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State v. McCreary; appeal from Garland Chancery Court; Alphonzo
Curl, chancellor; reversed by Riddick, J. .
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District; F. D. Fulkerson, judge; appeal dismissed, November 20, 1905,
for non-compliance with rule nine; per curiam.

E. H. Vance, Jr., v. Henry Thomas, by Sarah McGruder, guardian;
Hot Springs Chancery Court; Leland Leatherman, chancellor; settled and
appeal dismissed, November 21, 1005; per curiam.’

Walter Vaughn v. State; Greene Circuit Court; Allen Hughes,
judge; affirmed on motion, December 2, 1905; per curiam.

N. Baum v. Marshall Sains, et al.; Lonoke Chancery Court; Jesse
C. Hart, chancellor; appeal dismissed for mon-compliance with rule nine,
- December- 4, 1905; per curiam.
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J. H. Croney v. St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway Com-
pany; St. Francis Circuit Court; Hance N. Hutton, judge; settled and
appeal dismissed, December 4, 1905: per curiam.

Hot Springs Street Railroad Company v. T. A. Bowman; Garland
Circuit Court; A. M. Duffie, judge; appeal dismissed for non-compliance
with rule nine, December 11, 1005; per curiam.

W. P. Holmes, Mayor, et. al., v. Southwestern Telegraph & Telephone
Company; Ouachita Circuit Court; C. W. Smith, judge: appeal dismissed
for non-compliance with rule nine, December 18, 1905; per curiam.

J. A. Brooks & Son and R. M. Fletcher v. George A. Chamberlain;
"Saline Circuit Court; Alexander M. Duffie, judge; appeal dlsmlssed for
non-compliance with rule hine, January 1, 1900; per curiam.

Little Rock ‘& Fort Smith Railway v. J. R. Cazort; Johnson Circuit
Court; Wm. L. Moose, judge; settled and appeal dismissed January
1, 1006; per curiam. )

Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Company v. John W. Davis; Lafay-
ette Circuit Court; Chas. W. Smlth judge; compromised and dismissed,
January 6, 1906; per curiam. .

St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway Company v. Zora
Showalter; Randolph Circuit Court; John W. Meeks, judge; appeal
"dismissed for non-compliance with rule nine, January 8, 1906; per. curiam.

St. Louis Southwestern Railway Company v. Annie Daniels; Cleveland
Circuit Court; Zachariah T. Wood, judge; settled and dismissed, Janu-
ary 13, 1906; per cunam ,

A. L. Langston v. S. E. Cook et al.; Marion Chancery Court; T. H.
Humphreys, chancellor; appeal dlsmlssed for non-compliance with rule
nine; January 13, 1906; per curiam.

Single School District of Incorporated T0wn of North Little Rock
v. L. D. Williams, et al.; Pulaski Circuit Court; E. W. Winfield, judge;
appeal dismissed by consent, January 13, 1906; per curiam.

W. L. & M. F. Lyons v. T. J. Palsey and Mary A. Pasley, Wash-
‘ington Chancery Court; T. H. Humphreys, chancellor; appeal d:smlssed
for non-compliance with rule nine, January 15, 1906; per curiam.

E. J. Spratlin v. W. N. Carpenter; Arkansas Chancery Court ; John
M. Elliott, chancellor; affirmed for non-compliance with rule nine, Janu-
ary 2o, 1006; per curiam. '

Deve Brown v. Clifford Cleveland and William Roberts, Washmg—
‘ton Circuit Court; John N. Tillman, judge; appeal dismissed for non-
compliance with rale nine, February 5, 1906; per curiam.




