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APPENDIX.

I.

OPINIONS NOT REPORTED.

Thompson v. State; appeal from Prairie circuit court; George M.
Chapline, judge; affirmed November 30, 1901; per Bunn, C. J.

Crenshaw v. State; appeal from Poinsett circuit court; Thomas P.
McGovern, special judge; affirmed January 4, 1902; per Wood, J.

‘Ward ». Morris; appeal from Ashley chancery court; J. G. William-
son, special chancellor; affirmed February 15, 1902; per Battle, J.

Jarvis v. State; appeal from ‘Washington circuit court; John N.
Tillman, judge; reversed March 1, 1902; per Wood, J.

Stitt ». Rector; appeal from Garland circuit court; Alexander M.
Duffie, judge; reversed July 16, 1902; per Riddick, J.

James & Etu v. State; appeal from Garland circuit court; Alex-
ander M. Duffie, judge; affirmed April 19, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Pugh v. Sherrer; appeal from Ashley circuit court; Zachariah T.
Wood, judge; reversed May 17, 1902; per ﬁughes, J.

Farmers’ Saving, Building & Loan Association v. Berger; appeal
from Hot Spring chancery court; Leland Leatherman, chancellor;
reversed June 7, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

Bonville v. State; appeal from Pope circuit court; William L.
Moose, judge; affirmed June 28, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Barton v. Grand Lodge I. 0. O. F.; appeal from Independence cir-
cuit court; James W. Butler, special judge; affirmed October 25, 1902;
per Hughes, J.

IIL.

CASES DISPOSED OF ORALLY.

State of Arkansas v, Reddit; appeal from Lawrence circuit court;
John B. McCaleb, on exchange of circuits, judge: dismissed on motion
of appellant, November 25, 1901; per curiam.

Johnson v. State; appeal from Sebastian circuit court; Styles T.
Rowe, judge; affirmed on motion of Attorney General, November 25,
1901; per curiam.
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Hutton v. State; appeal from Lawrence circuit court; Frederic D.
Fulkerson, judge; aﬂirmed on motion of Attorney General November
25, 1901; per curiam, .

State v. J. P. Durden, appeal from Sebastxa,n cirguit court; Styles
T. Rowe, judge; d1smlssed on motion of Attorney General, November
25, 1901; per curiem.

Seblowitz v. State; appeal from Lonoke circuit court; George M.
Chapline, judge; affirmed on motlon of Attorney General, November
25, 1901; per curiam.

Steele ». Brickey; appeal from  Lee- chancery court; Edward D.
Robertson, chancellor; affirmed November 30, 1901; per Hughes J.

Allison v. Cleveldnd; appeal from Lonoke chancery court; Thomas
B. Martin, chancellor; afﬁrmed November 30, 1901; per Hughes J.

- Underwood v. Bolton; appeal from Clay circuit eourt; Fehx G
Taylor, judge; afirmed November 30, 1901; per Wood, J. -

. Boyd v. Boyd; appeal from Cleveland circuit court; Zachariah T.
Wood, judge; affirmed November 30, 1901; per Riddick, J.

Cooper ». Stacy; appeal from Cross chancery court; Edward D.
Robertson, judge; dismissed by consent.of parties, November 30, 1901
per curiam.

Needham v. State; appeal from Dallas circuit court Zacharlah T.

Wood, judge; reversed on confession of error by Attorney General
December 7, 1901; per curiam.

Daniel ». McDamel appeal from St. Francls chancery court Ed—
ward D. Robertson, chancellor affirmed December 7, 1901; per Bunn
C. J.

Brooks v. State; appeal from Miller circuit court; Joel D. Conway,
judge; affirmed December 7, 1901; per Battle, J.

St. L., I. M. & So. Ry. Co. v. Abel; appeal from Cross circuit court;
Allen Hughes special judge; afﬁrmed December 7, 1901; per ‘Battle; J.

Withers v State; appeal from Drew c1rcu1t court;. Zacharlah T.
Wood, judge;" aﬁlrmed December 7, 1901 er Battle, J.

St. L, I. M. & 'So. Ry Co. ». G111 appeal from Lomnoke circuit
court; George M. Chapllne Judge, dismlssed by consent of - partles
December 7, 1901; per curiam.

Logan v. State; appeal from Howard circuit court; Will P. Feazel
judge; affirmed orally December 14, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

St. L., I. M. & So. Ry. Co.-». McDaniel; appeal from Lee circuit
court; Ha.nce N. Hutton; judge; affirmed December 14, 1902; per Bat-
tle, J.

Three States Lumber Co. v. Clod»r; appeal from Mississippi circuit
court; Felix G. Taylor, judge; affirmed December 21, 1901; per
Hughes, J. e e e

Conley v. Booe; appeal from Lonoke circuit court; George M.
Chapline, judge; affirmed January 4, 1902;. per Wood, J.

Crenshaw v. State; appeal from Poinsett circuit court; T. P. Mc-
Govern, special judge; affirmed - January 4, 1902; per. Wood,-J.

Gray v..Gray; appeal from Conway clrcult court; Jordan E. Crav-
ens, special judge; compromised and dismissed. January 6,.1902; per
curwm

. Rector. v. Ledwidge; appeal from Garland chancery court Leland:
Leatherman, chancellor; affirmed January 11, 1902; per . Weod, J.
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¢ .- -Spear v.-MeCauley; appeal from Conway ‘circuit courf in chandery;
William L. Moose, judge; affirmed January 11, 1902; per Wood, J. -~ .*I

K
Norris ». Hightower; appeal from Union circuit court: Charles W
Smith, judge; affirmed January 18, 1902; per Riddick, J. ) o

.. K.C, F.S. & M. Ry. Co. v. -Jones; appeal from Lawrence circuit
court; John B. McCaleb, on exchange of circuits with Frederic D. Ful-
kerson, judge; compromised and judgment reversed January 18, 1902;
per curiam. oL o EE

N. Ark. & W. Ry. Co. v. Roacher; appeal from Washingtoﬁ cirbu»i{i
court; James M. Pittman, judge; dismissed by consent of parties, Jan-
uary 20,-1902; per curiam. . . . L -

P

Masonic Benefit Association v. Rogers; appeal-from Pulaski ciréuit;
court; Joseph ‘'W. Martin, judge;  affirmed - for non-compliance - with
rule nine, January 20, 1902; per curiam.. : S <

Younger v. State; appeal from Sevier circuit court; Will P. Féézél,‘
judge; - affirmed for non-compliance with rule nine, January 20, 1902;.
per curiam. .- - - ) i Pk

Collins v. State; appeal from Howard circuit court; Will P. Feazel,
judge; affirmed January 25, 1902; per Wood, J. -

Goldman v. Airhardt; appeal from Lonoke circnii court; Georgé
M. Chapline, judge; affirmed by consent, January 25, 1902; per curiem.

Pullen v. State use Short; appeal from Little River circuit court;-
Will P. Feazel, judge; dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine,
January 25, 1902; per curiam. : :

Adkins . State; appeal from Howard circuit court ; Will P. Feazel,
judge;. affirmed February 1, 1902; ‘per Wood, J..

St. L. 8. W. Ry. Co. v. Greenwood ; appeal from Columbia circui‘t"
court; Charles W. Smith, judge; compromised and appeal ‘dismissed by
consent, February 1, 1902; per curiam.

Arkadelphia Water, etc., Co. v. Miller; appeal from Clark circuit
court; William V. Tompkins, special judge; dismissed by consent; Feb-
ruary 10, 1902; per curiam. . i

Brooks v. Brooks; appeal from Pike circuit court; Will P. Feaie],--
judge; affirmed February 22, 1902; per Bunn, C. J. E

Jansen Lumber Co. v. Winkley; appeal from Polk ecircuit couff}
Will P. Feazel, judge; affirmed February 22, 1902; per Bunn, C: J.

St. L., I. M. & So. Ry. Co. ». James; appeal from Conway circuit
court; William L. Moose, judge; affirmed March 1, 1902; per Bunn,
C. J. - : B

Ark. Central Ry. Co. v. Hawthorne; appeal from ‘Sebastian circuit
court; -Styles T. Rowe, judge; compromised and appeal dismissed,
March 1, 1902; per curiam. 7

- - Ark. Improvement Co. v. Moore ; appeal from Ashley circuit court;
Zachariah: T. Wood, judge; dismissed for non-compliance -with rule
nine, March 3, 1902; per curiam. Ll

Palmer v, American Mortgage Co. ; appeal from Monroe chancery
court; John M. Elliott, chancellor; affirmed March - 8, 1902; . per
Wood, J. .o

Matlock- v, Culver; appeal from Crawford circuit court in chans
cery; Jephtha H. Evans, judge; afirmed March 8, 1902; .per Riddick, J..

;- ‘Trotter v. Trotter; appeal from Drew circuit court; Zachariah T.
Wood, -judge; .dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine, March 24,
1902; per curiam. R B
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»

Ha.nnjford v. Francis; appeal from Conway circuit court; George
M. C_ha,phne, judge, on exchange of circuits with William L. Moose;
dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine, March 24, 1902; -per
curiam. . o
Strahan & Bell v. Adou & Lobit; appeal from Miller circuit court;
Joel D. Conway, judge; dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine,
March 24, 1902; per curiam. :

Hudson ». Goode; appeal from Union circuit court; Charles W.
Smith, judge; dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine, March 28,
1902; per curiam.

Sachs v. Doucet; appeal from Craighead circuit court; Thomas P.
McGovern, special judge; dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine,
March 31, 1902; per curiam.

Hudspeth v. Parrish; appeal from St. Francis chancery court;
Edward D. Robertson, chancellor; affirmed April 5, 1902; per
Hughes, J.

Spivey v. Berry; appeal from Desha chancery court; James F.
Robinson, chancellor; stricken from the docket with leave to reinstate,
April 7, 1902; per curiam.

Lofland ». Bumgarner; appeal from Yell circuit court; William L.
Moose, judge; afirmed April 12, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Kansas City, Pittsburg & Gulf R. R. Co. v. Meek; appeal from
Benton circuit court; James M. Pittman, judge; affirmed April 19,
1902; per Hughes, J. '

McLemore v. State; appeal from Greene circuit court; Felix G.
Taylor, judge; affirmed April 19, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Sparks v. Sparks; appeal from Woodruff chancery court; Edward
D. Robertson, chancellor; affirmed on motion of appellee, April 21,
1902; per curiam. .

Hadley v. Hadley; appeal from Union circuit court; Charles W.
Smith, judge; appeal dismissed April 26, 1902; per curiam.

Brown v. State; appeal from Lawrence circuit court; Frederic D.
Fulkerson, judge; afirmed May 3, 1902; per Battle, J.

Berry v. Town of Hatfield; appeal from Polk circuit court; Will
P. Feazel, judge; affirmed May 3, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Davis and ‘Hawkins v. State; appeal from Lafayette circuit court;
Charles W. Smith, judge; afirmed May 10, 1902; per Battle J.

Howard v. Manning; appeal from Yell circuit court; Jeremiah G.
Wallace, judge; affirmed May 10, 1902; per Wood, J.

Reynolds v. Balling; appeal from Sebastian circuit court; Stlyes
T. Rowe, judge; afirmed May 10, 1902; per Riddick, J.

Louisiana & N. W. Ry. Co. v. Pharr; appeal from Columbia circuit
court; Charles W. Smith, judge; compromised and appeal dismissed,
May 10, 1902; per curiam.

St. L., I. M. & So. Ry. Co. v. Remmel; appeal from Jackson circuit
court; Frederic D. Fulkerson, judge; afirmed May 17, 1902; per
-Riddick, J.

Meyer v. Stephenson; appeal from Chicot circuit court; Zachariah
T. Wood, judge; affirmed under rule seven, May 17, 1902; per curiam.

Tex. & F. S. Ry. Co. v. Bullington; appeal from Howard circuit
court; Will P. Feazel, judge; compromised and appeal dismissed, May
17, 1902; per curiam.

Town of Pocahontas v. Lucas, appeal from Randolph circuit court;
John B. McCaleb, judge; affirmed for non-compliance with rule nine,
May 26, 1902; per curiam.
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Dunervan ». State; appeal from Jackson circuit court; Frederic D.
Fulkerson,,judge ; affirmed for non-compliance with rule nine, May 26,
1902, “per curiam.

Allen v;-State; appeal from Clark circuit court; Joel D. Conway,
judge; reversed on confession by Attorney General, May 26, 1902; per
curiam. . .

Fordyce & Withers, .Receivers, etc., v. Goolsby; appeal from Little
River circuit court; Will P. Feazel, judge; affirmed June 7, 1902; per
curiam.

Doyle v.-Sexton; appeal from Independence circuit court; Frederic
D. Fulkerson, judge; affirmed June 7, 1902; per Battle, J.

Tanner v. State; appeal from St. Francis circuit court; Hance N.
Hutton, judge; affirmed June 7, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Haimbree v, State; appeal from Howard circuit court; Will P. Fea-
zel, judge; affirmed June 14, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

Russell ». {Hicks Co.; appeal from Lafayette circuit court; Charles
W. Smith, judge; affirmed June 14, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

McWhorter v. State; appeal from Crawford circuit court; Jephtha
H. Evans, judge; affirmed June 21, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

Tate v. State; appeal from Ouachita circuit court; Charles W.
Smith, judge; reversed on confession of error by Attorney General,
June 21, 1902; per curiam.

Kirby & Carter v. Smead & Powell; appeal from Union circuit
court; Charles W. Smith, judge; compromised and appeal dismissed
by consent, June 18, 1902; per curiam.

Noland v. State; appeal from Hempstead circuit court; Joel D.
Conway, judge; affirmed June 18, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

Caraker v. State; appeal from Prairie circuit court; George M.
Chapline, judge; affirmed June 28, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

St. L., I. M. & So. Ry. Co. v. Williams; appeal from Hot Spring
circuit court; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; affirmed June 28, 1902; per
Battle, J.

Bonville ». State; appeal from Pope circuit court; William L.
Moose, judge; affirmed June 28, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Sims v. State; appeal from Hempstead circuit court; Joel D. Con-
way, judge; afirmed June 28, 1902; per Hughes, J.

Ingram v. Harrell; appeal from Faulkner chancery court; Thomas
B. Martin, chancellor; affirmed June 28, 1902; per Riddick, J.

Fielding v. State; appeal from Benton circuit court; John N. Till-
man, judge; affirmed July 5, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

Spencer v. State; appeal from Lincoln circuit court; D. H. Rous-
seau, special judge; affirmed July 5, 1902; per Wood, J.

St. L., I. M. & So. Ry. Co. v. Graham; appeal from Hot Spring cir-
cuit court; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; affirmed July 5, 1902; per Rid-
dick, J. '

Lecroy v. Hot Springs Ry. Co.; appeal from Hot Spring circuit
court; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; affirmed July 12, 1902; per
Hughes, J.

Anderson v. Jamison; appeal from Howard circuit court; Will P.
Feazel, judge; affirmed October 11, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.

Ghio v. Pabst Brewing Co.; appeal from Miller circuit court; Joel
D. Conway, judge; affirmed October 11, 1902; per Bunn, C. J.
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.Jones v. Smith;. appeal from Yell circuit ¢ourt;. Elbridge- G Mltcn»
el} Judge aﬂfrmed October 11 1902 per- Hughes J
Bauer v Foster appeal from Jefferson circuit court; Antomo B..
Grace, judsge; aﬁirmed October. 11, 1902; per Hughes, J. .
Boyden Q. Carlen appeal from Clay. cireuit. court; Felix G. Taylor
]udge affirmed October 11, 1902; per Hughes, J.
-~ . ‘Hays 2. Dickey; appeal. from Clark circuit court; Joel D. Conway,
judge; affirmed. October.11, 1902; per Hughes,.J.. .

Taylor ». State; appeal from Lonoke circuit court; George M.

Chapline, judge;. affirmed October 11, 1902; per Riddick, J.
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