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plaintiff, Thurston, Robertson & Wilder
for defendant.

Sing Chap Company v. New Zealand

@

=
i - Inzur;ﬁce Company, assumpsit: Magoon
b o mial furni- an ompson for plaintiff, Thurston,
t passesses gome plece of g Robertson & Wilder for defegdant,

e endeared to them perhaDB. W. J. England v. M. C. Amana, as-

5 s heiriooms, of by assocla- s?r{ap::ftf: W. O. Bmith and Mead for
b nnected with the past p:‘mJ .C' L
| gions conne S 4 abral v. N. J. Luiz, damages;
' present D al from District Court of Honolulu:

Vivas for plaintiff, Magoon & Thomp-
son for defendant-appellant.

eCorge B, Curtis v. S. Ehrlich, aAssump-
sit; appeal from Distriet Court of Hono-
lalu; Vivas for plaintiff, C. Brown for
defendant-appellant,

Bylvano de Nobrega v. M. G. Silva, as-

Honolulu; De Bolt for plaintiff-appellant,
Correa for defendant.

. Honolulu Investment Co., Lid. v. Helen
Holand et al.,, quieting title; Davis for
plaintiff, Smith, Mead Neumann, Vivas
land Kinney, Ballou & McClanahan for
defendants,

Kwong Mow v.
Brooks for plaintiff.

Sing Chan Co. v. Insurance Company
of North America, assumpsit; Hatch &
Siliman for plaintiff, Thurston, Robert-
son & Wilder for defendant.

Bing Chan Co. v. Alllance Assurance
Company, assumpsit; Hateh & 8illiman
for plaintiff, Thurston, Robertson & Wil-
dér for defendant.

Sing Chan Co. v. The Svea Insurance
.Co., assumpsit; Hatch & Silliman for
plaintiff, Thurston, Roberison & Wilder
for defendant.

Sun Lung v. Insurance Company of
North America, assumpsit; Magoon and
Thompson for plaintiff, Thurston, Rob-
ertson & Wilder for defendant.

Lee Tung and Dorothea 1. Emerson v.
Insurance Company of North America,
assumpsit; Magoon and Thompson for
plaintiffs, Thurston, Robertson & Wilder
for defendant.

Kwong Lee Yuen & Co. v, Alliance As-
surance Co., assumpsit; Hatch & Silli-
man for plaintiff, Thurston, Robertson &
Wilder for defendant.

Kwong Lee Yuen & Co. v. Caledonia
Insurance Company, assumpsit; Hatch &
Billiman for plaintiff, Thurston, Robert-
son & Wilder for defendant.

Kwong Lee Yuen & Co. v. Alliance As-
surance Co., assumpsit; Hateh & 8illi-
man for plaintiff, Thurston, Robertson &
Wilder for defendant.

Kwong Lee Yuen & Co, v. Manchester
Fire Insurance Co., assumpsit; Hatch &
Billiman for plaintiff, Thurston, Robert-
son & Wilder for defendant.

Wa Lee v. Manuel Correa, damages;
Magoon & Thompson for plaintiff, An-
drews, Peters & Andrade for defendant.

I. R. Burns v. Mutual Telephone Com-
pany, damages; appeal from District
Ceourt of Honolulu; Magoon and Thomp-
gon for plaintiff, Hankey for defendant-
appellant. 1

John Cook v. Colt Hobron, assumpsit;
Davis for plaintiff, De Bolt for defend-
ant.’

Robert Lishman v. Hawailan Gazette
Co., libel; Holmes & Stanley for plain-
tiff, Andrews, Peters & Andrade for de-
féndant.

James Auld et al. v. Oahu Lumber and
Building Co. et al., ejectment; C. Brown,
Atkinson & Judd for plaintiffs, Magoon

Kiliona, ejectment:

Books of the Summer

THE CRISIS,

RALPH MARLOWE.

THE HELMET OF NAVARRE.
TRUTH DEXTER.

INTHE NAME OF A WOMAN.
ESEN HOLDEN.

T0UR UNCLE LEW.
THE SILVER SEULL.
THE OCTOPUS,

———

i above is & partial lst of
¢ many new books to be found
9 our shelvea.

——

1L, NICHOLS €0., Ltd.
—

& Thompson and Thayer for defend-
ants.

Wong Bhuey v. 8. E. Woolley, trespass;
Whiting & Robinson for plaintiff, Rob-
.{ertson & Wilder for defendant.

Keont A. Puuki v. Lot K, C. Lane, as-
sumpsit; Robertson & Wilder for plain-
_tiff, Stewart for defendant.
| Johnp D. Paris v. J. A, Magoon, admin-
{strator, assumpsit; Kinney, Ballon &
| McClanahan for plaintiff, Magoon &
Thompson for defendant.

Moritz A. Rose v. Chang Kim et al., as-
sumps't; Mugoon & Thompson for plain-
tiff, Andrews, Peters & Andrade for de-
fendants.

Hawalian Trust and Investment Co.,
Ltd., v. Annie Barton et al, ejectment;
! Kinney, Ballou & McClanahan for plain-
tiff, Davis, Hatch & Silliman, Holmes &
| Stanley for defendants.

Hawallan Tramways Co.~Ltd,, V. T. 8
Southwick et al., debt; Holmes & Stan-
ley for plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou & Me-
Clanahan for defendants.

Wilder’s 8teamship Co. v. W. H. Paln,
assumpsit; Kinney, Ballou & MecClanahan
for plaintiff, Neumann for defendant.

Lee Wee Yin w Kwong Mow Sing
Company, assumpsit; appeal from Dis-
‘trict Court of Honolulu; Brooks for
| ptaintiff, Neumann for, defendant-appel-
lant.

Lau Kong v. Kwong Mow Sing Com-
pany, assumpsit; appeal from District
Court of Honolulu; Brooks for plaintiff,
Neumann for defendant-appellant. .

Tong Kau v. Kwong Mow Sing Com-
pany, assumpsit; appeal from Dlstrlct.
Court of Honolulu; Brooks for plaintiff;
Neumann for defendant-appeilant.
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Manuel da Quadros v. W. F. Frear et
al. suit for abutement of nuisance; Rus-
sel for plaintiff, Robertson & Wilder for

dants.
de(gfl?mg Man Sing v. Makanoe C. Amana,
ejectment; Dickey for plaintiff, Andrews,
Peters & Andrade for defendant.

Yee Wo v. Lam Yip, assumpsit; ap-‘
peal from District Court of Honolulu;
Peterson & Matthewmann for plaintifi,
Davidson for defendant-appellant.

David Kaolelopono v. K. L. Kalei, dum-
ages; Magoon and Thompson for plmin—
tiff, Andrews, Peters & Andrade for de-

S t.
f'L'l“illzrr:ms Morrissey V. Joseph l:losa_ re;
plevin; appeal from District (oun:1 ol
Honolulu; De Bolt for plaintiff-appellant,

b for defendant. -
ChiHdingworth Sophie Kohuole Wiley

C, Lal Young V.
et al, ejectment; Dickey for plaintify,
Magoon and Thompson for defendants.

sau v. Wong Kwal et al., eject-
mgl-ll'?hDFC'::::}' for pénln:iﬂ'. Magoon and
Thompson for defendants. !
Honlolulu Stock Yards Co., Ltd., vi.?!\.l;
. Achi, assumpsit: Thayer for pla
tiff, Achi & Johnson far defendan}. e
M. Gomes Honreco. V. Antonio J. 110?”.
trespass; De Bolt for plaintiff, ‘:\mtra WS,
Peters and Andrade for derend\é‘t;ﬂ.mnd-
Kang Wing Chew V. o B, g

wnags: Crelghton, Corred afad
worth, trespass; Creig raon & Wil-

Kaneakau for plaintiff, Robe
der for defendant.

John Kalkekl V. Naleile ;
Magoon and Thoempson for

hua, ejectment;
plaintift, C.

i o (e D
b Sy, My Advartisar; T8 eeals

| Brown for defendant.
o

L. McCandless V.

sumpsit; appeal from District Court of ,

Samuel Andrews, ¢

qQuieting title; ©. Brown and Robertson
& Wilder for plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou &
MeClanahan for defendant.

Luiki Kilinahe v. H. R. Macfarlane et
al., ejectment: Dickey, Magoon and
Thompson for plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou &
McClanahan for defendants.

Republic of Hawail v, Oahu R, & L.
Co., assumpsit; Attorney General for
plaintiff, Hatch & Silliman for defendant.

Sol. Kauai v. John K. Sumner et al,
malicious prosecution; Magoon and
Thompson for plaintifi, Stewart for de-
fendants.

T. R. ui0ssman v. Emily P. Judd et al.,
quieting title; Castle & Weaver for plain-
tiff, Holmes & Stanley and Kinney, Bal-
lou & Meuiana.an for defendants.

T. R. Mossman v. 8. B. Dole et al,
trustees, quieting title; Castle & Weaver
for plaintiff, Homes & Stanley, Kinney,
Ballou & MecClanahan for defendants.

John Loeffler v. Palama Co-operative
Grocery Co., assumpsit; Dickey for plain-
{tiff, Kinney, Ballou & McClanahan for
defendant.

! T. W. Hobron v. Chas. I. Helm, as-
sumpsit; Robertson & Wilder for plain-
tiff, Davis & Gear for defendant.

T, R. Mossman v, 8. M. Damon et al.,
! trustees, quieting title; Castle, Weaver
and Achi & Johnson for plaintiff, Holmes
{& Stanley and Kinney, Ballou & McCla-
nahan for defendants.

Guistan F. Ropert, trustee, v. Sol.
Kaual et al., eJectment; Stewart, Holmes
' & Stanley for plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou &

MecClanahan, Magoon and Thompson for
defendants,
i Mary K. Tibbots v. 8. M. Damon et
al.,, trustees, ejectment; Magoon and
Thompson for plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou &
McClanahan for defendants.

A. R. Titlow v. Albert Whyte et al., as-
sumpsit; Cathecart & Parke for plaintiff,
Hankey for defendants.

H. J. Harrison v. A, M. Brown, re-
plevin; Neumann for plaintiff, Davidson
for defendant.

Naomi Kaaijhue v. Kalanihula, assump-
sit; appeal from Distriet Court o1 Hono- |
lulu; Robertson & Wilder for plaintiff,
Davidson for defendant-appellant,

Y. Ah In v, John K. Sumner, assump-
sit: Caypless for plantiff, Stewart for
defendant.

J. O. Carter et al., trustees v. Halea-
kala et al., ejectménht; Attorney General |
for plaintiifs, Robertson & Wilder, Cor-

I

rea, Creighton and Kaueakua for defend-
ants, |

Hattie 8. Lewis v. James J. Byrne et'
al., assumpsit; Hankey and Andrews for
plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou & MecClanahan
for defendants.

T. V. King v. Chas. 8. Desky, debt;
Andrews for plaintiff, Stewart and Pratt
for defendant.

C. K. C, Rooke wv.
ejectment; Magoon
plaintiffs, C.
fendants. l

T. M. Harrison v. J. A. Magoon et al.,
assumpsit; Robertson & Wilder for!
plaintiff, Magoon and Thompson, Kin-
ney, Ballou & McClanahan and H. A.
Bigelow for defendants.

Lucy K. Peabody v. H. R. Macfarlane
et al.,, quieting title; Hankey for plain-

K. Singer et al.,
and Thompson for |
Brown and Brooks for de- |

tiff, Kinney, Ballou & MecClanahan for
defendant.
C. K. C. Rooke v. Mary M., Seabury et

al., ejectment; Magoon and Thompson for
plaintiff, . Brown for defendant,

Lucy K. Peabody v. 8. M. Damon et al.,
quieting title; Hankey for plaintiff; Kin-
ney, Ballou & MeClanahan for defend-
ants.

Lucy K. Peabody v. Emily P. Judd et

al.,, quieting ttle; Hankey for plaintiff, |
Kinney, Ballon & MecClanahan for de-
fendants.

Lucy K. Peabody v. 8. B. Dole et al.,
trustees, quieting title; Hankey for
plaintiff, Holmes & Stanley, Kinney,
Baliou & MeClanahan for defendants.

Fred Meyver v. D, K. Naone et al., case;
Strauss, Correa and Creighton for plain-

li{[, Bitting for defendants. |

8. Fukuda wv.
M. Whitehouge, assumpsit;
plaintiff, Brooks
for Whitehouse,

John Crowder ¢t al. v. Henry
et al., damages:; Bitting for plaintiifs,
Strauss and Correa for defendants,

Kimball Steamship Co., Ltd.,
lulu Market Co., Ltd., assumpsit; Kin-
ney, Ballou & McClanahan for plaintiff,
Hatch & Silliman for defendant.

Oliver Tavish et al v. Lulia (w), tort;
Davidson for plaintiffs, Bitting for de-

John H. Wilson and
Dickey
for Wilson,

L.

Cathcart

for |

Bryant |

v. Hono-'

!

\

fendant.
Kaneohe Ranch Co., Ltd., v. Emalia
Akiona et al, ejectment; Roberteon & |

Wilder for plaintiff, Magoon and Thomp-
son for defendants.

Heela Agricultural Company,
Frank Pahia, ejectment;
Wilder for plaintiff, Magoon and Thomp-
son for defendant.

E. H. F. Wolter v. F.
sumpsit; Magoon and Thompson
plaintifi, Davis for defendant.

G. F. Gouvela v. Thos. R. Walker et
al., trustees, trespass; Correa for plain-
tiff, Hatch & Silliman for defendants.

Samuel Andrews v. Kaikena, eject-
ment; Castle & Weaver for plaintiff,
Kaulukou for defendant. -

Samuel] An?rews v. Wahinenui, eject-

Litd., wv.

ment; Castle & Weaver for plaintiff,.
Kaulukou for defendant.
Antone Bright v. David Kawanana-

koa, assumpsit; Bitting for plaintiff, Kin-
ney, Ballou _& MecClanahan for defend-
ant,

Ho Sun v. Kukea Mahil,
Brooks for plaintiff.

Inter-Island Telegraph Co., Ltd., v.
Henry W. Howard, assumpsit; Magoon
and Thompson for pilaintiff, Robertson
& Wilder for defendant,

Mrs. Emily C, Williams, doing busi-
ness under the firm name of Honolulu
Undertaking Co., v. Willlam Savidge, as-
sumpsit; appeal from Second District
Court of Honolulu; Magoon and Thomp-
son for plaintiff, G. K. Wilder for de-
 fendant-appellant.
| Hawaiian Supply

ejectment;

Co., Ltd., v. James
Nott, Jr., def't, and Frank Hustace et
‘al.. garnishees, assumpsit; Kinney, Bal-
lou & McClanahan for plaintiffs, An-
drews, Peters & Andrade for defendants.

Lau Yin and Lau Tong, administrators,
v. W. C. Achl assumpsit; Andrews, FPet-
ers & Andrade for plaintiffs, Achi, John-
2on & Kahaulelio for defendant.

Lau Yin and Lau Tong, administra-
tors. v. W. C. Achi, assumpsit; Andrews,
Peters & Andrade for plaintiffs, Achi,
Johnson & Kahaulelio for defendant.

Kahdlewal v. Tong Yau, damages; Ma-
goon and Thompson for plaintiff.

R. Isaacs and Brother v. Pacific Im-
port Co., assumpsit; Davidson for plain-
e, Chillingworth for defendant.

[. C. Camacho v. A, M. Brown, High
Sheriff, damages: Fiteh for plaintiff,
Rohertson & Wilder for defendant.

William A. Hall v. C. Winam, eject-
mont; Kinney. Ballou & MeClanahan for
plaintiff, Atkinson & Judd for defendant,

fl. 1. Kerr & Co. v. Orpheum Com-
nany, Ltd., assumpsit; "Magoon and
LThompson for plaintiffs; Kinney, Ballou
& McClanahan for defendant.
Marconi's Wirgless Telegraph

Co.,

Robertson &

Oriental effects.
can make your selection at

12% Cents a Yard.

Great Reductions
Only One Week!

S e e e e —————

A full line of Figured Silkoline, 36 inches wide, at

A large line of Figured Art Denims, Flowers and
Just Opened about 50 pieces. You

12% Cents a Yard.

Ribbons! Ribbons!

Did you see our display of Fancy Ribbons, all
silk, 4 to 5 inches wide, at

15 Cents a Yard?

PACIFIC IMPORT CO.

FROGRESS BLOCK, FORT STREET,

Lid., v. Frederick J. Cross, assumpsit;
Kinney, Ballou & McClanaban for plain-
tiff, Hatch & Silliman for defendant.

John Poroda v. Harry Armitage, ad-
ministrator, assumpsit; Smith & Lewis
for plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou & McCla-
nanan for defendant.

Kolohaiole, administrator v. Hamea
and Malupo, ejectment; Correa and Kaeo
for plaintiff, Robertson & Wilder for de-
fendants.

C. H, Sawyer v. Waialua Beach Hotel
Co., Ltd., assumpsit; De Bolt for plain-
tiff, Davis for defendant.

Lau Sang v. H. A. Heen, ejectment;
Davidson for plaintiff,

Lee Ahlo v, Royal Insurance Co., Lid.,
assumpsit; Castle and Weaver for plain-
tiff, Thurston, Robertson & Wilder for
defendant.

Matkai Aloiau v. Yim Quon, ejectment;
Kinney, Ballon & McClanahan for plain-

B 5 | ff; Dickey for u..endant.
. Redward, as- |

A. E.: Augustine v, Oceanic Steamship

for (o., Ltd., damages; Brooks for plaintin,

Hatch & Silliman for defendant.

Alice L. Hutehinson v. Hawailan Tram-
ways Company, Ltd., case; Robertson &
Wilder for plaintiff, Holmes & Stanley
for defendant.

JURY WAIVED CASES.

l.. Ahle v. Waialua Agriculturul Co.,
quieting title; Andrews for plaintiff, Cas-
tle and Weaver for defendant.

Ah Quon v. Fong Ah Quon, assumpsit;
appeal from District Court of Honolulu;
Brooks for plaintiff, Andrews for defend-
ant-appellant.

Decker & Burhette v. Robert Parker
Lewis, assumpsit; appeal from District
Court of Honolulu; Andrews for plain-.
tiff, Davis & Gear for defendant-appel-
lant.

T. B. Murray v. B. T, White, assump-
sit; appeal from District Court of Hono-
lulu; Correa for plaintiff, Magoon and
Thompson for defendant-appellant.

W. H. Smith v. Captain Walker, as-
sumpsit; appeal from District Cour't of
Honolulu; Cerrea for plaintiff, Davidson
for defendant-appellant,

M. Phillips & Co. v. Chong Chow, ap-
peal from Distriet Court of Honolulu.
L. B. Kerr & Co. v. Theresa Wilcox,

assumpsit; appeal from Distriet Court 1
Honolulu; Magoon and Thompson for
plaintiff, Davidson for defendant-appel-
lant,

Gehring & Butzke v. Campbéll & Min-
ton, uassumpsit; appeal from Distriet
Court of Honolulu; Magoon and Thomp-
son for plaintiff, Andrews for defendant.

Yee Tai Co. v. Wong Tai, assumpsit;
appeal fromr District Court of Honolulu;
Brooks for plaintiff; Robertson & Wilder
ior defendant-appellant.

Enterprise Mill Co., Lid., v. L. M, Me-
heague, pguarnishee, assumpsit; appeal
‘Tom District Court of Honolulu;

Holmes & Stanley for plaintiff, Peteérson
Matthewmann for plaintiff-appellant,
rison & Wilder for defeéendant.
David Pahueleele v. James Carty, as-
impsit: appeal from District Courg of
ionolulu; Petedson & Matthewmann for
lainUff-appeliant; Robertson Wilder
v defendant.
Jonathan Shaw, Tax Collector, v. W.
V. Ahanpa, assumpsit; appeal from the

&~

Distriot Court of Tonolhilu; Robertson &

Wilder for plaintiff, Andrews, Peters and
Andrade for defendant-appellant,

Antonio J. Lopez v. Manuel G. Hone-
rico, summary possession; appeal from
District Court of Honolulu;, Andrews,
Peters and Andrade for plaintiff-appel-
lant, De Bolt for defendant. i
T. T. French v. Margaret Bosswell, |
damages; appeal from Distriet Court of
Honolulu; Andrews, Peters and Andrade

for plaintiff-appellant, Thayer for de-
fendant. |

K. K. Prendergast v. Peter Martin,
ejectment; Magoon and Thompson for.

plaintiff, Kinney, Ballou & McClanahan
for defendant.

T. R. Mossman v, HL R Macfarlane et
al.,, quieting title; Castle and Weaver for
plaintiff, Holmes & Stanley, Kinney,
Ballou & MeClanahan for defendants,

Q. H, Berry v. Geo, W. Harrison and
Mary C. Harrison, -assumpsit; appeal
from District Court of Honolulu, Chil-
ingworth for plaintiff, De Bolt for de-
fendants-appellant.

Gehring & Butzke v. W. 5. Edings, as-
sumpsit, appeal from District Court of
Honolulu, Magoon & Thompson for plain-
tiff-appellant. :

H. R. Hitchcock v. Lee Tong, assump-
sit; appeal from District Court of Hono-
lulu; Hankey for, plaintiff, De Bolt for
defendant-appellant.

Allen & Robinson v. K. Kalkainahaole,
assumpsit; appeal from District Court of
Honolulu; Achi & Johnson for plaintiff,
De Bolt for defendant-appellant.

l.Lau Yin and Lau Tong, administ®ators
v. Lee King, assumpsit; appeal from
Second District Court of Honolulu;
Brooks for plaintiffs-appellant.

D. Kapall v. Fo You, summary posses-
sion; appeal from Second. District Court
of Honolulu; Peterson & Matthewman
for plaintiff, Robertson & Wilder for de-
fendant-appellant.

Ane Hilo v. Wong Hin, summary pos-
gession, appeal from Second District
Court of Honolulu; Magoon & 'Thompson
for plaintiff-appellant, Weaver for de-
fendant.,

DIVORCE AND SEPARATION,

Rita C. Tewksbury v. Irving Q. Tewks-
bury, Davis & Gear for plaintiff,

K. K. K. Keliikuala v, J. M. Kellikuala
(k.), Mead for plaintiff.

Sam Houpc v. Annle Houpo,
and Thompson for plaintiff.

Ah Sam (w.) v, Tom Chan,
pliintiff.

Mary Farriage v. Joaquin Farriage, De
Bolt for plaintiff, Vivas for defendant

Keaupuni Kaukaha v. Klhapiilani (k.),
Achi & Johnson for plaintiff.

Kiaclawe v. Kolomona Kimokeo
Stewart for plaintiff.

Daniel Kaonochi v. Kaleialoha Kaonohi
(w.). Kaneakua for piaintiff.

Sam Moe v. Chong Quon (k.), Brooks
for plaintiff; Andrews, Peters.& Andrade
for defendant.

Joseph M. Lopez v. Evalina Lopez (w.),
Russel fyur plaintiff.

Maria Palikapu v.
Mead for plaintiff.

Hattie Kananl v. Joseph Kalo, Kanea-

Magoon

Brooks for

(k.),

Barenaba Palikapu,

Andrews, Peters & Andrade for plaintiff.

Mancel da Costa Danlel v. Maria dos
Anjos, Daniel, Vivas for plaintiff.

Kalani Noholoa v. David Noholoa, Kan-
eakua for plaintiff.

Anna Peters v. SBtephen Peters, De Bolt
for plaintiff,

Stella Nunes v. Leonard Nunes, Peter-
son & Matthewman for plaintiff.

Lvangeline Strauss v. L.eopn M. Strauss,
Brooks for plaintiff.

Minnie Merrill v. Loren W, Merrill, Bit-
ting for plaintiff.

‘Mary Kaillahi v. Kuahine, Poeoe for
plaintift,
Lena A, EKumalae v. Jonah Kumalae,

De Bolt for plaintiff, Achi,
Kahualelio for defendant.
- o
GEN, HARRISON AS A “DOG
LAWYER.”

Johnson &

A good story of General Harrison s
one that he used to relate as a joke
on himself, which occurred while he
was in the Senate.

senerel Harrison, with a few friends,
was hunting in the northern part of
the state, and stopped with an old
farmer, who, while he pald a great
deal of attention to the future Presi-
dent and well known statesman, seem-
ed to regard him in the light of pure
democracy as a mere equal, and for
whom General Harrison showed the
greatest friendship. :

The farmer, as it happened, hag for
some time been engaged in a con-
troversy with a neighbor In regard to
a dog, whose sheep-killing propensities
had often caused the old man con-
siderable worry, and the animal's de-
predations at last brought his owner
into a lawsuit. The trial was sent
down for a hearing while General Har-
rison was in the neighborhood, and
the farmer, understanding that his
vigitor was considered one of the best
lawyers in’ the country, begged hifa
to take up the case. General Harrison
consented and drove over to the near- .
est town the next day with the farmer.
His eloquence caught the jury, which
returned a verdiet in favor of the"
farmer without leaving the court room.
The farmer was greatly pleased at the
result of the suilt.

“I thought you was a pretty good
dog lawyer,” he kept repeatng to Gen-
eral Harrison all the way back to the
farm,  “and if ever that dog gets me
into trouble again I'm going to send
for you, 'cause I don’t believe you can
be beat on dog cases.'

General Harrison enjoyed the inel-
dent immensely ang never tired of
telling the story.—Indianapolis Sen-

tinel,
-
SAGACIOUS MAN.

“I must decline to be interviewed,”
sald the statesman firmly.

“Is the topic one of such secrecy?"

“No. But I prefer declining to be In-
terviewed to giving it away in a col-
umn or so of cold type that I don’t

kua and Kaunlukou for paintiff.

Kahele Napau (k) v. Laika Napua,
Kaneakua for plaintilf.

Lizzie Christley v. Thomas Christley,

know anything worth mentioning on
the subject.”

3



