THE CIVIL CASES
ON THE CIRCUIT COURT MAY
CALENDAR.

Some Luteresting Cuases Which May be Trled
Tnis Month,

The May term calendar of the circuit
court aside from the criminal cases
which have been' published, includes
the following cases:

Issue of fact, jury cases—Leroy Ca
hill ve. Ileorietts Sheldon; Aaron B,
‘Purner vs, Edward N. Dingley; idith
Clancy vs, Margaret Clancy; Ldith
Clauey vs, Margaret ‘Clancy et al.; kd-
wara C, Hart vs, the G, T, licames com-
pany; Hennah L. Coruell ve, idgar A
Crape; Chauncey Remington et 4l,, vs,
Hentry C. Smith and Charles A, Smith,
garnisnees of I, V, Hicks; Commercial
Wheel company vs, Sarah A, Hicks.‘
garneshees; In re, apypeal ot ’.l'homas‘
Doyle trom probate court admitting to
probate the will of Jeremiah Doyle, de-
ceased; Willlam Thompson, administra
tor vs, Citizens’ Street Rallway
company; -Lucy Klles .appellee vs.
Jdon ~ Gates appellant; ilins I,
Gault va ‘rapk _~ J3aumann,
and James Baumann gardaghee defend-
ants; Lliag Gauly vs, Frank Baumann;
Howard M. Patrick et al, vs. the Young
Men's Christian association of Kalata-
%00; Flora J. Cox va, Kden Yates; Wil-
liam Smith vs. Ka)ly, Maus & (o, 8
foreign corporation; KFrank Lrockway
va. Ldson Cook; John Lyons vs, Mary
Renohler; in re appesl of Waldo M,
Johnson et al, from commissioner on
claims in estate of Anna!Murdough,
‘deceased; Marinus Ampersee vs, Jd-
‘ward A, Matthews; Peter Van Jrook .
vs, the city of Kalamazoo;James C,
Gibbs vs, Walter Coe et al.; 1. lenry
'Hopkins vs, the Michigan Central rail-
road company.

lssues of fact—Court; Albert D,
Wentz vs, Jacob 13, Lehman, et al;
(ieorge Jingle vs, Stephen H, Wattles,
lidward Boote ve, David I, Halnes,
ussignes ot the Conger Company; Allen
Kirkpatrick & Co. vs, Beujamin B,

Pence; Willlamm Smith vs, Xulamazoo
Wagon compuny, garnishees of Kelly,
Muaus & Co,, a toreign corporation; G.
1, Resd & Co. vs, -John M, Darrett;
John Ward vs, (ieorge Winslow; Andrus
Ayers vs, the Western Ilectric com-
pauy,

Imparlance—William Klles vs, Wil-
llam LKberstein, .

Chancery, Urst class—E, C, Meacham
Arms Co,, & corporation vs, Fdnry
Waruf; First National bank of Kula-
mazoo vs8, Ira V, I[licks; Jeremiah C..
Mears v8, 1iphraim Camp Bryan, Hard-,
ing and I#, 5, ‘LU'odd, co~partners vs, J. 13,
Ltehmann and L. Isenberg, co-partners,
ete. -

Chancery, second class—OQOtto @,
Oehmke vs. Dora 13liss; Sarah Miiler
vs. Elmer Miller; ldith Adams v,
George W, Adums; Asenath Houghlin
vs, Linn Houghlin; Henry W. Preston
ve, Abbia D’reston; John Barton vs,
Alice IBarton; Maria Davidson vs,
Andrew Davidson; V., R. Hawkins
ve, Nathan I’lke et al.; Leonard
D. Ritter v, Sophia Wohlrab; lsabel C.
Brown vs, Don Carlos Cameron et al.;
Vietor Osgood, guardian, vs, ‘I'homas
O'Neill et al,; the Michigan Bugg{v
company, 8 corporation, vs. Oscar M,
Allen, Jdr., et al,; Dallas M. Boudeman
and John V. Adams vs, Maria M,
smith et al,; Fred 14, Lee and Willlam
(. Howard as trustees for.Archie 13,
Gurdner vs, Samuel Douglas et al,

Chancery fourth clase—Almon L.
Johnson et al,, vs. Mary John Johnson;
Krasmus ‘L, I'ravis vs, Willlam M,
Beadle; Austin 1), Cable: et al.; vs, the
Standard  Advertising Mile and
Gtuide Board company et al.; Adrain
Schrier vs, Allen Chadbourne et
al.; Charlotte H. Daniels, et al. vs. Nellis
M. Daniels, et al,; Jasper S, Rice vs,
Charlotte Daniels, et al.;Joha C, Emery
vs. Johanna Xmery; Charles A, Fair-
child vs, Patrick Shanley, et al.; Jennie
Culver vs, John 1. Culver; Joseph
Waruf vs, Henry Waruaf, et al.; Mary
Lt..l;lerson vs. Blizabeth A, MeCall,
of al, .




