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SUPRRME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OCTO3TR TiERM, 1939

NO. :
‘
b ;
JOMN GILBERT, * o
Petitioner, aok . " '
vg- "ok e T S . iﬁi
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI
L. R. HIGHFILL, et @l., a8 ok ‘ i
the School Board and DAMON } ,
HUT.LXR, Secretary and ** |
County Superintendent of
Public Instruction for ok T
Brevard County, ¥lorida, i :
*% o
Respondents. .
* %k i

To the Homorable the Supreme Court of the United States:

Your prtitioner, John Gilbert, resvectfully shows:

A.
Summary Statement of the ilatter Involved.

1. PRESHNT STATUS OF THa CASE.

Tohn Gilbert, petitioner, filed in the Circuit Court of Brevard County,

Florida, his petition for a writ of mandamus, directed to the Board of Publie
Instruetion and the Superintendent of Public Instruction of Erevard County,
¥lorica, claiming that the School Board of said county put in force a salary
schedule in Brevard County, which provides & minimum selary schedule for white
|
teachers, graduated to professional qualificationa and years of gxperlencea Tha?
gsid snlery schedule provides s lower minimum for teachers‘in thé colored‘schoolg
tian Tor whites Peving the sore gquslificotions and performing the same aervicesi
Thet only write téachers are employed in white schools end colored teachers im

colored schools; thet the latter are paid less in Erevar& County than white

teachers solely on eccount of their race or colore . o P




Petitioneryfurther giotes Lot this constitutes an unconstitutional dis-g
eriminetion whieh is prohibited by the equal protection laws of Section One of 1‘
tre Fourteenth Amendment to the Federal Constitutione - It also violates the due‘
process snd equal protection clsuse of the Fourteenth Amehdmenf of" the Constitu{
tion of the United Statess This matter, upon pOtltiOh, came on to be heard .
before the Judge of the Circuvit Court of Brevsrd County Florida, ‘on June 13 1958
the Court refused to issue the writ es prayed in said petition and dismissed
said petitione In due course a wrilt of error was suéd dut in the Sﬁpreme Uourti
of Florida and upun Jue considerstion bv that Couri on‘Iune 25, 1939, the judg=
ment appealed from was affirmed by the Supreme Courtbof‘the'state of Florida.
Trereefter, 8 petition for rehearing wss filed in +he Supreme Court of the State
of Flerida and on Zeptember 135, 193¢, that netition wes denied by the Supreme

Courte
2. GALIENT FACTS ..t o

There is no 2vidence in support of the allegations‘orvféot‘sét forth' 'in

+he petition for the writ of manéamus as will more fully appéef'from the trange
eript. The ruling of the court on the petition deprived ydﬁr jetitioner 5% the'

opportunity to prove the alleprations of his petitione

B.

Reasons Relied on for the Allowance of the ﬁr1f;

Lle 'The sulary schednle put in force by the Sehodl Board of Brevard
County, Tlorida, and by which all publie school teachers of the county are paid
are unconstitutionally discriminatory or their face &nd shoulq be held generally
invalid as s denial of the egual protection and due procege oleéi guarahteed‘bf
the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the ﬁnited Stgfeﬁe' o ) E

2, The substantisl Aifferentisl between the éalariés oflﬁhite and colorl
e %eachers in Brevard County is due to discriminstioﬁ oh iccounﬁ bof raée or '

enlor tnd the enforcement of such silary schedules by the School Boerd of Brevard

Sounty, Floridas, is a derial to the petitioner herein bf‘ﬁhe eddal protection

D
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. |
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end due process of law guaranteed him by the Fourteenth Amendmrent to the Constis
tition of the iInited States,

3. Pre rulings of the stete courts on the constitutional questions

roised by the petition for wandsmus is upon questioué in aubafance not hcretoforL

detemined by this Court and the retitioner believes thet the rulings of the

courts of the Stete of Florida upon sald gquestions are wot in aceord with the
avplicable decisiorns of this Court.

B!

fiach of the above ynestions were substantially end propérly raiéed 1in “the

Trizl Court below ind botk the Circuit Ceurt of Brevard County and the Suﬁrenn
Court of Florida denied the federsl yuestions 1nvol§ed. Petitioner has exhaust-
ed his remedies in the stute courts of the State of Floridae

Ir rupport of the forepoing grounds of application, your_pefitioner sub=~
mits the accorvunying Brief, sething forth in detell the principal sectiohs and
arsume~ts applicable theretos Tetitioner further states that this application

is rot filed for the uprpose of delav.

WHIRSFORL, your petitioner preys that this Court, pursuent to the United
States Judicial Code, Section 257b, as smended by Aet of February 13, 1925, 43

State 937, issue a Writ of Certiorarl reversing the judgment of the Supreme

Court of the State of Florida, affirming the Jecision of the Circuit Court of
Brevard County TFlorida, and dismissing your petitioner's petition for a writ of

b
mandamus os sforesaid, all of which is respectfully submitted this day of

December, A.D. 1939,

John Gilbert
. Petitioner

By

on 4, Ransom, :
1512 Girard St., N.E.,
Washington, D.Ce

S. U, FeGITYL :
610 W. Duval Street |
Jackronville, Fla,

Thurgood Marshall - : ‘
€9 Fifth Avenue A i
New York, N.Y,' : ‘ i
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SITRENI COVIT OF THE UNITED STATHS
Octeber Tarm, 1970
b {a I
JOHN GILBOART, letitioner
VS
L. Re HIGHF1I1, et al., as tha School ‘Board; and

DN HUTZLER, Secretary and County Supsrintendent
of Twblie Instruction or Brevard County, Florida.

PETITION Ot CIATIORARI

To the Swwrerme Court of the United States:
Tour Tetitioner, John Gilbert, rasrectfully nlleges:

A

Snrary Staterent of the latter Involved

Febitiorer, a cftizen and taxmarer (2) of Brevard County, Florida, and
over twanty-cna vensrs of ape, iz a teacher in, and acts as principal of a
bon teachor sehocl kmowm ae $he Ceean Tontor Tiieh School, a colorled publie
aeheol maintainad and operatsd by the Beard of DPublie Instruction of Brevard
G, Flerida. Tetitiorar in o ~paduate of the Florida‘lyfenori:.al College
for Ferroes a% Uve Oa, Tlorida, lns one vearts collaege work to his credit
at the Sloride poriendtural amd LosYarieal Celloes for Neproes at Tallahassee,
Serida, mad 'alds a sceond  raee taachors! eartificate issnled to him by the

Stabe o arbmant of Blucatiom of the Shate of Morida, &nd is in his eleventh
comrodn teaching eveariance i ghe Cinke of Plorida.  Fetitioner receives Four
mmndred CLC5r [0AL0.00) Dollars in ndne ($) equal instalments, payabls monthly
W6oa boacher, and Two Inpdred Sicbty Hicht (207,00) Dollers per year payable
in nina (%) morthly dnctalmente fop Lis snpk o rrineipal in the Yocoa Junior

1 Sehoel, vhodens white bounters in the soms county, are paild 3900 per year

for perferming eccantially the nore itios @ o beacher as petitioner, and withl

sue

W oerade certifientes and olevan yenrs of sxreriences




The Ponrd of Publie Instruelicn of Brevard CO!zntsr, Florida, is directed
and empoverad to emrloy teachers fer overy schocl In the county ‘and to contract
with and pay the cwe for the ir coyvicos. I4 Is the ‘duty of the respondent
Genrd of Fublie Instruction of Breverd County, Florida, to.adopt scales of
aalaries for teachers in the publie school of Draverd Coxuﬁ;& and ‘to fix the
salnries of suid teachers, Thic solary schedule provides aA higher ‘'scale of
gnlary fer white tonckere then for colored teachers ‘Wi.f.h“like. quulii‘ications‘
and experience.  The d1”fere tials are based sclely on thé racé ar color of

.
pelitioner,

Chayter 10134, llo, ABR, seeticon 6, aubacetlen 4 of the Laws of Flc;rida,
1027, states that the tentabive bulset for $he cohunty sha‘]v]‘. comrrise and
ctew separately the prerosed schedule of anrmal and r‘ndnt‘hl.:r salaries to be
paid toachers, irineipals and cther membors of the‘ir‘lstﬁlcti‘.qnal"'st&ff during
the year, as well as the nurber of positions to be filled }‘aril‘i._‘th'e‘ length of
term for whieh salarics have Leen budgeted, Section '?: sta‘te's tﬁat it shall
be the duty of the county surerintendent to prevare tlx;ls _tentqtiye budget. ’I‘ﬁg
Surrene Court of Florida in ite opinion tiled July 25, 19‘33_‘ slfatéd that the
w100nt te be yail teachers is left to the business ;ludgmenf aﬁd sound discre- .

tion of tho members of the Board, and it doubted that it wds the duty of

'
'

respendents to adopt and entablich salary scheduies. ' )
Vi + | ol

petitioner filed with the Boari of Public lnsﬁrhctiofl ‘of épéfird“(}ounty
a petition on Decerber G, 1937, recussting the said Boafd crf Public In:stif\tlction
to adopt anl enforce » salary schedule yroviding for BQ\y;ai 'paxlr fér hinlgelf and
to all teachers with the same qualificuti ns and experience éﬁé‘wi?‘hmé énj
distinetior beine made as to race or cclor; but the‘B‘{):n.'d ‘obf Public Instruction
refused to consider the ypetition. Fetitioner thus exhausted all adminigtrative
remed es. .

On 1y 24, 1938, your petitioner filed before ‘the Tudge 6‘f,“t“}ie Gircuit
Court in and for Brevard County, Florida, his Petition fo;' Writ of Mandemus. -
Sume w-.3 Tilad in the office of the Clerk of the Ciérk of‘thé Ciré\;it (‘;oux'—t;
on june 13, 1278. The Petition for Writ of HMandamus was'de‘nieti iune‘} is, 1938,

on the ground that there was found no law which required the Board to gstablish

[




" aralnst Petitioner and other Nepro teachers solely on the ground of race or

. fmaranteed hinm b the fourtsenth Amendment of the United States Constitution.

" lavs pnaranteed him by the Yonrtearth smeniment 6 the Constitution of the

- rround thnt petttioner is a llerro.

. iublic Instructicn. Ete.

. aptlicable thereto,

. white teachere and prineirals during essentially the same work, solely on the

E;Indicial Code, Scetion 237b, ns amended by sct of February 13, 1925, 43 Spat.972

salary schedules, that the statute seoms to contemplafe ;néi#idugijcbntracts
with teachers. On August 25, 1930 the Praecipe for ﬁrié“of Errdr;Was filed
by your petitioner, returnable to the Supreme Court‘bf Flor1dé;1fAséignment‘
of Hrrors wus llkewise filed on Aupust 25 after issnanceldf the writ. Opinion
af the Supreme Court of ¥lorida found no error, and it wéé reﬁdefed July‘25,“
1839, TPetition for Kehearing was duly filed in the suprehé Court of:Floriﬂﬁ,
and denied on gertermber 13, 1039, | ’ .
This case is broursht before this Court for re%iew on petitlbnér's élaim

that the Board of Public Instruction of Brev.rd County is undef‘& duty to make

a salary schedule for the teachers in Brevard County without diséfiminating

color, and that the State has denied him the equal protection of the laws

B.

Reasons Kelied on for the Allowance of the Writ

1. The 3tate of lorida denied petitioner the equal protection of the

United States in that -

8. Tursuant to a aalnry schedule set-up by the Board of Publie

Instruction of Drevard County, petitioner is raid a salary less than that of

b. The Cirenit Court of Brevard County failed to take cognizance

of the Florida Statutes, and of the diserimimmtory practices of the Board of

In support of the foregoing grounds of aprlication your petitioner submits

the accompanying brief settine forth in detail the preéise facts and arguments
Wherefore your petitioner prays tint this Court, pursuant to United States

issue a writ of certiorari to review tha judgment of the Supreme Court of Florid




affirming the julgment of the Cirenit Ccurt of Brevard County denying his
arriication for a writ of mandamus as aforesaid. ‘
411l of which is herewith respectful y submitted this 11lth day of December,

1079, :

John Gilbert, Petitioner

by

' Attornéys

i of Commsal: A




SUTREE OCURT OF T UMITED STATZS -

COetober Term, 1979

Ko.

JCI GILBERT, Petitioner
Vs,
L.R.IMGHFILL, et al., os the School Board, and

DAMON IUTZLER, Secretary and County Superintchdent
of Public Instruction for Brevard Gounty, Florida.

BRIEF II' SUFT'ORT OF TLTITICN FOR WRIT OF CERTIORART

I.

Opinion of the Court Below

The opinfon br the Suprenn Sover of Tlorida, June Term, 1929, was filed
July 25, 1070, an aprlication Tor rehearine was denied without opinion,

(NOTE: T don't know whether of not £4iz opin‘on in the lower court has been
oftleially re;orted, CEN )

II.
Junisdiction

1.  The btatmtory provisien is Juiicial Code, section 237b aus amended by Act
of february 13, 1925, 43 Stat. 937 (U. . C. tit. 28, aection'sééb).
2. The date of the opinion of the ilorida Supreme Court is July 25, 1939,
botion for rehearing nnd for modifienticrn of opinion wezg;igled,‘and denied
Serterber 13, 1939.
3. That the nature of the easo and the wli s below bring the case within
the jnrlsdictionél provisions of szciion 237b, s;pra, appears from the followin

The claim of federal constitutional righ-s was specificall} set up in th?
petition for writ of mandanus (p. 6 of Transceript of Record¥, ﬁnd renewed at
every stape of the ecane (p. 19 Record; NOTE:Not sure if Sﬁe canld state that
the assignment of Irrors anctunlly showed claim of Tederal %ohstitutionalArights
specifically) (pe. 27 amd 28 of Record). The Circuit 60urt Witﬁout passing Sn.

-6 -
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! gchedule in the jayment of teaschers' salaries and the payment to pebitioner

! and obhers of the Hepro race, of salariers less than those raid to white teacherd

: duties, upon the race or color of petiticuner denies petitioner the equal

i protection of the laws guaventeed by the fourteenth Amendment to the Constitu-

the federal rights elaimed renderad its opini'n. On appeal the Supreme Court
of Flreida in its opin‘on specifically passed upon the federal rights claimed.
(NOTE: Can you so state when it pasced upon 1t nepatively?)

The federal right claimed is that in basing the differentials in the - salary
with Identieal cuulifienticng, experionce ang perfcrminé essentially the same

tion of the United Stmtes (p. 6 Transcript).
4. The followirm cases among other sustain the jurisdietion:
ETC.
111

Stutement of the Gase.

Iv

Errors Below Relied Upon Here; Su mmary’ of A;gumént '

The points petiticner urges on this court are in Sumﬁgry“fofm‘ds follows:

1-2-3-4ote. B
5. landamus agairst the Doard of Public Instruction wore tHé’proper remedy

for the protection of petitioner's constitutional righfs.

i
i

FPOINT I
e A .

t o . [AN
c. :

CONC LUSION




Florida Conpiled Geonernl Laws (1927) L o

Ctate between the ages of six nnd twenty-one years, an far as the
funds will ndnit, as hereinaftor provided.” .

fection B23: “Rach board of publio inatruction is constituted a
hody corpornte by the nnne of *The Board of rublic Instruotion for
the County of itate of Morldn,” and $n that namo may
asoquire and hoXd ronl and personal property, receive hequests snd
donations, and perforn other corrorate actn for sduoational pure
poses,” ‘ :

Section BY9: "Searetary of 0 unty bosrd--The esunty superintens
dent of publia inmtruotion shnll he gooretary of the board,"”

Geotion 881, sub-ssotion eixth "o onploy teachers for

schiool in the cowmty, and to oontroot with snd pay the same for
thelr servicen; Frovided, thnt mchoolp shajl 1not be loocated
nearer than three niles to onoh othor, unless for some looal
reason or necesaity,' ‘-

Gection 630: Certifiontes requirod-elio person shall be permitted
to teach in the public sohools of this Itate wio foes not hold a
tenchers cortirionte granted under this laws nor shall any county
board of publio instruction enplay, oontraot with, or pay any
rerson a sulary for services ng n tencher who doss not hold a

velld teacher's cartifioante granted under this luw: Provided, that
no certificete Snsued under the lawn of this State since A. D. 1894,
sholl be rendered inwvelid herobhy, "

M"““"‘?E?NEIEEU??U#ﬂﬂEﬂIIﬂ?ﬂﬂﬁNSTﬁ’Tm?NmNUmRTFT7ﬂVTSﬂNE'tﬂﬂ#ﬂ?ﬂﬂ’tdﬂﬂESS"“"‘f



CORSYZAUTLON OF FLURIDA

Artlele 11, sec. l: "7The Leginlature shall provide for a uniform
sroten of public free schools and shall provide for the liberal
mnintenance of the annq.“

Artiole X1l, nec. 1R: ™Mmite nnd oolored childran shall not be

taught In the same school, hut inpartial provision shall bs nade
for both." :
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LARS 0F FLORIDA - 1933

Chapter 18170, Seation 2: *“fhe State Board of Rdusation Ml have ths m.iﬂt poney
to fix and determine a moxinim sslery scale 40 bs paid %o
teachers samployed in the publie free sehocls of the State,
out of the Teachora® Salary Fumds ef the several sounties
erented by Ssstion 7 of this Ast, AL siaid Boapd in its
disoretion shall deom it advisebls 89 $o .0.9.-'

SAME - 8eotion 91 "If mald State Doard of Pduention, purmant b the authority
hereinhefoare granted to said Bowrd shall Nersafter fix and
determine a maxirum salary scals to be paid to the several
teachers in tha publie free schools aut of the Teachars
Salary Fimds of the several Joumtiss, then and in that
gvont, and thercafter nc warrant shall bde drawn agelirst said
Teachors Salary Fimdt in sny Gounty t0 pay the salary of any
teacher in an amount over and above the ssdle of marimom
salary fixed and provided dy said State Domrd of Bdusation
to bs paid out of the Tesoheys Salary Fundg m
over, that any Comnty Board of Publie Ins
m_.t.w_t. 1o pay apy toscher %&L Shs
= 8cale rrovided by sald st ation to be
raid mut of the leachers Salary Fund, in whieh case sush
axoess salary shall be wholly provided for by said County

- Board of Fublic Inatructicn out of funds other than the
Teache nSalary Fundj with the further provise, however,
that any County ¢t is found amd determinsd by the th
Board of Rdnontion that the Teachers Salary Fumi will de
more than aufficient %0 ray all teashers in said Coumty for
a full term of eight wontha the maximy salary es provided
by said ssale of narimum salariss elopted By the State
Board of Zduention to be paid out of $lis Tiashers Salary
Fund, then and in that event ths County Board of Pudlie
Instrustion for puch County may use the exoess in such
Teaohere Salnry Tund to ray salaries to the teuchers in sush
soumty over snd above the scale of maximum salaries as
yrovided by a~id Stats Beard of Edusatichese™

IS LS FROMTHE-COCH T T TONS ~OF ~THE MANTSCRTP T DTV TS TON, T BRARY Ul CUNGRESS ™



Laxs OF FLORIDA - 2957

Chapter 18154 (No. 428)
Seoticn 6,.;&&.@“@ &

e

i

‘VSmmn 4] B

Seetion 83

¥eseThie tentutive budget for the vounty ahell couprise and
show soparutolysees{d) Salury Sghedulesi~This shull include
the propuaed schedule or schedules of enuual end monthly
saluri-s to be puld teuchar:, principals und other mexbers
of the inatruoticnal staff during she year, the number of
positicns to be £illad awcowrding %o tlw placessnt on the
schaedula, the lengih of texn for which sularies huve been
budgeted and the nwber of monthly payments $0 be muede on the
basls of tho budget.®

"It shull be the duiy of the vounty superintondent of ¢ach

- ecunty o prepure a tentative budget in suoh form and Buparute

parts us pregoribed above and gubmit this budget to the oounty
board of public inatruction on or before July 1 of each year."

“0u ar bofure July lB...sounty beard of publis instructi.n
of eucil county shull recsive or uxamine the tentatiye budpet

© prepared by the county superintendant...”

Seotion 93

Section 1l:
Sestion 18:

* BApproved budget to be subnitted to State Supurintendent on

or befcio July 1H..."

Staks Superintendent to exanine budgets und rako Tuporis,

" State Superini.ndent nay requirs changus of budget {mproperly

prafuradiese

Subsestion 6: “X in any county she amount budgeted for teachars!?
Saluries is lews than tho amount allotted to the sounty for
toashers® suliries Crom Stute funds, or than the amcunt allotted
in the salury schedule, the buigst shul: be required to be
revised to provide ror wmora adeguate salurles."

HOTEs Ohapter 18134 of tho Luws of Flouridu wus fassed by the Flaride Leglslature duwring
seaaion of Aywril 6 ~ June 4, 1937,
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TNITED STATES ax rel. INTHRNATIONAL CORTHAULILG COWMPANY v, LANONT, 155 U.S. 303(1894)

FACTS: Advertisement invited propusals for cectain work and stated the sums of

money Available for the work. Relator bid 19.7 cents per cwbic yard.
Bid anospted, then rejested by Aoting Secretary o War. low advertisement invited
proposals under new eonditions. Kelator bid 13.7 cente in answer to secord ad.
Panding second bid, relator sormenced suit to coupul signing or eontract for work
eovered 1n firgt proposal und bhid.

HELD: “It is elementary law that murdams will only lie to enforce a ministerial
duty, as contradistinguished from a duty which 1s merely discretioc: ary.

®The duty to be enroreced by mandacus rast it only be mirely ministerial
but it wust be a duty whioch exists ut the time when the applicutior for the mandamus
is made,

*¥oreover, the oblijatlion uust be both porewptary, and plainly derired.
The law nmust nct oaly authorize the act, but it 1 st recuire the act to be done,

"iow, at the tine that thia apulic.tion wis mude Sor a mandaius sgainst
Seeretary lemont, the relator hud entered intc . contract to do the work in
gusstion at a lower rrive tliwn that .wvnticaed in the first ad and bid, and on
different tarmseese It sounot be ru.cw iebly cortsuvaed chut he is under any obliga-
tion to slgn two coutraots with the sume psrson for the Suus work at a difterent
price and usder difrerent covdliloss. Hor can 1t be wrpgod with any greater reason
that the relater wus entitied to have sigred u contlact to dao work for 19,7 ¢ per
eubic yard, which he had subswivently um:de 2 voluntary ccutraet to do foxr 13.7¢4%.

"The writ of rurdamues swinct Le uasd to set aside a contract which nus
been voluntarily entered into.”

Wm"}hﬂh'L’l1-’."A_h‘&’-l-’n»'_.‘ll..u»m-~.~(.;..‘1f.V‘J_'.‘»?f: At bt s mtiach



WULFTANGE v, McCOLLOM, CLEPE, &z Fentueky 361 (1895)

"Yandarmus lies to compal the clerk of the county court to record an

instrucermens which 1t 1s made by statute his duty to record."

RNk KA F b

U.S. ex rel. RIVINSIDE OIT ¢o. v, IITCACOCK, 190 V.S5. 316 (1902)

"Canaress ham conmtitutod the Land Department under supsrvision and eontrol
of the Sesretary of the Interior, a speclial tribunal with Judieial fumetions, to
which im confided tha exaention of the laws which rsgulate the purehase, selling and
cars and dispositicn of the mblic lands,

"Injunetion nor mandarus will lie npmingt sn officer of the Land Dept. %o
control him in dimeharsins an of fieinl duty which reanires the axesroise of his
Judament end disereton.”




MISSISTIP'I V., JOHNSON, 4 Wall. 475 (1865)

"A ministerial duty, the performance of which may, in proper easss, be
required of the head of a department, by judiecial process, is ore in respact to
which nothing is left to diseretion. It is a eimple, definite duty, arising under

conditions admitted or proved to axint, nani imposed by lew.*
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MANDAMNUB TO ROE A PUBLIG DUTY - Note: 7 Lefeie 105 {1889)

S A CE——

®An alternative writ of uandumus to compel the parformsnce of a publis

" duty by an officer, thut is coupled with the expenditure of the gemeral fund of a

sounty, should alloge that thero is suiricient monsy balongiing to the fund that

san legally de appropriated to the purpose” (Miller v. Stute (Kans.) 22 Pac. 526)

"Mandamus is the propur prooecding when a party has a legul right to the
employment of which tho disclurge of a ministerial duty on the purt of a public
oftiger wha refuses to perform it 1s necessary, and the party has mo other
adequato remedy.

®i mipfsterisl duty ou the part of a publie of.’icer, the discharge of
which may be compeliod by nundumus, 18 some duty inposcd expressly by law, not
by eontrast, ar which urises lecessarily as an incident to the office involving
no dlseretion in 1t3 exercisu, but nandatory end imperative.® (State v. Whitesides,
3 LeRehe 7773 Note, 3G 5.C. 579)

To enfores public duciss -~ so- wubo Lo Jou. U Lol Co. v. New koglend T & T,
5 L.Re ks 161,
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