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CHAPTER 407.

Anr act for an appropriation to reimburseGeorge Ger-
ach for his expenses incurred in the contest of his elec-
tion as a member of the legislature of the state of
Minnesota for the present term.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the state of Minne-
sota:

SecTIoN 1. That the sum of seventy-five(75) dollars
is herebv appropriated out of any money in the treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated to be paid to George
Gerlach, a member of the present house of representa-
tives of the legislature of the state of Minnesota to
reimburse him for his expenses incurred in the contest
for his seat in said house instituted by Walter Nelson,
That a warrant in favor of said George Gerlach for
that sum be drawn by the proper officers of the state
of Minnesota and delivered to him for payment.

Skc. 2. This act shall take effect and bhe in force
from and after its passage.

Approved April 19th, 1895.

CHAPTER 408.

An act providing for the hearing, trial, determina-
tion, and adjustment of an alleged claim of Eugene
Gruilbault.

Whereas, Eugene Guilbault represents that he is the
owner of a certain claim against Alfred McCarger and
Wm. R. Bamard, which said claim consists of a judg-
ment rendered and entered in the district court for the
county of Rice, on the third day of June, eighteen hon-
dred and sixtv-one, in favor of the said Eugene Guil-
bault and against the said Alfred McCarger and Wm.
R. Barnard for the sum of eight hundred and ninety-
nine dollars and twentv-one cents, and that on the
fourth day of December eighteen hundred and eighty-
one, the papers necessary and proper to bring said
claim before the commission established by an act
entitled “*An act for the adjustment of certain alleged
claims against the state,’ approved November fourth,
cighteen hundred and eighty-one; were duly made out
and mailed to the state auditor, and that said commis-
sion declined to comsider said claim solely on the
ground that the state auditor did not receive said
papers within the time presceribed by said aet, and that



