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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OctoBer TErRM, 1922.
ORDER OF ALLOTMENT OF JUSTICES.

It is ordered, That the following allotment be made

of the Chief Justice and Associate Justices of this Court

among the circuits, agreeably to the act of Congress in

such case made and provided, and that such allotment

be entered of record, viz:

For the First Circuit, OLiver WENDELL HoLMES, Asso-
ciate Justice.

For the Second Circuit, HARLAN FisKE STONE, Asso-
ciate Justice.

For the Third Circuit, Louts DEMBITZ BRANDEIS, Asso-
ciate Justice.

For the Fourth Circuit, WiLuiam H. Tarr, Chief
Justice.

For the Fifth Circuit, Epwarp T. SANFORD, Associate
Justice.

For the Sixth Circuit, JAMEs C. McREYNoOLDS, Asso-
ciate Justice.

For the Seventh Circuit, Pierce BuTLER, Associate
Justice.

For the Eighth Circuit, WiLLis VAN DEVANTER, Asso-
ciate Justice.

For the Ninth Circuit, GEORGE SUTHERLAND, Associate
Justice.

March 16, 1925.

1 For next previous allotment, see 266 U. 8., p. Ix.
v




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Page
Agee, Continental Casualty Co., v................. 610
Alaska, Pacific Am. Fisheries v................... 589
AR anArino (e QUEZON., . v o ov v oo s s oo sie 8§ smpsfih o 591
GIEEEn dCate o aw. L 2 o caark . difaW. L sk 607
Alworth-Stephens Co., Lynch Executrix v......... 364
Ambrose, Chicago & Alton R. R. Co. v............ 598
American Ry. Co. of Porto Rico, Lopez v.......... 603
American Sugar Ref. Co., Small Co. v............. 233
American Surety Co., et al. v. Butterworth-Judson
P Gital el guitaat T 4. adob el s . Ll 387
o Mg IR T P A RN L o S 609
Archibald MeNeil Co., United States v............ 302
Asphalt Belt Ry. et al., Smyth, et al v............ 326
Atchison, Topeka & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Collins. ....... 609
Atchison, Topeka & S. F. Ry. Co., Stevens v........ 603
Atchison, Topeka & S. F. Ry. Co. v. United States.. 591
Austin Nichols & Co. ». 8. S. Isla de Panay........ 260
Bacon & Matheson Forge Co. v. United States. .. .. 585
Baltimore Grain Co., Federal Trade Comm. v...... 586
Banco di Roma v. Philippine National Bank....... 592
2T i S0 T R T e =S S R 596
Barclay & Co. v. Edwards, Collector.............. 442
BBk O L POtTer. . o oo is v sene e s asen s e 577
Bartlett & Kling v. United States................. 573
Barton v. Leyte Asphalt & Mineral Oil Co. ........ 606
1P ity (e IS 7 T e A e et 611
Bauer Cooperage Co. v. Maxwell Co............... 604
Bauer Cooperage Co. v. Stark. ................... 604

Bauer Cooperage Co. v. Union Sav. Bank & Trust
Co




VI TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Becher v. United States

Belshe, Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. v

Birnbaum ». United States

Black v. Black

Blundell, Executor v. Wallace

Bd. of County Comm., United States v

Bd. of Directors, Miller Levee Dist. No. 2 v. Prairie
Pipe Line Co

Bodkin, Wells, Admx. v

Bohm v. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co

Bohler, Collector v. Callaway

Booth, Greene »

Boston & Maine R. R., Proprietors of Locks and
Canals Merrimack River v

Bourland, Fort Smith Light & Traction Co. v...... 330

Bowers v. Coxe

Brambini v. Superior Court of California
Brambini v. United States
Brooks v. United States

Buck v. Kuykendall

Buffington v. Georgia

Bush & Sons Co. v. Maloy

Butterick Co. v. Federal Trade Comm
Butterworth-Judson Co. et al., American Surety

Cairo, Truman & So. R. R. v. United States
California, McCalla Co. v

Callaway, Bohler, Collector v

Camden Fire Ins, Ass’'n. ». U. S. Manufacturers Ex-




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED. VII

Page
L b ) 1 1Y | RS R 17, | "L RPN 8 578, 596
Cannon Mfg. Co. v. Cudahy PackingCo............ 333
Carolina-Tennessee Power Co., Hiawassee River

| 97775 oM (30 ) S R R S TSP F05 S VUL S O 586
e oA lexsenigni s dom ood. st utf0. prdeela 607
Carvellyes’ ol wnillhited Statessua. 8. busnae ) 5108 132
T N R Vi g o SR R DREOR T =8 141 00 " 571
@@iter v. United Statessemd. ¢ . 2 wdloumed Satnen 575
Central Leather Co. v. S. 8. Goyaz................ 594
Central R. R. of New Jersey et al., Newark, City of,

@ (e & B 5 I ORI 1 o3 5 o # i o 377
S Ein DaWalker .\, . Acepd. 4P Tg.un?) ooalnledd .5 577
@apman;, Cowokochee 2 wuigd® Pyl ! ) B0l 571
@hies. & Ohio, Ry. Couivs, Nixotues 1% sndloe W Sapedl . 590
Ches. & Ohio Ry. Co. v. Thompson Mfg. Co......... 588
Chestatee Pyrites & Chemical Co., ex rel. United

RO Y GEk D . o g e il L ey 185
Chevrolet Motor Co. of California, Southern Pacific

A e o SO PP CL Sy . 7K | ol 611
Chicago & Alton R. R. Co. v. Ambrose............ 598
Chicago G. W.R. R. Co. v. Schendel. .............. 287
Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co.,, Bohm v............. 600
Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. v. Coogan............ 589
Chiecago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. v. United States. ..... 403
Chippewa Springs Corp. ». Morand Bros........... 592
Cholskos v. United States.................coo... 604
(LT 01 ok M ET PO S A SR OR SN ST 572
Christopher, Williams v.......................... 605
Clay v. District Court of Colorado................ 574
SlEor w8ty of Spantanbilife sk oy’ (v el s 611
o T i L. s e snspnts foero Shepnsiss L0 AR 5% 220
s 7 O} ) T VGRS SN F ISP SSRET Y YL . 1) 3 S 579
Collector of Customs, Compania General de Taba-

fshde Hilipinas v 0o Lot s Ja0 T ugmlil=ilh. = 598
College Point Boat Co. v. United States........... 12
Collins, Atchison, Topeka & S. F. Ry. Co. v..... ... 609
CalliiE Gibson = .. .. & 0.2 .a .k L 605

Collins, Southern Pacific Co. v....ovvvvvvevn..... 609




VIII TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Colora v. New Jersey

Colorado, District Court, Clay v

Colorado, New Mexico v

Colorado, New Mexico v

Commission, Ohio Utilities Co. v

Compania General de Tabacos de Filipinas v. Collec-
tor of Customs

Continental Casualty Co. v. Agee

Coogan, Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. v

Cooke v. United States

Cooley v. Ozment

Corby Estate v. City of St. Joseph

Cornell S. S. Co., United States v

Coty, Ivory Novelties Trading Co. v

County of Tuolumne v. R. R. Comm. of California. .

Coxe, Bowers v

Coxe, United States v

Crampton, O’Mara v

Crane, Sala v

Crowson v. Cody

Crowther v. Larson

Cudahy Packing Co., Cannon Mfg. Co. v
Cullen v. United States

Curtis Ez parte

Daugherty, United States v
Davis, Agent v. Newton Coal Co
Dayvis, Chrisp v

Davis, Hurr v

Davis v. Mabee

Davis v. Michigan Trust Co
Davis v. Pringle

Davis v. Weiss




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED. IX

Page
ividson . UnitedrStates  oonfe gl Sram sl o 597
Dayvisson v. New Mexico. ... a8 e s dadas L. on o 574
by Stéanms Tug Panther, ... L B s dia ¥lal 606
Disconto-Gesellschaft ». U. S. Steel Corp. et al. .. ... 22
I v Westmprelandea se 6 o &ciow o S A SeRRd) 595
B nelly v. | Massachusetts f quddo 8 gt Al0usl 603
IBRumright, Eicenmrin ot posd 1. o0 ol s e 578
1)yt pel 2 Ter i s UIV) LS PANY SPE S ST ST o B P 595
Il Com, s JOlNSONA Dt dheie v S iie itomeis aife PR it 600
Durand . First State Bank of Philipsburg.......... 582
W sArt, ofl @l YEISEE D. cicv v dievie v ooisa o < fastame oo w o « 540
D7l LE0Rs KOA S G LG o B v o S s R s g 574
7T Y O € W A S RN S N st o 18 A 574
Edwards, Collector, Barclay & Co. v.............. 442
Bivansty United IS TateS R ol o oy 90 Sl r 08 b 595
i oy Shianverd . Lol Mo DA% o b ST L, 601
ozt er Baklor b ds e oL S B s L st G ) 577
rlarte. Catehinos... . - v o oo Witva AR, 8Dl 571
SN o te Oukfis Met 8L ou 5. s s ki ominal £ 0 Jointy e 582
e pante. Glavadanovich o vvidteh] Jadael) 2 o x 579
HeSparte Jarossman - . o ) ol Hoshake®, & 2 87
Estipaste Mebane. ..o . 4% wland . 5. 54 A5 o 571
ikporte ‘SandepsnSall AN Tt dntalodon i 0L 583
iiedeiil Coal'Cof Tt o e e 227
Federal Trade Comm. ». Baltimore Grain Co. .. ... 586
Federal Trade Comm., Butterick Co. v............. 602
Federal Trade Comm. v. Hammond, Snyder & Co.. 586
Federal Trade Comm. v. H. C. Jones Co............ 586
Fenner & Beane v. Holt.......................... 605
RENTUIROT 7). P A o 5 T e b 3 mpg s e b e 595
Fidelity & Deposit Co. v. Butterworth-Judson Co.
i e R BRI RS e T R T Y 387
Fidelity Trust Co., Lederer v.................... 1,
N . ad e oo b e AT Y 571




X TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

First State Bank of Philipsburg, Durand v

Flanagan v. Federal Coal Co

Florida, Whitten »

Foley v. New York, O. & W. Ry. Co

Forbes, Ragan v

Fort Smith Light & Traction Co. v. Bourland

Fort Smith Spelter Co. v. Gas Co................. 231

France & Canada S. S. Corp. v. Midland Linseed
Products Co

Fulton Bank v. Hozier

Garvey v. United States

Gas Co., Fort Smith Spelter Co. v

Georgia, Buffington v

Georgia Comm. et al., Western & AtlanticR. R. v.. ..
Georgia, Singleton v

Gibson, Collins »

Gilseth v. Risty

Glavadanovic, Ex parte

Government of Mexico, Oliver Am. Trading Co. v.. 596
Goyaz, S. 8., Central Leather Co. v

Goyaz, S. S., Schmoll Fils & Co. v

Grayson et al. v. Harris et al

Green Consolidated Copper Co., Hallenberg v. ... .. 582
Greene v. Booth

Gross, Robling v

Gross, Smith v

Grossman, Ex parte

Guardian Savings & Trust Co. v. Road Imp. District.
Guardian Sav. & Trust Co. v. Road Imp. Dist

Hallenberg v. Green Consolidated Copper Co

Hamilton Michelson & Co., United States v

Hammer v. United States

Hammond Snyder & Co., Federal Trade Comm. v.. 586
Hardie Co. v. Lamborn

Harris et al., Grayson et al. v




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Hartford Accident & Indemnity Co. v. Southern Pa-

Hiawassee River Power Co. v. Carolina-Tennessee
Power Co

Hoeffner ». National Steamship Co

Holt, Fenner & Beane v

Horowitz v. United States

Hozier, Fulton Bank v

Hunter; v. UmitedrStatess ¥ 143 Teanui 4 08 Meatawh 4

Hurley, Mullen »

Hurr ». Davis

Indian Refining Co. v. Taylor

Isla de Panay S. S., Nichols & Co. v
Isla de Panay S. S., Sanchez v

Isla de Panay, The

Isla de Panay 8. 8., Tolibia & Co. v
Ivory Novelties Trading Co. v. Coty

Janson, McCullough v

O SO DT CATL PR A SRR e e ot
Johnson, Keith v

Jones Co. H. C., Federal Trade Comm. v

Kansas, Court of Industrial Relations of, v. Wolff
Packing Co.

Kaplan v. Tod

Kaufman, Bowers v

Kaufman, United States v

Keith ». Johnson

King v. United States

Kling & Bartlett v. United States

Kuras v. Michigan Central R. R. Co

Kuykendall, Buck »

Lackner v. Starr
Lamb, Selvage v
Lamborn & Co., Smail Co. v




XII TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

TambéinyHardieiCoar} yuseaddld £ hlaead, hoy

Lancaster and Wallace, Receivers v. McCarty et al.. 427
Larsonm@eow tlierwbane’y, .. 0%, aowefl . saclil . noman 593
EalweUnitedtStates v ol 8. sl oo h) 58 608
Bederer puilidelity TrustyGormiati fpaniinl, o rop! 7
Lee v. Lehigh Valley Coal Co.etal............... 542
Lehigh Valley Coal Co. et al.,, Tee v............... 542
Bewisw AReberts 5. ... oniin s e il ol RAE ol 467
Leyte Asphalt & Mineral Oil Co., Barton v....... 606
R alicomiantPeRin] . i anonetss il (il g0 602
IR0 ST ol mihon thisc o mnspbh iy s O CE, A 76
Lopez v. Am. Ry. Co. of Porto Rico............... 603
i o ics £ @0 000 S B 10 S L T T e iy ey 471
Louisville & Nashville R. R. v. United States. ..... 395
Loveland & Hinyan, Pere Marquette Ry. Co. v..... 601
| i W T R B = ey o S gy 574

Lynch, Executrix v. Alworth-Stephens Co..........

NlabeeleDavis vt TRl v clon o Leggs o oyoads’ L

RebeaMeallot! phlenlar LUK k. Tl T ) s 599
Magnolia Petroleum Co. et al., Price v............ 415
Maloy, Bush & SonSCoRp . 2 e ool : 79 47 055 4 BIF
Margolin v. United States........................ 588
Massachusetts, Donnelly v....................... 603
Massachusetts Trust Co., McPherson v............ 592
Maxwell Co., Bauer Cooperage Co. v.............. 604
MeCalla:Co: y: Californis.~s. mosne L DVNESL Q4 585
FIOCArtHT: 0! FDEIRON a4k 2 Har P NEHING ANIELS PV 574
McCarty et al., Lancaster and Wallace, Receivers v.. 427
107 s o Do ik vy il 205111 ) A e s vt ot 8 608
BieGrrdy: Samlglssne srerl Jo tk L aa b Lis 5 . 188
McGovern, United Statesv. ...................... 608
i =T B BT e oy L B et e e 601
MeNeill & Sons Co., Archibald, United States v».... 302
McPherson v. Massachusetts Trust Co............. 592

Miébane, Bz partes vt 782 00 As RIS 45 ) T, (70X




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED. XITT

Page
BECllot \u.. Mabee oo o i L AR 2arall  S0d Jais ) an) 599
Merchants Mutual Automobile Liability Ins. Co. v.
BIartes . sias., (X000 Shoalsl o< = g o)l 126
dMiernitte, United States. tl. et 3 i) & aadl) 0 338
Michigan Central R. R. Co., Kurasv............... 596
Bdichigan. Trust, Co., Davis v . FEE0E Bakial .. 0 591
Middleton & Co., United States v................. 603
Midland Linseed Products Co., France & Canada S. S.
Corpr grrlss aFah s - 55 rivgy b v woRSROR. A i) 599
Miller et al., Swiss National Insurance Co. v........ 42
Mills, St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co. v........... 589
Missouri Pac. R. R. Co. v. Road Imp. Dist.......... 587
issourt Hae-RERVGoM b SEFoUd o5 < v . o0 BVEY T 404
Mitchell et al. v. United States................... 341
Mixer, Modern Woodmen of America v............ 544
Modern Woodmen of America v. Mixer............ 544
Morand Bros., Chippewa Springs Corp. v..,........ 592
Moore, E. N. v. United States............... o] 593
Moore, G. L. v. United States................. ..o 0y
BRI e [NTLed STRTES L . T o A, v s o g o - v g b ays & 80
Mountain Water Supply Co., Sagamore Coal Co. v.. 592
Wby s 1 R ey o M L B b o R M s s o 607
Mullen v. United States......................... 598
Murphy Wall Bed Co. v. Rip Van Winkle Wall Bed
G o o L L O T I & N 594
Myers v. Anderson. .........coooveiiinn. ... 609
Nahmabhyii United Stated ciupefT. .o 2 simet ben 122
Naponiello, United States v...................... 577
National Steamship Co., Hoeffner v............... 600
Newark, City of, et al. v. Central R. R. of New Jer-
seyil eb@lpstor®. in S p® il B, slnet 377
New Jersey, Colora v....ooovviviiiiinnenn... 576
New Mexico v. Colorado. ..............coonvnnn.. 30
Nigw Mexieo . Colotador. shfl: Legf Juwod wid misiog 502
New Mexico, Davisson v....oovveieveininnnn. .. 574

New Mexico v. Texas. .oovveeernnene e, 583




XIV TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Newton Coal Co., Davis, Agent v
New York, O. & W. Ry. Co., Foley v
Nichols & Co. v. S. S. Isla de Panay
Nixon, Ches. & Ohio Ry. Co. v
North Pac. Steamship Co. v. Soley
Nyquist v. United States

Ohio Utilities Co. v. Commission

Oklahoma v. Texas...... r el o vl A e Y
Oclahoma 1) BeXas masemrrace] - Lrng® i cat 960, . Ao, 4oy
Oklahoma v. Texas

Oliver Am. Trading Co. v. Government of Mexico... 5
Olson & Olson ». U. S. Spruce Production Corp.. ...
O’Mara v. Crampton

O’Shaughnessy v. United States

Ozment, Cooley v

Ozment, Wingo v

Pacific Am. Fisheries v. Alaska

Panama R. R. Co. v. Vasquez

Panther, Steam Tug, Derby v

Parker v. Texas

Patt v. United States

Patton v. Tod

Pearson v. United States

Pennsylvania R. R. Co., Pennsylvania R. R. Fed. No.

Pennsylvania R. R. Co., Pennsylvania System Broth-
erhood v
Pennsylvania R. R. Fed. No. 90 ». Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania System Brotherhood v. Pennsylvania

Pere Marquette Ry. Co. v. Loveland & Hinyan. . ... 601
Philippine National Bank, Banco di Roma v

Pitney, Duffy v

Pitney, Ferguson v




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED. XV

Page

Prairie Pipe Line Co., Bd. of Directors, Miller Levee
IDistNON2 e P e Lo o vt el 8 Bl 573
Price v. Magnolia Petroleum Co. etal.............. 415
Biingle, Dayis. vy om0 W 5D et 100 Jitenye 588

Proprietors of Locks and Canals, Merrimack River v.
Boston & Maine BoBRafl ¢ ') Judl, acth) 0l 1oka 573
Quezon, Alejandrino v. ...t 591
iragan. . Hoches o wslal iy ¥ 5. ol #0505 A et 599
R. R. Comm. of California, County of Tuolumne v.. 584
Read v, United States. . v.eid ;. o . b o, Mk 596
Weich g, MceNell. . (houn .. oo o0 Saiall] L 00 601

Rip Van Winkle Wall Bed Co., Murphy Wall Bed
o TP SO PN i W AR R 594
Ris{yaeGiseiit.ornd ARS8 oo Iaeinadd Senaisuid 584
Rives, United States ex rel., Work v. .. ............ 175
Road Imp. Dist., Guardian Savings & Trust Co. v... 1
Road Imp. Dist., Guardian Savings & Trust Co. v.... 580
Road Imp. Dist., Missouri Pac. R. R. Co. v......... 587
RODEEISAEEWIS 0 Jus. tes o 5K AR S8l St o 467
Robeson Process Co. v. Robeson. .................. 597
Robeson, Robeson ProcessCo. v, ......ovvvvi. ... 597
i o] eI Gy e S S At S S e i 1 610
RGOS wSenth Dakots, | | ARIUEY Jr o0 il nllnrei: 601
RousselpaBamlonh il omdist 1] o seling™! syl 596
Rudd, Walbridge-Aldinger Co. v.................. 594
Sagamore Coal Co. v. Mountain Water Supply Co... 592
St. Augustine, City of, St. Johns Elec. Co. v........ 607
St. Johns Elee. Co. ». City of St. Augustine........ 607
St. Joseph, City of, Corby Estate »................ 578
St. Louis, K. & 8. R. R. Co. v. United States........ 346
St. Louis-San Francisco Ry Co. ». Mills........... 589
o b A i o A A e iyl i s 585
Salt Lake County ». Utah Copper Co............. 610
Samuels v. MeCurdy. .......coviiueeeneeeenenens 188

Sanchez v. S. S. Islade Panay. ................... 260




XVI TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Page
Saneis Feditiie. sl o) wonds st 583
Sanford & Brooks Co. v. United States............ 455
Santa Fe Pac. R. R. Co. v. Work................. 511
Schendel, Chicago G. W. R. R. Co. v............. 287
Schimolbdils & Gor=v:"S. S.Goyaz. ) L. .. 2. . 594
Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. v. Belshe.............. 608
SEINEED B 1A, 0 b o d abllh 0B 68 6 B0 dbo db o d 8 dlan 597
MU e T T 7y e S SO Rty ) A 601
Shewan & Sons, Inc. v. United States. ............ 86
Siemonkadie IR RACos 9dse oo 5 onk s b 5T
Sipgleton e GEArZIa Te . . o vt i 88 e e o o 579
Smale v. United States.......................... 602
Small Co. v. American Sugar Ref. Co............. 233
Small Co. v. Lamborn & Co...................... 248
Smart, Merchants Mutual Automobile Liability Ins.
ERLITIE L, 1o . L LK T o TIS SCo TR S B O 126
ol e 0 35 o Tt o o M s T ek 610
Smyth et al. v. Asphalt Belt Ry. et al............. 326
EE Il ACReriol 55 8 Sato o SO SR S o b ol s SR 578, 596
Soley INerthsRacifici SIS Co: ULt s i 583
Souhin BRIy, REEE W6 0 606 0. hd o oo e 0 o8 odo oo 601
Southern Pacific Co. v. Chevrolet Motor Co. of Cali-
SUTTRINEED L o o A8 o T Boaoh 1 e IS R ONBRCRRC R T * % of T N 611
Southern Pacific Co. v. Collins. . .................. 609
Southern Pacific Co., Hartford Accident & Indemnity
GOk TFy JERP o R b e ol Y K 590
Spartanburg, City of, Clegg v.................... 611
Standard Oil Co. v. United States................. 76
Standard Oil Co. v. United States................. 591
Stark, Bauer Cooperage Co. v.........ccovvvenn.. 604
St IDRERINED, 953 6 o S0 8oBiB a0 6b% 56 o BE o Fodto & 601
Steam Tug Panther, Derby v.................... 606
Steamship Coamo, United States v................ 220
Steele v. United States No. 1...........covvvn... 498
Steele v. United States No. 2. ..............c.ccu..n 505
Stein, et al. v. Tip Top Baking Co................ 226

Stevens v. Atchison, Topeka & S. F. Ry. Co........ 603




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED. XVIL

Page
ktonds Missourk Pac. -Re Roaw. . | Sl o cnliun 404
Superior Court of California, Brambini v........... 584
Swiss National Insurance Co. v. Miller et al. ....... 42
RN Flior s, LiCHrco - M TRl L e e 602
jE lae' 0. UnitediStatesm faramll, o o Vi b Js 576
fiifvior Indisn Refining Co.wid. v Ml i ol ol 575
Taylor v. Voss..........covviiion.. s AT . 588
BREHa NewsMexicotn, i b 000 5 EL Do ol iy e 583
e Oklahoma © ... W0l L e 7
Mk MO U2 (03 1T Rt S Spu et S S AU 452
M, OIREIEIE) @ 380 q 000 685660500 0 56/ bo00 00 o 580
B aRankerty o LRl S T L 604
Thompson Mfg. Co., Ches. & Ohio Ry. Co. v....... 588
Thornton v. United States....................... 589
TSR R rumig s 8 S5 U LT LR R 578
Tip Top Baking Co., Steinet al. v................. 226
fioinas inelUnited Statés 0.0 LT Rt L L 593
el T TN W Al 5 10 R E AT i St S iy 571
gl R e [ et S R S S R 229
TEe], AT ool d B o Bk e S TG ER A T oy it o A 607
Tolibia & Co. ». S. S. Isla de Panay............... 260
Traylor Engineering & Mfg. Co. v. Worthington
PhriahexcadiEY N S0 st SISl i Ay, g M 600
Union PacificR. R. Co., Browne v................. 255
Union Savings Bank & Trust Co., Bauer Cooperage
CLNE I MR S SR S e T ey S T 5 8 604
United States v. Archibald McNeil & Sons Co. ... .. 302
United States, Atchison, Topeka & S. F. Ry. Co. v... 591 .
United States, Bacon & Matheson Forge Co. v...... 585
United States, Bartlett & Klingv.................. 573
flifiied States w.-Bauch® . .05 . samdlanes ). b0 08 ik 611
United States, Becher v.......................... 602
linited StatesyBirnbaum o, L4 sl oo e 0 d 602
United States v. Bd. of County Comm. ............ 587
(Biaied, States, Brambini wstibetbhgy, 05 vl 584

42684°—25

11




XVIII TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Page
UnitediStateSPBrooksiv. 1, B AL e i, . bt 432
United States, Brooks Co. v......... 0y Tuns e 455
United States, Brownstein v. ..................... 600
United States v. Butterworth-Judson Co. et al. .. ... 387
United States, Cairo, Truman & So. R.R.v......... 350
[UnitediSiatcsiCanrolFeria/BuNett SISamntt Sl = 132
[UinitedsStatesN@enten s ns & k). = s hels - L 8 10 575
United States ex rel. Chestatee Pyrites & Chemical
(Col WAIER Do ool dag 6B e bk it e sl e ot SR 185
United States, Chicago, M. & St. P.Ry.v........... 403
United States, Cholskos v........................ 604
United States, Cooke @, t oot 0 e e s Bl
United States v. Cornell S.S. Co................... 281
[UnTtediStatecskME ox e e i SR CRRS 408
United States, College Point Boat Co. v............ 12
United States, Cullen v........ ..o ... 593
United States v. Daugherty. . ..................... 590
Whsitiee!l SUgHEE ., DRI 556 0 0bas 606 b a0 odeBE 1, 597
[Uiited®SiateSREvanSHU IR A7 B S 0 e 595
United States, First Nat. Bank of Mobile v......... 576
United, States, Garvey v. ... .. oo i 604
United States v. Hamilton Michelson & Co........ 603
United States, Hammer v........................ 591
(UitediSiates PEonoWAZE NN ER S AT NS 458
UnitCURSERES SHMTTEOE bl ey, Jo Andly el 1 597
United States v. Kaufman. . ......... ... ... 0.0 408
WnitedvStales dingloeseton BE Al F o inbade lo 593
[UinitedMStatesRuERIEa AT SUEE. i (1058 owin 5 1 608
(WnitediStatestyMiomllardSREE g ¥ Hiisad Suig fas 471
United States, Louisville & Nashville R. R. v... ... 395
UmitediStates MV ancalinkar s UGl el Setnies i 588
United Statesv. MeGovern. ...................... 608
United States v. Archibald MeNeil & Sons Co.. ... .. 302
Winited S tatesy Mcrrntepnet [ SmaE) Lo, ool b anzad# 338
United States v. Middleton & Co................. 603

United States, Mitchell et al. v................... 341




TABLE OF CASES REPORTED. XIX

Page
United States, Moore, G. L. v.................... 599
United States, Moore E. N. v........ .00 .. 0. 593
WnitedyStates, .Morse v. . . ¥ otusesy  BabEsls, wa 80
lditedStateSEMmllont 7 WIerE s SNLAETUL L Ise ok 598
[Binited¥States; Nahmehso =50 1 SIS SRS ARy 122
Whtiieds StatesrunNapeniello : o siuns e v o w frd S 5 577
United States, Nyquist v........................ 606
United States, O’Shaughnessy v.............. 610,611
Witeds StatesMPearsons v = » 5 s, SM VA S IUEIANS, 423
[Bimiteds StateSaP attarueas ¥: V- m et MR TR 3 ST 598
initedsStates SReadsiulis s § s w i g el o i 596
United States, St. Louis, K. & S. R. R. Co. »...... 346
United States, Sanford & Brooks Co. v............ 455
United States, Shewan & Sons Inc. v............. 86
liinited®States SmaleRMUPSE TN S EUNUA S Eal S 602
United States, Standard Oil Co. v................ 76
United States, Standard Oil Co. v................ 591
United States v. Steamship Coamo. .............. 220
United States, Steele, No. 1, v................... 498
United States, Steele, No. 2, v................... 505
[UiitedEStatesailiayiock) SrLs SEEEERTE SinEtint e = 576
[BinitediStates FINOENEONT 1 S SRSl s o St 589
iliited) States,"Toblas v .\, ... Wi o Nl ge 0 593
United States, Waldeck v ....................... 595
United States v. Waterman. ..................... 611
United States, Wilmering v ..................... 605
United States ez rel Rives, Work v............... 175
United States Manufacturers Export Ass’n., Cam-
dlemm 13RS T0Rl AGERTL 7' 6o 6 aBin 600 anboaoahBboo. fe« 606
United States Spruce Production Corp., Olson &
O]son Ul i TN o T . FEA T 462
United States “Steel Corp. et al., Disconto-Gesell-
EENENAE D) i AR £ e e e S 22
Utah Copper Co., Salt Lake County v............. 610
Vasquez, Panama R. R. Co. v.................... 589

RIOSEalor oo, L. s e e e e e 588




XX TABLE OF CASES REPORTED.

Page
Walbridge-Aldinger Co. v. Rudd.................. 594
Wialdeek .. . United States. ¢, o L Bom b, Siesrs e 595
alkey  CRADII Ve s o, o.e »eo Toma o Mnais L hilis L 577
Wallace, Blundell, Executor v.................... 373
Wallace and Lancaster, Receivers v. McCarty. ... .. 427
Waterman, United States v . ....ooovviviininn.. 611
RN ID AU e B % A T o S ot o o 588
Wells, Admx. v. Bodkin......................... 474
Western & Atlantic R. R. v. Georgia Comm. et al.. 493
Westmoreland, Dodd v............ccoiiivin... 595
Rihiftenen Flogiela. o s . vig Lo e ol adad = . L 608
Williams v. Christopher ......................... 605
Wilmering ». United States...................... 605
Witngo 0, (ORTOEN0E 560t H o ol 040 918 668 b A r b A8 nop It 609
Wolff Packing Co. v. Court of Industrial Relations of
RS re A e S I AT S e ey ik BE ol o e tes A 552
Work, Santa Fe Pac. R.R. Co. v................. 511
Work v. United States exr rel. Chestatee Pyrites &
CHaeinairi | g S e 8 T E R A 185
Work v. United States ex rel. Rives............... 176
Worthington Pump & Mach. Co., Traylor Engineer-
Jaorte NIHEY Cou o0 & T 000 T S ™ o 600
YWaelaim 1R, 1R (o) @, S0 b oo do o M Bl ool s ad - 577

S @A, IDVERIR, Gl (lhon o t0i o S ki e it




'TABLE OF CASES

Cited in Opinions

Abrams v. United States, 250
U. S. 616 441
Adams .
U. S. 572
Adams v. Otterback, 15 How.
539
Adkins ». Children’s Hospital,
261 U. S. 525 541, 566
Aetna Life Ins. Co. o.
Dunken, 266 U. S. 389
Agnew v. Haymes, 141 Fed.
631
Alaska Smokeless Co. w.
Lane, 250 U. S. 549 183, 517
Alexander v». United States,
201 U. 8. 117
Alexandria, The City of, 28
Fed. 202 274
Allen ». Commonwealth, 188
Mass. 59 346
Allen ». Smith, 173 U. S. 389 181
Alsberg v. United States, 285
Fed. 573 125
American Fur Co. ». United
States, 2 Pet. 358 152
498
199

228
199

Milwaukee,

272

358
158

American Ry. Express Co. v.
Caldwell, 244 U. S. 617

American Storage Co. v. Chi-
cago, 211 U. S. 306

American Sugar Refining Co.
2. Newman Grocery Co.,
284 Fed. 835

Amos v. United States, 255
U. 8. 313 148, 170

Anderson ». Marten [1908]
A. C. 334

Anderson County Comm’rs
v. Beal, 113 U. 8. 227 254

Anonymous (1674), Cases in
Chancery, 238 110

Antelope, The, 12 Wheat. 546 87

Apollon, The, 9 Wheat. 362 159

237

Arizona . Copper Queen
Mining Co., 233 U. S. 87
Ash v. United States, 299
Fed. 277

Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. v.
Harold, 241 U. S. 371

Atlantic Coast Line R. R. v.
Corporation Commission,
206 U. S. 1

Atlantic Works v. United
States, 46 Ct. Clms. 57

Austin . The Aldermen, 7
Wall. 694

Axtell v. United States, 286
Fed. 165

Baars & Co. v. Mitchell, 154
Fed. 322

Baillie ». Kell, 4 Bing. N. C.
638

Baker v. Baker, Eccles & Co.,
242 U. S. 394

Ballinger ». Frost, 216 U. S.
240

Baltimore & Ohio R. R. v.
United States, 261 U. S.
592

Baltimore & Ohio R. R. v.
United States, 261 U. S.
385

Bank of America v. Whitney
Central National Bank, 261
U.8. 171

Bank of Metropolis v. New
England Bank, 1 How. 234

Barbee ». Weatherspoon, 88
N. C. 19

Barbour v. Georgia, 249 U. S.
454

Barbour ». State, 146 Ga.
667

Barnes . 232
105 (S, 1l

Alexander,

XX1

195,197,

317
159
273

332

450
125
400
16
29
184

340

340

335
281

83
201
203
394




XXII

Bartemeyer v. lowa, 18 Wall.
129

Bartlett ». Smith, 11 M. &
W. 483 511

Bartram v». Dannett (1676),
Finch, 253 110

Beavers v. Haubert, 198 U. S.
77

Beer Co. v. Massachusetts,
97 U.8.25 194

Begerow, In re, 136 Cal. 293 83

194

82

Benson v. Henkel, 198 U.S.1 83
Benson v. Palmer, 41 App.
D. C. 561 83

Bessette ». W. B. Conkey
Co., 194 U. S. 324 111
Billings ». United States, 232

U. S. 261 451
Binderup ». Pathe Exchange,
.263 U. S. 291 307, 328

Blacklock ». Small, 127 U. S.

96 330, 543
Blamberg Bros. ». United
States, 260 U. S. 452 124

Blanset ». Cardin, 256 U. S.
319

Bluefield Co. v. Public Serv-
ice Comm., 262 U. S. 679 364

Board of Water Supply, Mat-
ter of, 211 N. Y. 174

Bodkin v. Edwards, 2565 U. S.
221

Boom Co. v. Patterson, 98
U. S. 403

Bordeau ». McDowell, 256
U. 8. 465

Boston Deep Sea Fishing &
Ice Co. v. Ansell, L. R. 39
Ch. Div. 339

Bowditech ». Boston, 101 U. S.
16 2564

Bowling ». Harrison, 6 How.
248 272

Boyd v». United States, 116
U. S. 616 147

Boyle ». Northwestern Na-
tional Bank, 125 Wis. 498 395

Brainard ». Clapp, 10 Cush.
6

376

346
587
345
576

16

383

Branan ». Atlanta & West
Point R. R. 108 Ga. 70

Brawley ». United States, 96
U. S. 168

247
576

TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Brewer Oil Co. . United
States, 260 U. 8. 77
Brezin, Re, 297 Fed. 300
Brolan v. United States, 236
U. S. 216
Brooks-Scanlon Co. ». Rail-
road Commission of Loui-
siana, 251 U. S. 396 333, 568
Brown v. Alton Water Co.,
222 U. S. 325 578
Brown ». Hitcheock, 173 U. S.
473 517
Brushaber ».

587
415

439

Union Pacific

R.R,240 U.S. 1 451
Bryan v. Kennett, 113 U. S.

179 369
IBuglReMES TR0 23 | i

737 a3
Buck ». Kuykendall, 267

U. S. 307 324, 385

Bulkley ». Naumkeag Steam
Cotton Co., 24 How. 386
Bullock ». Railroad Comm.,

254 U. S. 513 568
Bunger v. State, 146 Ga. 672 203
Burke v. Southern Pacific

R. R, 234 U. S. 669
Burnap v. United States, 252

274

402

U. S. 512 507
Butterworth v. Hoe, 112 U. 8.

50 184
Calhoun ». Massie, 253 U. S.

170 541
Caminetti ». United States,

242 U. S. 470 437

Campbell ». United States,
266 U. S. 368 345
Campbell v. Wadsworth, 248
U. S. 169 356
Campbellsville Lumber Co. v.
Hubbert, 112 Fed. 718 7
Carlo Poma, The, 255 U. S.

219 307
Carlsen v. Cooney, 123 Wash.

441 313
Carpenter v. Williams, 9

Wall. 785 358
Carpenter Steel Co. v. Nor-

cross, 204 Fed. 537 16

Carroll ». United States, 267
U. 8. 132

Central Trust Co. ». Garvan,
254 U. 8. 554

504
59




TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Champion Lumber Co. w.
Fisher, 227 U. S. 445 430, 584

Chappell v. United States.
160 U. S. 499 327, 458

Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. v.
Public Service Comm., 242
U. 8. 603

Chicago v. Taylor, 125 U. S.
161

Chicago & Alton R. R. Co. v.
Tranbarger, 238 U. S. 67

Chicago, B. & Q. Ry. v. Bab-
cock, 204 U. S. 585 491

Chicago, B. & Q. Ry. v.
United States, 220 U. S.
559

Chicago, ete. Ry. ». Minne-
apolis Civic Assn, 247
U. S. 490 337

Chicago Great Western R. R.
Co. v. Basham, 249 U. S.
164

Chicago Great Western Ry.
v. Kendall, 266 U. S. 94

Chicago & Northwestern R.
R. Co. v. Ochs, 249 U. 8.
416

Chicago, R. I. & Pac. Ry. v.
Hardwick Elevator Co.,
226 U. S. 426 408

Chicot County v. Sherwood,
148 U. 8. 529 349

Chin Yow ». United States,
208 U. 8. 8

Citizens’ Bank v. Cannon, 164
U. S. 319

Citizens’ Bank v. Opperman,
249 U. S. 448

Claassen ». United States,
142 U. S. 140

Clallam County v». United
States, 263 U. S. 341

Clark, Ex parte, 208 Mo. 121

Clark Distilling Co. v. West-
ern Maryland Ry, 242
U. 8. 311 194, 437

Clements v. Erlanger, 46 L.
U NEISRRTS 116

Cleveland & Pittsburgh R. R.
Co. v. Cleveland, 235 U. S.
50

Clough v. London & North-
western Ry., L. R. 7 Exch.
26

332
346
193

291

579
485

496

229
330
579
441

466
537

573

16

XXIII

Collins ». Loisel, 262 TU. 8.

426 85
Commercial Trust Co. v.
Miller, 262 U. S. 51 59
Commissioner of Patents v.
Whiteley, 4 Wall. 522 184
Commonwealth ». Carey, 12
Cush. 246 161
Commonwealth ». Dana, 2
Met. (Mass.) 329 150, 503
Commonwealth ». Hamilton,
129 Mass. 479 85
Commonwealth ». Phelps, 209
Mass. 396 161
Commonwealth v. Street, 3
Pa. Dist. & Co. 783 158
Commonwealth ». Wright,
158 Mass. 149 165
Conley ». Mathieson Alkali
Works, 190 U. 8. 406 336
Connolly ». Union Sewer Pipe
Co., 184 U. S. 540 252
Continental Wall Paper Co.
v. Voight, 212 U. S. 227 252

Cooley ». Board of Wardens,
12 How. 299 119
Cornish ». United States, 299

Fed. 283 539
Cory ». Burr, 8 App. Cas.

393 78
Cotzhausen ». Nazro, 107

U. 8. 215 152
Covell ». Heyman, 111 U. S.

176 82
Coyle v. Oklahoma, 221 U. S.

559 418
Crandall ». Nevada, 6 Wall.

35 314
Crane v. Campbell, 245 U. S.

304 194, 201
Crary v. Devlin, 154 U. S.

619 358
Creswill ». Knights of Py-

thias, 225 U. S. 246 358
Crowell v. M’Faddon, 8 Cr.

94 163
Crowley v. Christensen, 137

U.S. 86 194
Cummings v. National Bank,

101 U. S. 153 488
Dahnke-Walker Milling Co.

v. Bondurant, 257 U. S.

2 225
Dana, In re, 68 Fed. 886 84




XXIV TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Davis v. Kennedy, 266 U. S.

147 577
Davis v. Wakelee, 156 U. S.

680 488
Davis ». Wolfe, 263 U. S.

239 291
Dawson ». Columbia Trust

Co., 197 U. 8. 178 543
Decatur v. Paulding, 14 Pet.

497 177
Delaney ». Plunkett, 146 Ga.

547 199, 203
Delaware, ete. R. R. v. Con-

verse, 139 U. S. 469 254

Delaware, Lackawanna &
Western R. R. ». United
States, 231 U. S. 363 401

Deming ». United States, 1
Ct. Clms. 190 461

Dillon ». O’Brien and Davis,

16 Cox. C. C. 245 158

Director General v. Kasten-
baum, 263 U. S. 25 161

Di Rienzo ». Rodgers, 185
Fed. 334 230

Dorchy ». Kansas, 264 U. S.

286 562, 564

Dower v. Richards, 151 U. S.

658 358

Doyle ». London Guarantee
Co., 204 U. 8. 599 111

Dunlap ». Black, 128 U. S. 40 183

Dunman 2. South Texas
Lumber Co., 252 S. W. 274 239

Duplex v. Deering, 254 U. S.

465 210
Dustan ». McAndrew, 44 N.

Y. 72 228
Earle . Commonwealth, 180

Mass. 579 346
Eberle v. Michigan, 232 U .S.

700 197

Egan ». Hart, 165 U. S. 188 358
Elk ». United States, 177

U.S.529 157, 165
Elrod ». Moss, 278 Fed.
123 157, 504

Enterprise Irrigation Dist. v.
Canal Co., 243 U. 8. 157 259

Equitable Life Assurance
Society v. Brown, 213 U. S.

25 349
Erie R. R. Co. v. Purdy, 185
U. 8. 148 585

Escanaba Co. v. Chicago, 107

U. 8. 678 382
Essgee v. United States, 262

U. S. 151, 155 576
Ettor v. Tacoma, 228 U. S.

148 346

Evans . Gore, 253 U. S. 245 450
Evans v. United States, 153

U. S. 608 441
Ewert, v. Robinson, 289 Fed.
740 369

Ewing v. Burnet, 11 Pet. 41 237
Farmer v. First Trust Co.,

246 Fed. 671 16
Farmers and Mechanics Na-

tional Bank o». Wilkinson,

266 U. S. 503 578
Farrell ». O'Brien, 199 U. S.

89 574, 587
Fauntleroy ». Lum, 210 U. S.

230 467
Federal Trade Commission v.

American Tobacco Co., 264

U. 8. 298 586
First National Bank of Gads-

den v. Winchester, 119 Ala.

168 337
Flint ». Stone Tracy Co., 220

U. S. 107 451
Floyd Acceptances, The, 7

Wall. 666 392
Fore River Shipbuilding Co.

v. Hagg, 219 U. S. 175 467
Forni ». United States, 3 Fed.

(2d) 354 504
Fort Smith Light & Traction

Company ». Bourland, 267

U. S. 330 497
Fox, In re, 51 Fed. 427 82
Francis v. McNeal, 228 U. S.

695 411

Frese v. Chicago, Burlington
& Quincy R. R. Co., 263
107 &4 il 577
Freston, In re, 11 Q. B. D.
545 111
Fulwood ». Fulwood (1585),
Toothill, 46
Gaines v. Thompson 7 Wall.

347 183
Galban Lobo & Co. v. United
States, 285 Fed. 665 125

Gardner v». Michigan, 199
U. S. 325 199, 202




TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Garfield v. Goldsby, 211 U. 8.
249

Garland, Ex parte, 4 Wall.
333

Geddes v. Anaconda Mining
Co., 254 U. 8. 590

Gelston ». Hoyt, 3 Wheat.
246

George, The, 1 Mason, 24

Georgia Railroad ». Wright,
125 Ga. 589

German Alliance Ins. Co. v.
Lewis, 233 U. S. 389 129, 567

Getchell ». Page, 103 Me.
387

Gila Valley Ry. Co. ». Hall,
232 U. S. 94

Gloucester Ferry Co. ». Penn-
sylvania, 114 U. S. 196

Gompers v. Bucks Stove &
Range Co., 221 TU. 8. 418

Gompers v. United States,
233 U. 8. 604

Goto ». Lane, 265 U. 8. 393

Gouled ». United States, 255
U. 8. 298 148,170

Great Northern Railway v.
Merchants Elevator Com-
pany, 259 U. S. 285

Green v. Royal Arcanum, 206
N. Y. 591

Greene ». Henkel, 183 U. S.
249

Greene v. Louisville R. R.
Co., 244 U. 8. 499

Greene’s Case, 6 Appeal
Cases, 657 111

Guarantee Co. v. Title Guar-
anty Co., 224 U. 8. 152

Gulf Oil Corp. ». Lewellyn,
248 U. 8. 71

Hacker, In re, 73 Fed. 464

Hale ». Henkel, 201 U. S.
43

Hall ». Payne, 254 TU. S.
343 183, 517

Hallanan ». Eureka Pipe Line-
Co., 261 U. S. 393

Hamilton v. Kentucky Dis-
tilleries Co., 251 U. S. 146 197

Hamilton ». Rathbone, 175
U. 8. 414

Hammer ». Dagenhart, 247
U. S. 251

184
120
252

163
161

489

158
511
437
111

116
575

497
551
83

413

337
&4

576

562

369
438

XXV

Hammock ». Farmers’ Loan
& Trust Co., 105 TU. S.
7

Hammond ». Johnston, 142
0, (5, 73 259

Hanley wv. Kansas City
Southern Ry., 187 T. S.
617 408

Hart Steel Co. ». Railroad
Supply Co., 244 U. S. 204 337

Haseltine ». Bank, 183 U. S.
136

Hatch ». Oil Co., 100 U. 8.
124

Hauselt ».
U. S. 401

Heald ». Distriet of Colum-
bia, 259 U. S. 114

Henderson Bridge Co. v. Hen-
derson City, 173 U. S.
592 358

Hendrick ». Maryland, 235
U. S. 610

Henfield’s Case, Fed. Case
No. 6360

Henry v. Henkel, 235 U. S.
219

Hester v. United States,
265 U. S. 57

Hiawassee River Power Co. v.
Carolina-Tennessee Power
Co., 252 U. S. 341.

Hickey, Ex parte, 12 Miss.
751

237

575

400
105
393

Harrison,

130

315
115
83

573
119

577
Anglo-Algerian

Heitler ». United States, 260
U. 8. 438
Higgins .
S. S. Co., 248 Fed. 386 270, 273

Hill ». United States, 149
U. S. 593

Hipolite Egg Co. ». United
States, 220 U. S. 45

Hoffman ». McClelland, 264
U. 8. 552 280, 327

Hohorst, Petitioner, 150 U. S.
653 :

Hoke ». United States, 227
U. S. 308

Hollingsworth ». Duane, 12
Fed. Cas. 359 537

Horstman Co. w». TUnited
States, 257 U. S. 138

H01§c5k v. State, 106 Oh. St.
1

586
437

184
437




XXVI TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Houston Coal Co. v. United
States, 262 U. 8. 361 307

Houston & Texas Ry. wv.
United States, 234 U. S

342 428 498
Howat ». Kansas, 258 U. S.

181 564
Hughes ». State, 145 Tenn.

544 157
Hulbert ». Chicago, 202 T. S.

275 573

Hurley ». Commission of
Fisheries, 257 U. S. 223 316
Hurtado w». California, 110
U. 8. 516 574
Hyatt v. Vincennes Bank, 113
U. S. 408 369
Illinois ». Economy Power
Co., 234 U. 8. 497 358
Illinois Central R. R. wv.
United States, 265 U. S.

209 398, 401
Improvement Co. ». Munson,

14 Wall. 442 254
Indiana ». Kentucky, 136

U. S. 479 42
Ingersoll v. Coram, 211 U. 8.

335 393
Insurance Co. ». Folsom, 18

Wall. 237 307

International Harvester Co.

v. Kentucky, 234 U. 8. 579 336
Interstate Commerce Comm:.

». Humboldt S. 8. Co., 224

U. S. 474 184
Interstate Land Co. v. Max-

well Land Grant Co., 139

U. S. 569 349
Interstate Motor Transit Co.

v. Kuykendall, 284 Fed.

882 314
Ireland v. Woods, 246 U. S.

S 579
Tsonomia, The, 285 Fed. 516 123
Jefferson ». Fink, 247 U. S.

288 376
Jenkins ». Davies, 10 Ad. &
El. N. S. 314 Gl

Jett Bros. Distilling Co. v.
Carrollton, 252 U. S. 1 B,
574, 578, 579, 582,
583, 584, 585, 586.

Jones w». United States, 1
Ct. Clms. 383 461

Joslin Mfg. Co. v. Providence,

262 U. 8. 668 345
Kane v. New Jersey, 242
U. 8. 160 314

Kansas City So. Ry. ». Al-
bers Comm. Co., 223 U. S.
573 358
Kearney, Ex parte, 7 Wheat.
38 116
Keehn ». United States, 300
Fed. 493 510
Kelly, In re, 26 Fed. 852 85
Kendall ». United States, 12
Pet. 524 177
Keokuk & Hamilton Bridge
Company w». Salm, 258
U. S. 122 486
King and Codrington ». Rod-
man (1630), Cro. Car. 198 110
Klebe v. United States, 263

U. 8. 188 427, 586
Kneeland ». Connally, 70 Ga.

424 158
Knowlton v. Moore, 178 U. S.

41 450
Knox v». Alwood, 228 Fed.

753 485
Kurtz ». Moffitt, 115 U. S.

487 157, 164

Kurtz v. State, 22 Fla. 36 85
Labor Board Case, 261 U. S.

02 210
Lake Erie & Western R. R.

Co. v. Cameron, 249 U. S.

422 496
Lake Superior & Mississippi

R. R. ». United States, 93

U. S. 442 403
Lambert v. United States, 282

Fed. 413 159
Lane v. Hoglund, 244 U. S.

174 184
Lang ». New York Cent. R.

R., 255 U. S. 455 291
La Tourette ». McMaster,

248 U. S. 465 129

Laura, The, 114 U. S. 411 119
Law ». United States, 266

U. S. 494 307
Lawton v. Steele, 152 U. S.

188 199
Lemke ». Farmers Grain Co.,

258 U. 8. 50 226




TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Levy Leasing Co. v. Siegel,
268 U. S. 242

Levy Leasing Co. v, Siegel,
194 App. Div. 482

Lewis ». United States, 92
U. S. 618

Litehfield v. Register and Re-
ceiver, 9 Wall. 575

Lithographic Co. ». Sarony,
INEIRUT S 753

Locke ». United States, 7 Cr,
339 .

London & Mediterranean
Bank, In re, Wright’s Case,
RN Ch. VAP pRSH

Lorde, In re (D. C.), 144
Fed. 320

Lottery Case, 188 U. S. 321

Louie ». United States, 254
U. S. 548

Louis, The, 2 Dodson 210

Louisiana »_ Sauvinet, 24 La.
Ann. 119

Louisville Cement Co. ». In-
terstate Commerce Comm.,
246 U. 8. 638

Louisville & Nashville R. R.
Co. v. Central Iron Co.,
265 U. S. 59

Louisville & Nashville R. R.
Co. v. Garrett, 231 U. S.
298

Louisville & Nashville R. R.
Co. v. Greene, 244 U. S.
522

Louisville & Nashville R. R.
Co. ». Layton, 243 U. S.
617

Louisville & Nashville R. R.
Co. v. United States, 258
U. S. 374

Louisville & Nashville R. R.
Co. v. United States, 267
U. S. 395,

Louisville & Nashville R. R.
Co. v. Woodford, 234 U. S.
46

Lubriko Co. ». Wyman, 290
Fed. 12

Lumiere v. Mae Edna Wilder,
Ine., 261 U. S. 174

Macleod, Matter of, 6 Jur.
461

16

468
437

328

163

119

184

397

232

489

201

402

404

585

16
336
116

XXVII

Madigan In re (D. C.), 254
Fed. 221

Madisonville Traction Co. v.
Saint Bernard Mining Co.,
196 U. 8. 239 6

Margiasso Ex parte (D. C.),
242 Fed. 990

MecCarthy ». De Armit, 99
Pa. St. 63

MecClure ». Township of Ox-
ford, 94 U. S. 429 350

MecCran ». Erie R. R., 95
N. J. Eq. 653 383

451

468

468
161

MecCray wv. United States,
195 U. S. 27
McCulloch ». Maryland, 4
Wheat. 316 450
McElwee wv. Metropolitan
Lumber Co., 69 Fed. 302 400
McLaren v. Fleischer, 256
U. 8. 477 476
MeMillan Contracting Co. v.
Abernathy, 263 U. S. 438 327
McSherry ». Heimer, 132
Minn. 260 503
Menefee v. Frost, 123 Fed.
543

633

Meriwether ». Garrett, 102
U. S. 472 6

Metcalf ». Weed, 66 N. H.
176

Meyer . 262
U. 8. 390 566,

Michaelson ». United States,
266 U. S. 42

Michigan  Public  Utilities
Comm. v. Duke, 266 U. S,,
571

Middleton & Co. ». United
States, 273 Fed. 199

Milam v. United States, 296
Fed. 629

Milburn, Ex parte, 9 Pet.
704

Milinari ». Maryland, 263
U. S. 685

Miller ». Kaliwerke Ascher-
sleben Aktien-Gesellschaft,
283 Fed. 746

Milwaukee Electric Ry. .
Milwaukee, 252 U. S. 100 - 332

Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R.
v, Gotschall, 244 U. S. 66

503

Nebraska,

569
117

315
125
159

83
576

29

291




XXVIII

Missouri v. Towa, 7 How. 660 40

Missouri & Kansas Interur-
ban Ry. Co. ». Olathe, 222
U. 8. 185

Missouri Pacific Ry. v. Lara-
bee Flour Mills Co., 211
U. 8. 612

Missouri Pacific Ry. ». Kan-
sas, 216 U. S. 262

Missouri Pacific R. R. Co. v.
Western Crawford Road
Improvement District, 266
U. S. 187 587

Mitchell, Ex parte, 1 La.
Ann. 413

Morgan v. United States, 14
Wall. 531

Moore ». Douglas, 230 Fed.

575

315
332

399 468
Morris & Essex R. R. w.

Central R. R., 31 N. J. L.

205 383
Mugler v». Kansas, 123 U. S.

623 194, 202
Mullee, In re, 7 Blatch. 23 119

Muller ». Globe & Rutgers

Fire Ins. Co., 246 Fed. 759 78

Munn ». De Nemours, 3
Wash. C. C. 37 162
Muse ». Arlington Hotel Co.,
168 U. S. 430 584

Mutual Life Insurance Com-
pany v. Hill,; 193 U. 8. 551 562
Myers ». United States, 264
U. S. 95 117
National Bank ». Insurance
Co., 104 U. S. 54 281, 395
National Insurance Co. .

Wanberg, 260 U. S. 71 129
National Mahawie Bank v.
Peck, 127 Mass. 298 395

National Paper & Type Co.
2. Edwards, Collector, 292
Fed. 633

Neagle, In re, 135 U. 8. 1

115, 508

Ness . Fisher, 223 U. S.

683 183,517
Nevitt, In re, 117 Fed. 448 119
New Jersey Foundry & Ma-

chine Co. v. United States,

49 Ct. Cls. 235 341
New York ». Sage, 239 U. S.

57 345

452

TABLE OF CASES CITED.

New York County Bank v.
Massey, 192 U. S. 138
New York, N. H. & H. R. R.
v. United States, 251 U. S.
123
New York, N. H. & H. R. R.
v. United States, 258 U. S.
32
New York Tunnel Co., In re,
159 Fed. 688
Ng Fung Ho ». White, 259
U. S. 276 .
Nishimura Ekiu ». United
States, 142 U. S. 651
Northern Pacific Ry. v. North
Dakota, 236 U. S. 585
Northern Pacific Ry. w.
Schoenfeldt, 123 Wash_ 579
Northern Pacific Ry. ». Solum
247 U. 8. 477
Northwestern Life Ins. Co. ».
Riggs, 203 U. S. 243
Oelricks v. Ford, 23 How. 49
Ohio Valley Co. v. Ben Avon
Borough, 253 U_ S. 287
Oklahoma ». Texas, 260 U. S.
606 -
Oliver American Trading Co.
v. Mexico, 264 U. S. 440
Olsen ». Smith, 195 U. S. 332
Oregon-Washington R. R. .
United States, 255 U. S.
339

O’Shea v. O’Shea and Parnell,
15 P. & D. 59

Otis ». Watkins, 9 Cr. 339

Pacific Ins. Co. ». Soule, 7
Wall. 433

Packard ». Banton, 264 U. S.
140

Paine Lumber Co. v_ Neal,
244 U. S. 459

Park ». United States, 294
Fed. 776

Parker, Ex parte, 120 U. S.
737 184

Parker, Petitioner, 131 U. S.
221

184
Tod, 297 Fed.
230

468
229
230
358
313
408

129
272

364

42
328
326
402

111
163

450
314
252
159

Patton v.
385
Paul ». Virginia, 8 Wall. 168

46,71
Pearson v. United States, 267
U. S. 423 586




TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Peck & Co.
U. S. 165

Peckham .
U. S. 483

Pennsylvania ~ Lumbermen’s
Mutual Fire Ins. Co. .
Meyer, 197 U. S. 407

Pennsylvania R. R. v. Labor
Board, 261 U. S. 72

People’s Tobacco Co. .
American Tobacco Co., 246
U.S. 79

Peterson ». Chicago, R. I.
& Pac. Ry., 205 U. S. 364 336

Pettibone ». United States,
148 U. 8. 197 210

Phila. & Read. Ry. v. McKib-
ben, 243 U. S. 264

Phipps ». Earl of Angelsea
(1721), 1 Peere Williams,
696

Piedmont Power & Light Co.
v. Graham, 253 U. S. 193

575, 587

Pierce ». Creecy, 210 U. S.
387

Pierce ». United States, 252
U. S. 239 439, 441

Pierce 0il Corporation v.
Hopkins, 264 U. S. 137 315

Pine River Co. wv. United
States, 186 U. 8. 279 87

Pinkerton w. Verberg, 78
Mich. 573 165

Pittsburgh, etc. Ry. v. Fink,
250 U. S. 577

Pleasants ». Fant, 22 Wall.
116

Pollard, In re, L. R. 2 P. C.
106

Prentis . Atlantic Coast Line
Company, 211 U. S. 210

Price Fire & Water Proofing
Co. ». United States, 261
U. 8. 179

Purity Extract Co. v. Lynch,
226 U. S. 192 194, 203

Pusey & Jones Co. ». Han-
sen, 261 U. S. 491 6

Putnam, In re (D. C.), 193
Fed. 464 468

Queen v. Bernardo, 23 Q. B.
D. 305 111

v. Lowe, 247

447
Henkel, 216

82

335
205

336

110

397
254
116
487

340

XXIX

Queen Insurance Co. v. Globe
& Rutgers Fire Ins. Co.,
263 U. 8. 487 7

Railroad  Commission  v.
Eastern Texas R. R., 264
U.8.79

Railroad Commission ». L.
& N. R. R. Co., 148 Ga.
442

Railroad Commission v. Mo-
bile & Ohio R. R., 244 U.S.
388 332

Railroad  Commission  v.
Southern Pacific Co., 264
U. 8. 331 497

Railway Companies v. Keo-
kuk Bridge Co., 131 U. S.
371 383

Raine ». United States, 299
Fed. 407 510

Ramsey ». Tacoma Land Co.,
196 U. S. 360 7

Randall ». Brigham, 7 Wall.
523

Randall ». Howard, 2 Black,
585

Reduction Co. v. Sanitary
Works, 199 U. S. 306

Reid ». Colorado, 187 U. S.
137

Rex v. Buckenham (1665), 1
Keble 751

Richards v. Washington Ter-
minal Co., 233 U. S. 546

Richmond County v. Steed,
150 Ga. 229

Riddle ». Dyche, 262 U. S.
333

Riverside Oil Co. v. Hitch-
cock, 190 U. 8. 316 183, 517

Road Imp. Dist. . St. Louis
Southwestern Ry., 257 TU.
S. 547 6

Roberts ». United States, 176
U. 8. 221

Robertson ». Baldwin, 165
U. 8. 275

333

496

536
350
199
437
110
346
488
575

184

Rogers v. Hennepin County,

240 U. S. 184
Rohan ». Sawin, 5 Cush. 281
157,161

358

Rose v. State, 171 Ind. 662 503




XXX

Roth ». National Automobile
Mutual Casualty Co., 202

N. Y. App. 667 130
Rothlisberger  ».  United
States, 289 Fed. 72 503

Ruppert ». Caffey, 251 U. S.
264

Russell Motor Car Co. v.
United States, 261 U. S.
514 15

Rodd . Verage, 177 Wis. 295 119

St. Louis & S. F. R. R. ».
Conarty, 238 U. 8. 243

St. Louis Co. ». Prendergast
Co., 260 U. S. 469

St, Louis, I. M. & So. Ry. v.
Taylor, 210 U. S. 281

St. Louis, K. & S. R. R. Co.
v. United States, 267 U. S.
346 351, 352

St. Louis S. W. Ry. v. Alex-
ander, 227 U. 8. 218 335

Salem Trust Co. ». Manufac-
turers’ Finance Co., 264
U. S, 182

Salinger ». Loisel, 265 U. S.
224

Santowsky ». McKay, 249
Fed. 51

Savin, Petitioner, 131 U. S.
267 535, 537

Schall ». Camors, 251 U. 8.
239 411,471

Schich' ». United States, 195
U. S 65 117

Schierling ». United States,

341
575

197

201
317
201

543
85
485

23 Ct. Cls. 361
Schlosser v». Hemphill, 198

U. 8. 173
Schmidt ». Department of

Public Works, 123 Wash.

705
Schreiber v,

Dick. 592
Schuyler National Bank v.

Bollong, 150 U. S. 85
Scow 6-S, The, 250 U. S.

269 222
Selover, Bates & Co. v. Walsh,

226 U. S. 112 46
Sharp v. State, 102 Tenn. 9 119
Sharp ». United States, 191

U. 8. 341 345

313
Lateward, 2
116

585

TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Shields v. Barrow, 17 How.
130

Silverthorne Lumber Co. v.
United States, 251 U. 8.
385 148, 170

Slater ». Savannah Sugar Re-
fining Corp., 28 Ga. App.
280

Small Co. ». American Sugar
Ref. Co., 267 U. S. 233

Smith ». Apple, 264 U. S.
274 327, 328

Snyder v. United States, 285
Ped. 1 159, 168

Southern Ry. ». Reid, 222
U. S. 424

Southwestern Tel. Co. ». Pub-
lic Service Comm., 262
U. 8. 276 364

Spalding & Bros. v. Edwards,
262 U. S. 66

Special Reference from Ba-
hama Islands, In the mat-
ter of, App. Cas. (1893)
138

Speidel v. Henrici, 120 U. S.
377

Sperry Oil Co. ». Chisholm,
264 U. S. 488

Stacey v. Emery, 97 U. S.
642 155, 161

Stadelman ». Miner, 246 U. S.
544

Standard Chemicals, ete.
Corp. v. Waugh Chemical
Corp., 231 N. Y. 51

Stanley ». Schwalby, 162 U. S.
255

Stansell ». Levee Board, 13
Fed. 846

State v. Howat, 116 Xan.
412

State ex rel. ». Howat, 109
Kan. 376 564, 565

State v. Magee Publishing
Co., 29 N. Mex.

State v. Western & Atlantic
R. R. Co., 136 Ga. 619
Steel ». Railroad, 165 Mo.

App. 311 408
Steen v. Modern Woodmen of

America, 296 IIl. 104 550
Stewart, In re, 118 La. 827 537

543

251
2563

408

226

111

350

418

579

239

87

565

119
488




TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Stoehr ». Wallace, 255 U. S.
239

Strassburger, In re, 4 Woods
557

Stuart ». Laird, 1 Cranch,
299

Studley ». Boylston Bank,
229 U. 8. 523

Supervisors v. Rogers, 7 Wall.
175

Supreme Council of the
Royal Arcanum w». Green,
ORA B S, Gl

Sutton v. United States, 256
U. 8. 575

Sutton v. United States, 289
Fed. 488

Taylor ». Goodrich, 25 Tex.
Civ. App. 109

Taylor ». L. & N. R. R. Co,,
88 Fed. 350

Taylor ». Parker, 235 U. S.
42

Taylor v». United States, 3
How. 197

Taylor & Sons ». Julius Levin
Co., 274 Fed. 275

Telluride Power Co. ». Rio
Grande, ete. Ry., 175 U. S.
639

Tempel ». United States, 248
U. S. 121 341, 345, 586

Terminal Taxicab Co. ». Dis-
trict of Columbia, 241 U. S,
252 567

Terry, Ex parte, 128 U. 8.
289 534, 535

Texas & Pacific Ry. ». Rigs-
by, 241 U. S. 33 2901

Texas Co. v. Brown, 258 U.
S. 466 575

Thomas of Chartham wv.
Benet of Stamford (1313),
24 Selden Society, 185

Thompson, The, 3 Wall.
155 161

Toledo Company w». United
States, 237 Fed. 986 539

Toop w». Ulysses Land Co.,
237 U. S. 580 574, 575, 587

Treat v. White, 181 U. S.
264

Trinidad Asphalt Mfg. Co. v.
Trinidad Asphalt Refining
Co., 119 Fed. 134 15

358

110

450

XXXI

Truax v. Corrigan, 257 U. S.
312

Tucker v». Seaman, 17 How.
225

Tynan ». United States, 297
Fed. 177 504

Underwood Typewriter Co.
v. Chamberlain, 254 U. 8.
113 451

Union Lime Co. ». C. & N.
W. Ry. Co,, 233 U. 8. 211 496

Union Pacific Ry. ». Chicago,
etc. Ry., 163 U. 8. 564 382

Union Pacific R. R. Co. ».*
Weld County, 247 U. S. 282 488

Union Stock Yards Bank v.
Gillespie, 137 U. S. 411 280, 395

Union Tool Co. v. Wilson, 259
U. S. 107 i

Union Trust Co. v. Westhus,
228 U. S. 519

United States ». Adams, 9
Wall. 554

United States ». Alexander,
148 U. S. 186

United States ». American
Brewing Company, 296
Fed. 772 510

United States ». Ames, 99
U.S. 35

United States v. Andrews, 207
U. S. 229 400

United States w». Atlantie
Dredging Co., 253 U. 8. 1 456

United States v. Babcock, 250
U. S. 328 183

United States ». Biwabik
Mining Co., 247 U. S. 116

369, 371, 373

United States ». Borkowski,
268 Fed. 408 503

United States ». Child & Co.,
12 Wall. 232 344, 352

United States v. Chung Shee,
71 Fed. 277

United States ». Cohen Gro-
cery Co., 2565 U. S. 81

United States ». Coolidge, 1
Gall. 488

United States ». Cramp &
Sons Co., 206 U. S. 118

United States ». Evans,
Crabbe 60, 25 Fed. Cas.
1033

358
183

111
578
458
346

349

238
114
349

413




XXXII

United States v. Great Falls
Mig. Co., 112 U. S. 645
United States ». Greene, 100

344

Fed. 941 83
United States ». Haas, 167

Fed. 211 85
United States v, Hack, 8 Pet.

271 412
United States ». Harris, 177

U. 8. 305 164
United States v. Hendee, 124

U. S. 309 507
United States v. Herron, 20

Wall. 251 412
United States v. Hudson, 7

Cr. 32 114
United States v. Investment

Co., 264 U. 8. 206 41
United States v. Isham, 17

Wall. 496 2l
United States ». Jahn, 155

U, S. 109 327
United States . Ju Toy, 198

U. S. 253
United States v. Kaplan, 286

Fed. 963 156
United States v. Keller, 288

Fed. 204 510

United States v. Lehigh Val-

ley R. R. Co., 254 U. 8. 255 337
United States v, Lynch, 137

U. 8. 280 584
United States v. Marrin, 170

Fed. 476 82
United States ». Mouat, 124

U. S. 303 507
United States v. New River

Co., 265 U. S. 533 407
United States ». New River

Collieries Co., 262 U_ 8.

341 301
United States ». New York,

160 U. S. 598 187
United States ». 1960 Bags of

Coffee, 8 Cr. 398 163
United States . North Amer-

ican Co., 253 U. S. 330 345
United States ». Northwes-

tern Express Co., 164 U. S,

686 46,71
United States ‘v. O’Connor,

204 Fed. 584 510
United States ». One Black

Horse, 129 Fed. 167 152

TABLE OF CASES CITED.

United States v. Pacific R. R.,

120 U. 8. 227 199
United States v. Pridgeon,

153 U. S. 48 577
United States v. Purcell En-

velope Co., 249 U. S. 313 14
United States ». Realty Co.,

163 U. S. 427 181, 346

United States v. Reddin, 193

Fed. 798 84
United States ». Ringgold, 8
Pet. 150
United States ». Schurz, 102
U. 8. 378 184
United States ». Shea, 152
U.S. 178 286
United States v. Smith, 124
INSE525 507
United States ». Spearin, 248
RSHIB2 456
United States v. Speed, 8
Wall. 77
United States ». State In-
vestment Co. 264 U. S.
206 41
United States v. Stratton, 88
Fed. 54 341
United States v. Syrek, 290
U. 8. 820 510
United States ». Trans-Mis-
souri Freight Ass’n, 166
U. 8. 290 567
United States v. Wilson, 7
Pet. 150 109
Van Brocklen ». Smeallie,
140 N. Y. 70 228
Vandalia R. R. w». Public
Service Comm., 242 U. S.
255 315
Veazie Bank w». Fenno, 8
Wall. 533 450
Viglotti v. Pennsylvania, 258
U. S. 403 576
Von Baumbach w». Sargent
Land Co., 242 U. S. 503
371,373
Walker ». Brown, 165 U. S.
654 393
Wall v. Parrot Silyer & Cop-
per Co., 244 U. S. 407 316

Washington ». Miller, 235

U. S. 422 355
Webb v. Buckalew, 82 N. Y.

555 485




TABLE OF CASES CITED.

Weber v. Freed, 239 U. S.
325
Weeds, Inc. v. United States,
255 U. 8. 109
Weeks v. United States, 232
U. S. 383 147, 158, 168, 170
Weiss v. Mohawk Mining Co.,
264 Fed. 502
Wellesley v. Duke of Beau-
fort, 2 Russell & Mylne,
111,116
, Ex parte, 18 How.
307
Western Turf Association v.
Greenberg, 204 U. S. 359
Western Union Tel. Co. .
Polhemus, 178 Fed. 904
Western Union Tel. Co. ».
Speight, 254 U. 8. 17
Wetmore v. Markoe, 196 U. S.
68
Wheeler v. United States, 226
U. 8. 478
Whitfield ». Aetna Life Ins.
Co., 205 U. S. 489
Wilder Manufacturiing Co. .
Corn Products Co., 236
U. S. 165 252
Willard Co. ». United States,
262 U. S. 489 576
Williams Cooperage Co. .
Schofield, 115 Fed. 119 15

42684°—25——m1

437
238

371

109

46
383
408
470
576
129

XXXIII

Wilson ». Ill. So. Ry., 263
U. S. 574

Wilson ». United States, 11
Ct. Cls. 513

Wilson v. United States, 221
U. 8. 361

Wilson & Co. ». Smith, 3
How. 763

Willson ». Black Bird Creek
Marsh Co., 2 Pet. 245

Wolff Packing Co. v. Court
of Industrial Relations, 262
U. S. 522 541, 564

Wood ». United States, 16
Pet. 342

Work v. McAlester, 262 U. S.
200

Work ». Mosier, 261 U. S.
852

Work v. United States, ex rel.
Rives, 267 U. 8. 175

Wright - Blodgett Co. .
United States, 236 U. S.
397

Yazoo & Mississippi Valley
R. R. ». Clarksdale, 257
U. 8. 10

Zartarian ». Billings, 204 U. S.
170

Zinsmeister ». Rock Island
Canning Co., 145 Ky. 25

488
461
576
281
381

163
183
183
186

587

29
230
228







TABLE OF

Cited in

STATUTES

Opinions

1789, March 2, c. 22, 1 Stat.

305
1799, March 2, c. 20, 1 Stat.
627 § 65 412,413
1799, March 2, c. 22, 1 Stat.
627 § § 68- 71
1815, "March 3, c. 94, 3 Stat.
01 167

315

1822, May 6, c. 58, 3 Stat.
682

1834, June 30, c. 161, 4 Stat.
729, § 2

1850, September 9, c. 49, 9
Stat.

1856, May 17, c. 31, 11 Stat.
T i X it il el 398

1856 June 3, c. 41, 11 Stat.

24

1861, February 28, c¢. 59, 12
Stat.

1862, July 1, ¢. 120, 12 Stat.
489 §

1864, May 12, c. 84, 13 Stat.
73, § 3

1865 Jan. 30, 13 Stat. 567..

1865 Feb. 28 @ @, 13 Stat.

516

1866, July 4, c. 168, 14 Stat.
88 § 3
1866 July 18, ¢. 201, 14 Stat.

1868 July 27, c. 278, 14 Stat.

18’74, June 22, c. 400, 18 Stat.
194 514, 515
1875, Mar. 3, c. 139, 18 Stat.

1876, Aug. 1, 19 Stat. 665. ...
1879, Mar. 1, c. 125, 20 Stat.

35

’ D
1880, May 14, c. 89, 21 Stat.

141, § 2
1882, Aug. 5, c. 390, 22 Stat.

1884, Mar. 1, c. 9, 23 Stat. 3. 315
1887, Feb. 4, c. 104, 24 Stat.
380 (see Interstate Com-
merce Acts)
1887, Mar. 3, c. 359, 24 Stat.
505 (Tucker Act). 340,424, 459
1890, May 2, c. 182, 26 Stat.

1890, July 2, c. 647, 26 Stat.
200 (Sherman Act)
1892, July 26, c. 251, 27 Stat.

1893, Mar. 2, c. 196, 27 Stat.
531 (Safety Apphcance
t)

1893, Feb. 13, c. 105, 27 Stat.
445 (Harter Act)
4




XXXVI

1894, May 4, c. 68, 28 Stat.
71

1898, July 1, c. 541, 30 Stat.
544, §

1899, Mar. 3, c. 429, 30 Stat.
1253 § 174. . A ST 153

1900, June 6, c. 813, 31 Stat.
672 §

§ 6
1902, July 1, c. 1351, 32 Stat.
5.)9 .....................
1902, July 1, c. 1362, 32 Stat.

641
1903, Feb. 5, c. 487, 32 Stat.
797 (see Bankruptcy

§
1904, Apr. 28, c.
Stat. 573, § 2
1906 Mar. 23, c.

1906, Apr 26, c.
Stat. 137, §23 375,376
1906, June 16, ¢. 3335, 34
Stat 267 §86,7,8

1907, Feb 20,
Stat. 898, § 20

1G07 =i
Stat. 1229, § 5

1907, Nov. 16, 35 Stat. pt. 2,
p. 2160

1908, Apr. 22, c. 149, 35
Stat. 656 (Employers’ Lia-
bility Act)

1909, Aug 5, c. 6, 36 Stat. 11,

§3
1910, Mar 26, c. 128, 36
230

1910, Apr. 14, c. 160, 36 Stat.
298 (see Safety Appli-

289

290

1876, 34

371

33
1912, Jan. 6, 37 Stat. 1723.. 38
1913, Feb. 14, c. 55, 37 Stat.

191?6 é\/[ar 4, c. 166, 37 Stat.

TABLE OF STATUTES CITED.

1914, Sept. 2, c. 293, 38 Stat.
711 (see War Risk In-
surance Act)

1916 Aug 9, c. 301, 39 Stat.
441 (see Interstate Com-
merce Acts)

1916, Aug. 29, c. 415, 39 Stat

1916 Aug. 29,

1916, Sept 6, c. 448, 39 Stat.
: 57

573 574, 578, 579, 582
583 584 585 586.
1916, Sept. 8, c. 463, 39 Stat.
756, §8 2, 10, 12 (a). .

§ 12 (a)
1917, Feb. 5, e. 29, 39 Stat.

367

1917, Feb 5 c. 29, 39 Stat.

874 § Il
1917, Mar. 2, c. 146, 39 Stat.

969
1917, Mar. 2, c. 153, 39 Stat.

999 (see Bankruptey Act). 469
1917, Apr. 6, c. 1, 40 Stat. 1.. 348
1917, June 15, c. 29, 40 Stat.

15,°17
1917, Iune 15, c. 30, 40 Stat.
217

§
1917, Aug. 10, c. 53, 40 Stat.
276 (see Lever Act,)
252, 299, 305
1917, Oct. 3 @08 40 Stat

1917, Oct 6, c. 79, 40 Stat.

§
1917, Oct 6, c. 106, 40 Stat. 411
43 44, 46, 49, 50
1917, Oct. 16, 40 Stat. 1707 343
1917, Dec. 7, c. 1, 40 Stat.

1917, Dec. 14, 40 Stat. 1731. 343
1918, Mar. 21, c. 25, 40 Stat.




TABLE OF STATUTES CITED.

1919, Feb. 24, c. 18, 40 Stat.
10

R 20
e ) e SR TY 411
R R 448
80700, 7028 1.5 ok . 472

U % o 0 B 20
SBYDa(c). oo bbb 473

1919, Feb. 28, c. 69, 40 Stat.
] SO A - Sy, S
1919, Mar. 2, c. 94, 40 Stat.
1272 (see Dent Act)
339, 466
176, 186, 187
1919, Mar. 3, c. 98, 40 Stat.
1202, Se20 sty o
1919, July 11, c. 6, 41 Stat.
35 47, 60, 69
1919, Aug. 8, c. 42, 41 Stat.
2

................

st TR e e R
1919, Oct. 28, c. 85, 41 Stat.
305 (Prohibition Act)

163, 305
8800 T A, T paih 107
§ 25, ... 143, 159, 500, 507
§ 26.. 144, 154, 155, 156, 159
SOL bl e sl 155
(i Sy | 154

1919, Oct. 29, c. 89, 41 Stat.

324 (Motor Vehicle
Theft Act).......... 435
$ 127 Soad X5k vt B 5. 436

1920, Feb. 28, ¢. 91, 41 Stat.
456 (see Transporta-

tionW Act)iashdy. . . 205,

207, 208, 209, 210, 218,

219, 300, 304, 306, 329

§. 40270 4. St LRI 497
85405 . 2 5.k - T 407
1920, Mar. 9, c. 95, 41 Stat.
525 Nt og) TR 87,123
SOk S 124, 125 126
§ruke FRsobgie siny AT, 124
1920, June 5, ¢. 241, 41 Stat.
............... 44, 45
§ 9 ...................
1921, Feb. 15, c. 47, 41 Stat
T e o i s oSS 379
1922, July 1, c. 277, 42 Stat
S221 APl - 1) i YO 380

XXXVII

1921, July 2, c. 40, 42 Stat.

............... , 68
................... 48
1921, Aug. 23, c. 77, 42 Stat
74480 B NN TSty Ut 380
1921, Nov. 9, c. 119, 42 Stat_.
212 ..................... 314
1921, Nov. 23, c. 134, 42 Stat
222K 1 J AW S 167
SEONL Bl Sl 1 L 144, 510
102 SN OV S238 I3 6,42
Stat. 227 §§ 217, 217
(E)TR2 2N A IS 448
2338 E Y 448, 449
1921, Nov. 23, c¢. 137, 42
Stat. 322,85..... 180 181,182
1922, Sept. 14, c¢. 305, 42’
Sk, - B s 6o 0 Lo ook B2
1923, Mar, 4, c. 285, 42 Stat.
AT 48, 55
Constitution. See index at
end of volume.
Revised Statutes:
SRR MU | 306
SR Ao e e i Sy 306
(S} 4725 et Bk FA L) PR 535
SESONEE & g i e 508
SWO70OVR b8 S LF. 155, 164
SRIOI4SESEE 81, 83, 85
§ 2140........ 152, 153, 154
S T2w mere D 8L . L 230
SEZEO0 T Nl 508
SIS ()5 LA ) Sl S5 153
1T e S 152, 154
QST AR i 5. 508
AR I b e 2% 414
(] SR8 % oo o SHE sB o 6 4 472
SIS 3 0 S R 472
Seode® 411, % ey 509
§ 3460 L Wi SED 413
SERGAS S SR 392
§930641, S VN 4IRS 315
SFOORSIINNE SRR W AT 407
Bankruptey Act............ 130
ST L)) PR AR 469
S i {(Il5) 6 owosoacbaasoos 469
UL SUSE N E 470
Qpel 7 SENEREE. B 469, 470
§-28,.8 8 WE G g 414
§up3a 0 N i B s 468
S 658 (1) sk s 5500 bo 469, 470
SHGIN.. L Hwnisl TN 471
S » OAZNE oy s TN 411




XXXVIII

Criminal Code.
339, 466, 467

"178

176 178, 180, 186, 187
289,
201, 202

§82
§ 5.,
Employers L1ab111ty Act

Espionage Act

1nter§state Commerce Acts... 429

§ (), (@, (6), (10),
(11) (12), (14)

128, 130

424, 340, 459

128,

324, 332, 407, 430, 572,

573, K."'A 578, 579, 582,
583 584 085 586.

307, 312, 327,

334, 435, 467, 499, 506

381, 475

TABLE OF STATUTES CITED.

Judicial Code—Continued.
14, 340, 343, 456
487
43,176,186, 515

535
237, 299, 304
238, 252

Transportation Act . b
207, 208, 209, 210, 218,
219, 300, 329
301, 304, 306
3 211, 216
§§ 302, 303, 304, 305,
SIS, 1074 o ook c B tdt 211
§§8 308, 309 212
§310, 311, 312
S Al N lo, i) 213
Tucker Act 340, 345
War Risk Insurance Act, § 5. 77

(B) SraTUTES OF THE STATES AND TERRITORIES

Arkansas.
1919, Act. No. 322
1920, Act. No. 45
Colorado.
1901, Laws c. 37
Georgia.
1907, Laws, page 81.... 191
1910, Acts of, p. 22 484
1910, Civil Code § 4317. 488
1910, Code § 2664
1914, Park’s Ann. Code
§§ 1002, 1002a,
1003, 1004 ....
Park’s Ann. Code
§ 1116k
1915, Nov. 17 § 2

489

1915, p.
1917, March 28 ...

1918, Acts of, p. 232.... 485

Idaho.
1915, Session Laws ¢. 11. 201
Kansas.
1920, Laws c. 29 (Indus-
trial Relations Aet).. 559
560, 561
Maryland.
1922, Laws ¢, 401 §4... 3
Massachusetts,
1895, Acts and Resolves,
c. 488 §

1898 Acts and Resolves,

Missouri.
1919, Revised Statutes
88 9985, 9990
Nebraska.
1922, Comp11ed Stats.
§ 3031




TABLE OF STATUTES CITED.

New Jersey.
Railroad Acts, § 16..... 383
1860, Laws, c. 64... 379,382
1914, Laws, ¢. 123...... 379
1914, Laws, c. 123, § 4.. 385,

386
1915, Laws, c¢. 242,
5 18500000008 379, 385
1921, Laws, c. 151...... 380
1922, Laws, €. Qevevenn. 380
New York.
1918, Laws, ¢. 182...... 127
1921, Laws, c. 154...... 380
1922, Laws, c. 43....... 380
Oklahoma.
1907-8, Laws, c. 49, art.
20 pyASAN. R Y 419

1907-8, Laws, c. 49, art.
4, p.490............

XXXIX

Oklahoma—Continued.
1909, Laws, c. 28, art. 1,
0 440 ¢ 0o cbo00000000
1909, Laws, c. 28, art. 2,
44

..............

p.
1910, Revised Laws,

§ 8341.......... 374,376
1917, Laws, ¢. 253, p.
LY 0 o 5B Ho o dogiace Mog 419
1921, Comp. Stats.
§ 11224............. 374
Texas.
Revised Statutes, Art.
RIS A TR A N Y 429, 430
Washington.
1921, Laws, § 4 ¢. 111... 312
315, 316







CASES ADJUDGED

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

AT
OCTOBER TERM, 1924.

GUARDIAN SAVINGS & TRUST COMPANY, TRUS-
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When state legislation has authorized and confirmed assessments
of benefits on lands of a special improvement district and the
mortgaging of these taxes as security for bonds to be sold to the
public, and has provided in terms for collection of the taxes
through a receiver to be appointed by a state court to pay the
bonds in case of default, and the bonds are bought by the public
upon this assurance, the power thus conferred upon the state
court may be exercised by the federal District Court, in a suit
to foreclose the mortgage in which jurisdiction otherwise exists
through diversity of citizenship. P. 6.

208 Fed. 272, reversed.

CEerTIORARI to a decree of the Circuit Court of Appeals
which reversed a decree of the District Court and directed
that the bill be dismissed. The decree of the District
Court was made in a suit brought by a trustee for bond-
holders, alleging diversity of citizenship, against a road
improvement district, to foreclose a mortgage covering
the assets of the distriet, including assessments for bene-
fits already made and confirmed against the lands of the
district. The decree directed a receiver to collect these
taxes to the extent necessary to pay outstanding bonds

and coupons.
42684°—25——1 1
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Argument for Petitioner. 267 U. 8.

Mr. G. B. Rose, with whom Mr. D. H. Cantrell, Mr.
J. F. Loughborough and Mr. A. W. Dobyns were on the
briefs, for petitioner.

The question is whether the statute creates a sub-
stantive right, or whether it deals merely with a remedy.
If a substantive right is given, it will be enforced in the
federal courts, according to the practice established in
those tribunals. If only a remedy is given, unknown to
federal jurisdiction, that remedy must be sought in the
state courts.

Along with every mortgage there goes the right to the
appointment of a receiver, where that course is essential
to the protection of the mortgagee’s interests. An im-
provement district is merely a creature of the Legislature,
and the Legislature can impose upon it such liabilities as
it deems fit. The Legislature has provided that so long
as there is no default in the payment of the bonds, the
property owners shall have a right to pay their taxes
through the county collector. It has provided also that
in case of such default the taxes shall be collected by a
receiver appointed by the court on the application of the
bondholders. That this right to the appointment of a
receiver is a substantive one of the greatest value must
be apparent to this Court, from its long and painful ex-
perience in matters of mandamus against public corpo-
rations.

By the terms of the statute creating the district, the
bondholders were solemnly assured that if there should
be default for thirty days in the payment either of princi-
pal or interest of the bonds a receiver would be appointed.
It was upon the faith of this assurance that they bought
the bonds. The law under which an obligation is issued
enters into it and forms a part thereof, as completely as
if fully set forth therein. It would be monstrous to hold
that this solemn promise held out to the bondholders as
an inducement to buy the bonds did not confer upon them
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a substantive right which will be enforced by the federal
courts.

This is particularly the case because the appoiniment
of a receiver in a suit to foreclose a mortgage lien is a
part of the ordinary equity jurisdiction of the federal
courts; so that there is no attempt in the state statute
to grant a remedy unknown to those courts, but merely to
create a right which those courts will enforce in the
manner provided by their rules and the practice in
chancery.

What are substantial remedial rights is illustrated by
numerous decisions of this Court. Holland v. Challen,
110 U. S. 15; Devine v. Los Angeles, 202 U. 8. 313; The
Case of Broderick’s Will, 21 Wall. 503; Ellis v. Davss,
109 U. S. 485; Farrell v. O’Brien, 199 U. S. 89; Sutton v.
English, 246 U. S. 199; Gormley v. Clark, 134 U. 8. 338;
Louisvnille & N. Ry. Co. v. Western Union Tel. Co., 234
U. 8. 370; Reynolds v. Crawfordsville Bank, 112, U. S.
405; United States Mining Co. v. Lawson, 134 Fed. 769,
2O U S s

This case comes exactly within the principle of the
exception laid down in Pusey & Jones Co. v. Hanssen, 261
U. S. 491. See also Butz v. City of Muscatine, 8 Wall.
575; Bronson v. Kinzie, 1 How. 311; Howard v. Bugbee,
24 How. 461; Barnitz v. Beverly, 163 U. S. 118, Sheffield
v. Witherow, 149 U. S. 574.

Mr. Henry D. Ashley, with whom Mr. J. F. Gautney
was on the brief, for respondent.

United States courts will not assume all jurisdiction
that the State courts could assume. Heine v. Board of
Levee Commissioners, 19 Wall., 655.

The right to have a receiver appointed for the purpose
set out in the Act is not substantive but is purely reme-
dial. No court has an inherent right to appoint a re-
ceiver to collect or levy taxes.
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The right to levy and collect taxes can only be ac-
quired by express delegation from the legislative body
and can be exercised by no other body or person than
the one designated by the Legislature.

The appointment of the receiver to levy and collect
taxes is not on account of the equity powers of the Chan-
cery Court of Poinsett County, but on account of an
express delegation from the Arkansas Legislature. The
right, therefore, is purely remedial and is not substantive
so as to be administered by any other court.

The court erred in exercising jurisdiction herein, the
Chancery Court of Poinsett County having first acquired
jurisdiction. Kline v. Burke Construction Company, 260
82261

A proceeding had in a proper court for the laying out
of a public road is in the nature of a proceeding in rem
and binds all the world. Mulcreek Tp. v. Reed, 29 Pa.
St. 195; Farmers Loan & T. Co. v. Lake St. Elevated,
177 U. 8., 51.

Section 13 of Act 322 provides that the Board of Com-
missioners shall enforce the collection by chancery pro-
ceedings in the Chancery Court of Poinsett County in
the manner provided by Sections 23 and 24 of Act 279.
Sec. 23 provides “Said proceedings and judgment shall
be in the nature of proceedings in rem.”

The case brought in the United States Distriet Court
was a proceeding i rem and the suit in the Chancery
Court of Poinsett County was begun before the suit in
the United States District Court.

Mr. Justice HormEes delivered the opinion of the
Court.

This is a bill in equity brought by the petitioner against
Road Improvement District No. 7 of Poinsett County,
Arkansas. It alleges that the District was organized
under acts creating the District and in the second
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statute confirming the District’s assessment of benefits;
that after the assessment the Distriet issued its negotiable
bonds, as authorized by the acts; that the bonds are in the
hands of innocent purchasers for value before maturity;
that, as also authorized, the bonds are secured by a mort-
gage of the assessments and all other assets of the Dis-
trict, to the plaintiff as trustee for the bondholders; and
that by the terms of the acts after a default for more than
thirty days in payment of interest or principal, a receiver
shall be appointed to take charge of the affairs of the
District. A default is alleged and is explained by a decree
of the Chancery Court of Poinsett County that set aside
the assessment securing the bonds and enjoined the Dis-
trict from paying any money belonging to it. The
plaintiff and the bondholders were not parties to the suit
and the decree saved their rights, but of course it pre-
vents their getting any payment until they are relieved.
The District Court made a decree for the plaintiff and
directed a receiver appointed by it to collect the taxes
theretofore levied to the extent necessary to pay the out-
standing bonds and coupons. The Circuit Court of
Appeals held that the District Court had no jurisdiction
and ordered the bill to be dismissed.<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>