1901; per curiam.

Hicks ¢. Bronaugh; appeal from Praxne chancery court; John M.
Elliott, chancellor; appeal dismissed for non-compliance thh rule nine
November 11, 1901; per curiam.

.Bt. Louis 8. W. Ry. Co..v. Allen; appeal from Miller elrc'uit court;
Joel D. Conway, judge; oompromlsed and appeal dismissed November
H 1901; per ouriam. ;

Grady . Farrar; appeal from-Lee chancery court; Edward D Rob-
ertson, chancellor; afﬁrm;ed November 16, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

©8t. Louis, I. M. &S. Ry. Co. v. Shell; appeal from Drew circuit
court; Zachariah ‘T, Wood, judge; aﬂirmed November 16, 1901; per
ugha J.
~Whitelaw v, Hopkins-Weller Drug . Co.; a.ppeal from Washington
circuft court in chaneery; James M. th:man, judge;. affirmed November
16, 1901; per Hughes, J.







