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UNITED

1Died July 7, 1893.
2 Died Jannary 23, 1893,

JUSTICES

OF THE

STATES SUPREME

OCTOBER TERM, 1892.

CHIEF JUSTICE:

Hon. MELVILLE W. FULLER.

ASSOCTATES:S
Hox. STEPHEN J. FIELD,
Hox. JOHN M. HARLAN.
Hox. HORACE GRAY.
Hox. SAMUEL BLATCHFORD.,!
Hox. LUCIUS Q. C. LAMAR.?
Hon. DAVID J. BREWER.
Hox. IIENRY BILLINGS BROWN,
Ho~x. GEORGE SHIRAS, Jr.?
Hox. HOWELL E. JACKSON.*

ATTORNEY GENERALS
Hox. WILLIAM H. H. MILLER.®
Hox. RICHARD OLNEY.®

BOLICITOR GENERALS
Ho~. CHARLES H. ALDRICH.

COURT.

SMr. Justice SmiRAs was eommissioned July 28, 1842, to sucered Mr. Justice BRADLEY, who dird Janna~ ™, 1877
£Mr. Justice JACKSON was commissioned February 18, 18¢2, to succeed Mr. Justice l.amagr.
5Hon. Riciarp OLNEY was commissioned March 6, 1893, to succeed Hon, WiLLiam H, H. MILLER, resigand.
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ALLOTMENT OF THE JUSTICES

OF TOE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

MARCH 13, 1393.

FIRST CIRCUIT.
Comprising Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island.
JusticeE IIORACE GRAY, of Massachusetts. Appointed December 20, 1881, by Presi-
dent Arthur.
SECOND CIRCUIT.
Comprising Connecticut, New York, and Vermont.
JusticE SAMUEL BLATCIFORD, of New York. Appointed March 27, 1882, by Presi-
dent Arthur.?
THIRD CIRCUIT.
Comprising Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania.
Justice GEORGE SIIIRAS, Jr., of Pennsylvania. Appointed July 26, 1892, by Presi-
Qent ITarrison.
FOURTII CTRCUIT.
Comprising Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, and West Virginia.
Cormer JusticeE MELVILLE W. FULLER, of Illinois. Appointed July 20, 1888, by
President Cleveiand.
FIFTII CIRCUIT.
Comprising Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louwisiana, Mississippi, and Texas.
Justice IOWELL E. JACKSON, of Tennessee. Appointed February 18, 1893, by
President Harrison.?
SIXTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, and Tennessee.
JusTice IIENRY BILLINGS BROWN, of Michigan. Appointed December 29, 1890, by
President Ilurrison.
SEVENTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Illinvis, Indiana, and Wisconsin.
Cuoier Justice MELVILLE W. FULLER, of Illinois. Appointed July 20, 1888, by
President Cleveland.?
EIGHTH CIRCUIT.

Comprising Arkansas, Colorado, Ivwa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Dukota, South Dakota, and Wyvming.

Justice DAVID J. BREWER, of Xansas. Appointed Dccember 18, 1889, by President
Harrison.

NINTII CIRCUIT.
Comprising California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, and Washington.

Justics STEPIIEN J. FIELD, of California. Appointed March 10, 1863, by President
Lincoln.

1 Died July 7, 1803,
2 Justice Lucius Q. C. LAMAR, of Mississippl, formerly allotted to this circuit, died Jannary 28, 1808,

BJustice Juny M. HarnLay, of Rentucky, (appoiuted November 29, 1877, by Fresident Hayes,) and formerly
allotted to thit circuit, was absent during the greater portion of the term as & member of the Bering Sea Arbitra
tivn Commission.

v.13s.0 (iv)



Supreme Court Reporter References

for cases reported in

United States Reports

VOL. 146, UNITED STATES REPORTS.

U.8. 8. CL|U.B, 8.Ct.|U.B. B8 Ct|U.8 B8.Ct.|US8 8Ct|U.8 BCt.|UB B8Ct
Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. [Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg.
1 13 3| 88 13 28 | 183 13 40258 13 90 (355 13 186499 13 148|615 13 168
42 13 18 | 102 13 33(196 13 1/271 13 109|357 13 281|513 13 269|619 13 260
64 13 13 (117 13 16 (202 13 44219 13 72|30 13 127|616 13 221|620 13 186
6 13 131120 13 94210 13 100 {303 13 84 (363 13 128|517 13 165|630 13 131
60 13 14 | 140 13 60 | 227 13 641314 13 105|370 13 136 (624 13 166 | 646 13 190
71 13 26| 153 13 47 |1 233 13 B8 (825 13 60 (387 13 110|633 13 657 13 224
% 13 241162 13 564|240 18 66 | 338 13 79|47 13 181|636 13 170 | 689 13 196
a2 1 21119 13 391252 13 701354 13 2811483 13 1421570 183 152
VOL. 147, UNITED STATES REPORTS.
U.8. 8. Ct.|U.8. S.CL|U.8. 8Ct.|U.8 BCt|UB8 S8 Ct.; U8 8cCt,U08 B8CCt
Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg. (Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg.
1 13 239|118 13 206|230 13 818|342 13 321 (467 18 858 | 538 13 429 | 664 13 434
14 13 246|133 13 201|238 13 208 (360 13 350 [ 476 13 403 | 550 13 495 | 669 13 425
36 13 236 | 147 13 282|242 13 244 | 370 13 348 | 486 13 612 | 557 13 603 | 672 13 437
47 13 217|149 13 279|248 18 209 (374 13 350 | 490 13 894 (571 13 66T | 676 13 439
69 13 254 | 150 18 288|261 13 303 | 375 13 340 | 494 13 406 | 591 13 444 | 685 13 443
72 13 211 | 165 13 271 | 268 13 327 | 396 13 306 | 500 13 416 (623 13 472 | 687 13 442
87 13 154 | 177 13 275|282 13 361 | 413 13 333|508 13 418(640 13 549 (691 13 478
91 13 267 | 190 13 203|322 13 312|431 13 306|526 13 627|647 13 466|692 13 465
101 13 2614209 13 2831337 13 3561449 13 4091531 13 3531661 13 436)695 13 479
VOL. 148, UNITED STATES REPORTS.
U.8. B8.Ct;U.8 S.Ct.|UBS S8Ct|U.8 S.Ct|U.8 BCL|US BS5Ct.)UB B8 Ct
Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pz. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. FPg.
1 13 408 | 107 13 636 | 18¢ 13 629 | 270 13 603 [ 393 13 638 | 637 13 €87 | 627 13 T
21 13 426|124 13 6A7| 106 13 532 | 293 13 600 | 397 13 645 | 047 13 699 | 648 13 677
81 13 458 | 134 13 670 | 197 183 542 | 301 13 693 | 412 13 640 | 656 13 719 | 654 13 €79
49 13 4656 [ 137 13 680|214 13 672 | 312 13 622|427 13 650 | 662 18 724 | 657 18 721
B0 13 533|142 13 676 222 13 677 | 345 13 617 | 482 13 680 | 57 13 72 | 863 13 706
60 13 401 | 148 13 564228 13 611 | 360 13 6851490 13 634 | 681 13 684 | 664 13 754
7 13 481 | 157 13 672|246 13  BS2 | 3T 13 758|502 13 640|591 13 706 | 674 13 768
80 13 457 | 162 13 B72 | 255 13 691 | 389 13 602|503 13 728|603 13 691|682 13 771
84 18 552|167 13 B656 | 262 13  5S0 | 390 13 602|529 13 695 | 616 13 6721691 13 742
9 13 485|172 13 6081266 13 634 391 13 650
VOL. 149, UNITED STATES REPORTS.
U.8. B, CL)U.B. S.Ct.|U.S. S8.Ct.|U.8. 8.Ct.|U.S8. 8.Ct.|U.S. B.Ct.|U.8 B8.Ct
Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep. | Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg, | Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg. |Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg.
1 13 719|210 13 846 [ 287 13 902|465 13 990 | 605 13 931 | 768 13 1044 | 779 13 1049
17T 13 738 | 216 13 830 | 298 13 800 | 473 13 1008 | 608 13 906 | 769 13 1044 | 780 13 1049
30 13 0 |224 13 854 (304 13 881|481 13 960 | 629 13 993 1769 13 1045 | 781 13 1050
43 13 748|231 I3 833|308 13 B76 (505 13 998 (645 13 959 (770 13 1045 | 782 13 1050
48 13 774237 13 843 |315 13 632 13 979 | 648 13 960 | 771 13 1045 | 783 18 1050
60 13 7651243 13 R41 1327 13 8921532 13 8 649 13 960|771 13 1046 (733 18 1061
70 13 T93|248 183 856 | 346 13 891|641 13 981 (652 13 961|772 13 1046 | 734 13 1%%
79 13 798|259 13 840 (350 13 875|641 13 983|662 13 985|773 13 1046 | 785 13 1
85 13 824 (261 13 836 (355 13 879 (544 13 982 (662 13 1041 | 774 13 1046 | 785 13 1052
17 13 796|262 13 840|364 13 870 |b44 13 983 (630 13 870 | 774 18 1047 | 786 13 1052
122 13 803|263 13 845 1368 13 B71 (850 13 941 (698 13 977 |76 13 1047 | T 13 1052
144 13 817|254 13 837 (368 13 914 | 557 13 939 | 698 12 1016 | 776 13 1047 {788 13 1053
157 13 822|266 13 8371411 13 811|562 13 966|766 13 1043 (776 13 1048 | 789 13 1
164 13 785273 13 848 [ 411 13 866 | 674 13 936 (766 13 1043 | 777 13 1048 [ 790 13 i
181 13 793|277 13 850 | 436 13 944 | 680 183 934 | 767 13 1043 | 778 13 1048 | 790 13 1054
193 13 836|278 13 872|461 13 BR3 (586 13 932 | 767 13 1044|778 13 1049 ' 791 13 1054
_m 13 859 /287 13 8741451 13 977 (693 13 1011
13 S.Cr. (V)



CASES REPORTED.

Pace

Abadie v. United States (149 U. S. 261).. 836

Abeel, Williams v. (149 U. S. 791)..... L1054
Adelbert College of Western Rcserve
University, Joy v. (146 U. S. 303)..... 186

Albuquerque Nat. Bank v. Perea (147 U.
8. Bsesncescnasss saenessns 194

sressenne

Alexander, United States v. (148 U. S.
IBYY soiva I ST ST ST e S a e . 529
Alexandre v. Machan (The Cily of New
Yorlk, 147 U. 8. T2) v vrrninrnnnnnn eese 21T
Allen, Bibb v. (149 U, 8. 481).ccivesna. 950
Allen, Cates v. (149 U. S 491) ...... cees 883
Allen, Cates v. (149 U. 8. 451).veunnn. 77
Aloe, Brinkerhoff v. (146 U. S. 515).... 221
Alsbrook, Wilmington & W. R. C. v.

(148 Wy 8 27D e ssnpinessinesivesssn
Altenower, The, v. Churchill (149 U. S
0N a1swms vEle mARAS B
American Construction Co., In re (149 U.
B T 57ens Tatasid 2did Bl vieee wuim s v, 1043
American Construction co v. Jackson-
ville, T. & K. W. R. Co. (148 U. S.
372) SOt AT cesnes TO8
American Construction Co. v. Pennsyl-
vapia Co. for Insurance on Lives and
Granting Annuities (148 U. 8. 372).... 758
American Emigrant Co., Fuller v. (149

U. S. T4 eeeeeeeciencanens eoein onias s 1046
American Loan & Trust Co. of New
York v. Wade (149 U. S. 32T).cvveees 892

Amoskeag Nat. Bank v, Fairbanks (149

V. B T065)essaoeevse
Anderson, Texas & P. R Co v. (149 U.

B 280 . scesenmossnis s aansmess gL O
Ankeney v. Hannon (14" Us 8, 118)sss«
Ankeny v. Clark (148 U. S. 345).c0uus
Armstrong v. Commercial Bank of Penn-

843
206
617

sylvania (148 U. S. 50).veenunrennn. . 533
Armstrong v. Commermal Nat. Bank
(148 U. 8. 50)ciececceccencnes cans » DOO

Armstrong, Farmers' & Merchants’
State Bank v. (146 U. S. 499)........ 148
Armstrong, Scott v. (146 U. 8. 499).... 148

Arnold, Constable & Co. v. United States

(47 U. S. 494) . cvnnvnnns casesenssss 406
Aspen Mining & Smelting Co., Billings

Vo (149 W, B, T8 rii i siamss siwass s s op 1043
Astinzaran v. Santa Rita Land & Min.

Co. (148 U. 8. 80)..... ¢ seien aRES B . 457
Atchison Board of Education v. De Kay

(148 U. 8. 591)....... D SRR, ¥ o 706

Atchison, T. & 8. F. R. Co., Interstate
Commorce Commission v. (149 U. S.

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

Atterbury, Robex tson v. (149 U. S. 784) 1051
Attrill, Huntington v. (146 U. S. 657).... 224
Augusta v. Jones (148 U. S. 769).......1044

Avery, Cooke v. (147 U. 8. 375)........ 340 |

v.13s.c.

Page
PBacker v. Meyer (149 U. 8. 765). ce ceee.1043

Backer, Meyer v. (149 U. S. 781)........1050
Baer, Seasongood & Co., Jones v. (149
T 8. T reisiaass RS S 1048
Rall Engine Co., Ide v. (149 U. S. 530).. 941
Balloch v. Hooper (146 U. S. 363). vev..
Ballou, National Tube Works Co. v. (146
(0. 8 Bl)sssvicessans SR SRR
Baltimore & O. R. Co. v. Baugh (149 U.
H: BB®)sswesanins . 914
Baltimore & O. Ii. Cu City ot Bella.u'e
v. (146 U. 8. 117)..... seeanssass
Bambrick, Simms v. (149 U. S. (SG)
Bank of Randall, Mccns v. (146 U. S
2N ssaiaarianm 5 AEEESE_BRRE e Ee coves 186
Barnett v. Kmney (147 U. S. 476). cc0u. 403
Barnum v. Town of Okolona (148 U. S.
BB ooanrs swwa SEwEE 5 RS KRS ... 638
BAtelle, Cushing v. (149 U. S. 771) vee 1045
Baugh, Baltimore & O. R. Co. v. (149
U 8 3688):s0ssssiess via & i salai g wen D1A
Bauserman v. Blunt (147 U. S. 647).... 466
Baxter, Brown v. 146 U. S. 619 (Brown
v. Marion Nat. Dank of Lebanon).... 260
Beale, Brown v. (149 U. S. 766)........1043
Beattie, Campbell v. (149 U. 8. 767)...1044
Becker, Monroe Cattle Co. v. (147 U. S.
A seisslos s snene R eaties swies- sawie! SLT
Belfield, Watson v. (149 U. S. 790)..... 1054
Bellaire v. Baltimore & O. R. Co. (146 U.

16
..1052

e

“see ssse eesess

. I & by ) . ssevesseasnvianees 10
Bender v. Pennsylvania Co. (148 U. S.

B02)eswa veiass wxaue SRR T ETe
Bender, Penns;'v ania Co. v. (148 U. S

ROBYanisats; @ wimes Isaunisieseemcsloieds . 591

Benson v. United States (146 U. 8. 325) 60
Bernier v. Bernier (147 U. S. 242)...... 244
Berrett v. Middleton (149 U. S. 766)....1043
Bibb v. Allen (149 U, 8. 481)....00vues. 950
Bier v. McGelee (148 U. S. 137)....... 580
Billings v. Aspen Mining & Smelting
Co. (149 U. S. 766).. ..1043
Blackburn v. Osborne (149 U. S. "GG) ...1043
Blacker, McPherson v. (146 U. S. 1)... 3
Blair, Shaeffer v. (149 U. S. 248)...... 856
Blake, President & Directors of Man-
hattan Co. v. (148 U. S.412)...cc0nnes
Blunt, Bauserman v. (147 U. S. 647)...
Board of County Com’rsof Lake County,
Sutliff v. (147 U. S. 230)...... cnase oo
Board of Education of City of Atchison,
Kan., v. De Kay (148 U. S. 591) .. vuvss
Board of Harbor Line Com'rs, Yesler v.
(146 U. 8. 648)icescssssssossavesave
Board of Water Com’'rs of City of Yon-
kers, National Meter Co. v. (149 U. S.
48). cenvs fazSlorh
Bogk v. Gnssert (149

640
466

318
708
190

cessssesessscscenes 14

U. 8 1Meccecseces 738

vi



CASES REPORTED.

Page
Boston Safe-Deposit & Trust Co. v. City
of Grand Haven (149 U. 8. 766)
Boston Sate-Deposit & Trust Co., United
Lines Tel. Co. v. (147 U. S. 431) veeees 308
Bowie, Hume v. (148 U. 8. 245)....... 582
Bowman, Patrick v. (149 U. b 411).... 811
Bowman, Patrick v. (149 U. S. 411)
Brackenridge v. Lansing (149 U. 8. 766).1043
Bransford, Gregory v. (149 U. 8. 774)..1047
Bransford, Larkin v. (149 U. S. 778)....1049
Bransford, Lawson v. (149 U. S. 778)...1049
Brazel, Pangborn v. (149 U. 8. 783)....1050 |
Brigham v. Coffin (149 U. S. 557).«ce.. 939
Brinkerhoff v. Aloe (146 U. S. 515) 221
Broadway & S. A. R. Co., Railway Reg-
ister Manuf'g Co. v. (149 U. 8. 783)..1051
Brown v. Baxter, 146 U. S. 318 (Brown
v. Marion Nat. Bank of Lebanon).... 260
Brown v. Beale (149 U. S. 7606) L1043
Brown v. Marion Nat. Bank of Lebanon
(Brown v. Baxter, 146 U. S. 619)..... 260
Brown, Casement v, (148 U. 8. 615).... 672
Brown, Rainey v. (149 U. S. 784)......1051
Brown, Taylor v. (147 U. 8. 640)...... 549
Bruner v. Shannon (149 U. S. 767). v 0. .1043
Bruner, Shannon v. (149 U. 8. 786)....1052
Brush v. Owen (149 U. S. T67). e vt eaes.1043
Buckley, Travers v. (149 U. S. 788)....1053
Buford, Lonergan v, (148 U. S. 581).... 634
Burke, Continental Steamboat Co. v.
(149 W S T70)civcnwainnsain pem—— ;)
Burke, Cross v. (146 U. S. S") .........
Burton v. Witters (149 U. S. "67)
Bushrell v. Crooke Mining & Smeltmg
Co. (148 U. 8, 682)
Butler v. Goreley (146 U. S. 303)..4044
Byers v. Coleman (149 U. 8. 767)......1044

.....

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

Byers v. McAuley (149 U. S. 608)...... 906
Cadwalader v. Jessup & Moore Paper
Co. (149 U. 8. 3590)evveveraneronnnnns 875
Cadwalader v. Wanamaker (149 U. 8.
B3B)s sonsusa wsvasser wsssaEsiweeise 979
Cadwalader Y. \Vzmamaker (149 U. 8.
B4L). i vossoesn s ewvens SuxesssEess « 983
Cairo v. Zane (149 U. 8. 122) ......... . 803
Caldwell, Gaines v., two cases (148 U.
B, 22B) covew wosunysaneewnisransese 611
California v. San Pablo & T. R. Co,
(149 . B 308} coessvioessvonsansesse 876
California, McNulty v. (149 U. S. 645)... 959
California, Vineent v. (149 U. 8. 648)... 960
California & O. Land Co., United States
V. (148 U. S. 31)ecuvevvenns STEa e . 458
Calumet & Hecla Min, Co., Chandler v.
(149 U. S T9) e iiiiiienvinnreenanenn 798

Cameron v. United States (146 U. S. 533) 184
Cameron v. United States (148 U. S.
BONYivwsms sa msnias swins seeE.ia D T
Campbell v. Beatﬁe (149 U. 8.
Campbell v. Dothage (149 U. S.
Campbell v. Grimke (149 U. S.
Campbell v. Hoffman (149 U. 8. 767)....1044
Campbell v. Laffan (149 U. S. 767)....1044
Campbell v. Oliver, two cases (149 U.
8. TOD voss sows sreviss o

Campbell v. O’Neill (149 U. S. 767).....1044

595
767)....1044
767)....1044
T67)....1044

866 '

vii

Page
Campbell v. Peterson (149 U. S. 767). ..1044

Campbell v. Quigley (149 U. 8. 767)....1044
,Cmnpbell v. Quigley (149 U. S. ~68) 104:4
Campbell v. Rehkopf (149 U. S ) .1044
\ Campbell v. Sanders (149 U. S. 467). ...1044
| Campbell v. Whaley (149 U. S. 76S)....1044

Carlisle, Thompson v. (149 U. 8. 788)..1053
 Carr v. Quigley (149 U. 8. 652)........ 961
|Cary, Lovell M.mui”g Co. v. (147 U. S.
BRB) s si0ias smmies  wisms wies wwma s 6s . 472
, Casado v. Schell’s Dx rs (149 U. S. 768).1044
Casement v. Brown (148 U. S. 615).... 672
, Cates v. Allen (149 U. S. 401).......... 883
Cates v. Allen (149 U. S. 451)..0eeu... 977
Cenfral Park, N. & E. R. R. Co,, Rail-
way Register Manuf'g Co. v. (149 U.
S, T83):ievses
Central R. Co. of South Carolina, Keels
V. (47 U, S. 374 vevennrirenenaanns
Chandler v. Calumet & Hecla Min. Co.
G199 TL B, “T0) o . 6 575 82T T galuin s TR s 798
Cheney v. Coleman (149 U. S. 768)....1044
Chicago v. Illinois Cent. R. Co. (146 U.
Bi BB simiciosimini o miaiaaeisin’a simeieiois s oe
Chicago, Harmon v. (147 U, S. 396).... 306
Chicago City R. Co. v. Noyes (149 U. S.
T6B)sisann samesawn
Chicago Fireproofing Co., erght Fire-

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

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

proofing Co. v. (149 U. S. 790)........1054
Chicago, M. & St. P. R. Co. v. Hoyt (149
T, S X rorsarem oye.o.o0 T8 21 5Eh 5 bEYaEs al 779
Chicago, M. & St. P. R. Co. v. McGuire
(149 T, 8. 70 vemesness svmsvissss 1044
Chicago, S. & St. L. R. Co, Wade v.
(149 . Bl 3B c:isensases swwsssoniss 892
Chicago & N. W. R. Co. v. Junod (146
Wo 8B BOsss v 598 swws iswy s vanii . 281
Chicago & N. W. R. Co. v. Osborne (146
T 8 BB): sciic o5 vuas sisism s aims s siansre o 281
Chicot County, Ark., v Sherwood (148
Uy By D20 s g i BB Sl JEYTa . 695
Churchill, The Altenower v. (149 U. S.
T68) v o0nmcoaann o356 i nes  AweeEveeas e 1043
Cincinnati, H. & D. R. Co. v. McKeen
(149 1. 8 25 55 venssnsansesaasisas 840
Cincinnati Safe & Lock Co. v Gr:md
Rapids Safety Deposit Co. (146 U. S.
Y e e painy 3] B, SRS S 13
Oity Council of Montgomery, Thorington
(147 U, 8. 490)css sscssvsmsssmesas 394
Citg of Augusta v. Jones (149 U. S.
g/{110) PR S T R - R I SRR 1044
City of Bellaire v. Baltimore & O. R.
Co. (146 U. S. 117 .t eeirrnenennnnan . 16

City of Cairo v. Zane (149 U. 8. 122)... 803
City of Chicago v. Illinois Cent. R. Co.
(146 U. S .3'27) ....................
396) R TS e
City of Decatur, IIhnoxs Cent R. Co. v
(4T U, 8. 390).0m5 0000 s el fametias
City of Grand Haven, Boston Safe—De-
posit & Trust Co. v. (149 U. S. 766)..1043
City of Hamilton, Hamilton Gaslight &
Coke Co. v. (146 U. S. 258)
City of New Orleans v, Paine (147 U. S.
261) sw s s csvesssscsesnesces S03

90




viii

Page
City of New York, The, 147 U. 8. 72
(Alexandre v. Machan).......... sees 211
City of Portland, Paulsen v. (149 U. S.
B sreonnmen EserEEeeE Hes veiseTan .. 750
City of Richmond v. First Natw Bank

..........

(140 U. 8 T69)isssnansaassvsons sness 1044
City of St. Louis v. King Iron Bridge
& Manuf'g Co. (149 U. 8. 769). ..v.n-. 1044

City of St. Louis v. Western Union Tel.

0o, (148 T, 8. 92)y veisviacessioiessmeiis 485
City of St. Louis v. Western Union Tel.

Co. (149 U. S. 465)cccencccns cenasces 990
COlark v. Faris (149 U. 8. 769). .. cccees.1045
Clark v. Miller (149 U. 8. 770)..ceve..1045
Clark, Ankeny v. (148 U. S. 345).ce0... 617
Clement v. Field (147 U. 8. 467)...... 358
Coal Ridge Imp. & Coal Co., Jennings

v. (147 U. S. 147)0vuvnns QI N W 282
Coates, Rosenthal v. (148 U. S. 142)..
Coats v. Merrick Thread Co. (149 U. S.

BB2)ssomns sovisa @ sewess waise voiy eeee 9G6
Coffin v. Day (149 U. 8. 770). e veeee0.1045
Coffin, Brigham v. (149 U. 8. 557)..... 939
Colehour, Roby v. (146 U. 8. 153).cc... 47
Coleman, Byers v. (149 U. 8. 767)......1044
Coleman, Cheney v. (149 U. 8. 768)....1044
Coleman, Crissey v. (149 U. S. 771)....1045
Coleman, Hoey v. (149 U. 8. 776)...... 1047
Colton Marble & Lime Co., United States

¥ (146 U. 8. 815)csis swvsonsonsssnmsss 168
Columbus Watch Co. v. Robbins (148 TU.

------

B 208)5m 5 5 oems bs o 8w wee ou DOE
Commercxal Bfmk of Pexmsylva.ma V.
Armstrong (148 U. 8. 50).veeieececns 533
Commercial Nat. Bank v. Armstrong
(148 T, 8 50)cuseisoseasssssinsieoms DS
Commonwealth of Virginia v. Paul
(148 U: 8. 100). s swivais smsins s oaws ame . 536

Compania Bilbaina de Navegacion, de
Bilbao, v. Spanish American Light &
Power Co. (146 U. 8. 483)vveveveacss. 142

Connecticut Mut. Life Ins. Co., Miles

Ve (147 T: 8 WNusssnvasapnssesans 275
Consolidated Eleetric Light Co v.

Wood, two cases (149 U. S. T70)..... 1045
Continental Steamboat Co. v. Burke (149

W Be TT0Y e a ois0:4's 00/ TR . |
Cook v. Hart (146 U. 8. 183)...cev.uns 40
Cook, People of the State of New York

V. (148 U. 8. 39N ccrrvvansases s unmen 840
Cooke v. Avery (147 U. 8. 875)cevavenns 340

Corbin Cabinet Lock Co., Duer v. (149

U. 8. 216)... v earee su e s ‘SO
Cossitt v. Hancock (149 U. 8. 770)....1045
Cottle Co., Krementz v. (148 U. 8. 556).. 719
County of Chicot, Ark., v. Sherwood

(148 U. 8. 529)ccevecrnsccnconcncnas ¢
County of Knox v. Ninth Nat Bank of

City of New York (147 U. 8. 91).... 267
Coupe, Royer v. (146 U. S. 524).c.0eeeu. 166
Coupe, Royer v. (149 U. 8. T84)........ 1051
Coupe, Weatherhead v. (147 U. S. 322).. 312
Cowling, Johnson v. (149 U. 8. 777)...1048
Cralg v. Warner (149 U. 8. T71)........1045
Crescent Alining Co., Wasatch Mining

Co. v. (148 U. 8. 293).ucvirscescnsess 600
Crissey v. Coleman (149 U. S. 771).s0ee.1045

CASES REPORTED.

Page

Crooke Mining & Smelting Co., Bush-
nell v. (148 U. 8. 682)..ccceasccesss 171
Cross, In re (146 U. S. 271).vceesscsess 109
Cross v. Burke (146 U. S. 82).ccvcccnne 22
Crowell, Van Winkle v. (146 U. 8. 42).. 18
Cubley, Dobson v. (149 U. S. 117)......
Cunard Steamship Co. v. Fabre...... 1045
Cunningham, Jones v. (149 U. 8. 777)....1048
Curtner v. United States (149 U. S. 662). 985
Curtner v. United States (149 U. S. 662).1041
Cushing v. Batelle (149 U, 8. 771).....1045

Dalles Military Road Co., United States
v, G4 T B 49 eswi s e s amusswss
Dalzell v. Dueber Watch-Case Manut'g
Co., two cases (149 U. 8. 315)........ 886
Davis, Hallinger v. (146 U. S. 314).... 105
Day, Coffin v. (149 U. S. 770)...... eee.1045
Day, Litchford v. (149 U. 8. 779). ... 1049
Decatur, Illinois Cent. R. Co. v. (147 U
B 190): vsma swwnis s sman aais  wan sdgees s
De Kay, Board of Education of City of
Atchison, Kan., v. (148 U. 8. 591)..... 708

De la Vergne Refrigerating Mach. Co.

v. Featherstone (147 U. S. 209)...... 283
De Martin v. Phelan (149 U. 8. 771).....1045
Denny, Parker v. (149 U. 8. 783)......1050
Denton, Southern Pac. Co. v. (146 U. 8.

202) sronsseninnsieen seawse ssesavusena 44
Derby v. Thompson (146 U. S. 476).... 181
Desforges v. Mechanics’ Nat. Bank of

Pittsburg (149 U. S. T71)....cvuvs...1045
Dick v. Hubel (149 U. 8. 771)..ceve....1046
Dickson, Lehnen v. (148 U. S. 71)...... 481
District Court of United States for Dis-

trict of Massachusetts, Morrison v. (In

re Morrison, 147 U. S. 14).cevvenennnn
District Court of United States for

Southern District of New York, Morri-

son v. (In re Morrison, 147 U. S. 14).. 246
District of Columbia, Washington & G.

R. Co. v. (146 U. 8. 227).......
D. M. Osborne & Co. v. Missourl Pae. R.

Co. (147 U 8. 248). e ev0isy a6 o5 cees 299
Dobson v. Cubley (149 U. S. 117).......
Donnelly v. Douglass (149 U. 8. 772)....1046
Dothage, Campbell v. (149 U. S. 767)....1044
Douglass, Donnelly v. (149 U. S. 772)...1046
Dowling v. National Bank of America

(149 U, S. T72)ccnceccccccas oo Ssabre 1046
Doyle v. Union Pac. R. Co., two cases

(147 U. S. 413). i iennnrnennnnnnaans
Dueber Watch-Case Manuf’g Co., Dalzell

. 465

64

V., two cases (149 U. S. 815).ccavvuans 886
Duer v. Corbin Cabinet Lock Co. (149 U.
D ssesnmomeaess swnn mdbenwavloawse 850

Dumas United States v. (149 U. S. 278) 872
Dumas, United States v. (149 U. S. 287) 874
Dunnington v. United States (146 U. S.

338) ™

Parnshaw v. United States (146 U. 8. 60) 14
Bastern Townships’ Bank v. St. Johns-
bury & L. C. R. Co. (149 U. 8. 772)....1048
East Tennessee, V. & G. R. Co. v. Mc-
Kenny (149 U. S. 772)svsecssssesnss . 1046
Edison v. Klaber (149 U. 8. 772)cve....1048



CASES REPORTED.

Page

Edison Electrie Light Co., Sawyer-Man
Electric Co. v. (149 U. S. 785). cveuuns 1052
Edwards, Hoefinghoff v, (149 U. S. 775)..1047

Elliott, Richmond & D. R. Co. v. (149 U.
S. 266)
Emma & Last Chance Consol, Min. Co.,
Stem-Winder Min. Co. v. (149 U. S.

TBY) wwssaesisawes vave semas s svees LODS
Emmons, Minneapolis & St. L. R. Co. v.
(149 U. S. 864)cvcccvcsiasesns seanasss 810

Engles, Ex parte (146 U. S 357)ccenenes 281
Erin Stave & Lumber Co. v. Falls City
Bank (149 U. S. 773).vcescennessens.1046
Brwin, United States v. (147 U. S. 685).. 443
BEstill, New York, L. E. & W. R. Co. v.
(New York, L. E. & W. R. Co. v. Leon-
ard, 147 U. S 591). .cssviasnssasas
Eureka & P. R. Co. v. United States (149
U. 8. 773). . v anmveane 1048
Hvans v. Stettnlsch (149 U. S. 605). ..., 931

. 444

Fabre, Cunard Steamship Co. V...s.....1045
Fairbanks, Amoskeag Nat. Bank v. (149

W "B "TOEY: ratssrerions w5 eislaremais Sawemoin 1043
Falls City Bank, Erin Stave & Lumber
Co.v. (149 U. 8. T73)vvvvunne ceerenes..1046
Faris, Clark v. (149 U. S. 769)..... vess.1045
Farmers’ & Merchants’ State Bank v.
Armstrong (146 U. S.499)....00evenen 148
Farrel v. National Shoe & Leather Bank
(149 W. 8. TIB): sovionwes disvasavus sisiae 1046

Featherstone, De la Vergne Refrigerat-

ing Mach. Co. v. (147 U. 8. 209)....... 283
Field, Clement v. (147 U, 8. 467)..... ves 308
First Nat. Bank, City of Richmond v.

(149 . 8. T89)s cws ivessanwmassmaswass 1044
First Nat. Bank of Dendwood Suessen-

bach v. (149 U. S. 7187)..... ISP PP 1052
Fisher v. Shropshire (147 U. 8. 133)..... 201
Fleitas v. Richardson (147 U. S. 5’%8) . 429
Fleitas v. Richardson (147 U. S. 550).... 495

Fletcher, United States v. (147 U. S. 664) 434
Fletcher v. United States (148 U. S. 84) 552
Flow, Sanger v. (149 U, 8. 7T85)cuvevenes 1051
Fong Yue Ting v. United States (149 U.

S. 698)
Fort Payne Coal & Iron Co. v Sayles

Q49 T 8. TTB)evssvnessomonosvssensa 1046
Foster v. Mansfield, C. & L. M. R. Co.

(148 1. 18: BB isisvsvwm ssion vsriaras s
Foster, Pickett v. (149 U. 8. 505)....... 998
Fowkes, United States v. (149 U. S. 789) 1053
Frank, Swan Land & Cattle Co. v. (148

B 8. BOB)r o oot e LTRSS T S v ceesa 891
Frederich, Ex parte (149 U. 8. 70)...... 793
French v. State of North Carolina (149

T B TT3)as v s mow s sovws s nasss veees.1046
Frink v. McComb (149 . S 629). . . 993
Fuller v. American Emigrant Co. (149 U.

B Tld) .vvievesnesnssncsernensasnnesl048

Gaines, Ex parte (149 U. 8. 191)..... wucer 193
Gaines v. Caldwell, two cases (148 U. S.
228) ;.slesarvenasasesi vonyiseme i eaesseaa GLL
Gaines v. Latta (148 U. 8. 228)....00.4.. 611
Gaines v. Rugg (148 U. S. 228)......... 611
Galveston City Co., Ware v. (146 U. S.

102) cecencscencesconsscsncnssenssnes

33

ix

Page
Gardiner, Tn re (149 U. 8. 774 . .cav....1047
Gardner v. State of Pennsylvania (149

s -8, T rmaim.s measrm s ge e Fees & 1047
Garrison, Knapp v., two cases (149 U.

8l T8 o3 a5ms & oiiie BB aE w06 SFEE ve...1048
Garth, Glenn v, (147 U. 8. 360).vcsvene. 350
Gassert, Bogk v. (149 U. S. 17)..cce0... 738
Gates, United States v. (148 U. S. 134).. 570
Georgia, Lascelles v. (148 U. 8. 537)..... 687
Georgia Infirmary for Relief & Protec-

tion of Aged & Afflicted Negroes v.

Jones (149 U. S. TT4) . cvvereassonsees. 1047
Gerber, Underwood v. (149 U. S, 224)... 854
German Bank of Memphis v. United

States (148 U. 8. 573)ccevccssvescnncs
Gilbert, United States v. (149 U. S. 789)..1053
Giozza v. Tiernan (148 U. S. 657). vvesees 721
Giozza v. Tiernan (149 U. S. 774). e e vs . 1047
Glenn v. Garth (147 U. 8. 360). ccceesees 390
Goldsmith, Holmes v. (147 U. 8. 150).... 288
Goodridge, Union Pac. R. Co. v. (149 U.

N BBD) v svanmsanneneane vessanwsen 910
Gordon, Hill v. (149 U S T18) e 5o sivainee .1047
Goreley, Butler v. (146 U. 8. 303)...... . 84
Grand Haven, Boston Safe-Deposit &

Trust Co. v. (149 U. 8. 766). cevcvenens 1043
Grand Rapids Safety-Deposit Co., Cincin-

nati Safe & Lock Co. v. (146 U. S. 54)..
Grant v. Walter (148 U. 8. 547).ccvvvsas
Gregory v. Bransford (149 U. 8. 774)....1047
Grimke, Campbell v. (149 U. 8. 767).....1044

Haberman Manuf’g Co., In re (147 U. S.
BBBY 5 .506.4 saiviie aueiesmews seEis Vems Vemis . 527
Hagedon v. Seeberger (149 U. S. 775).. .1047
Hager v. Swayne (149 U. S. 242)..... es 841
Hall, United States v. (147 U. S. 691).... 478
Hallinger v. Davis (146 U. S. 314)....... 105

Hamblin v. Western Land Co. (147 U. S.
SR 2 el e T B o e LSRN (EIRETE 5T 353
Hamburg-American Packet Co., Hohorst
Vo (148 TE 8.1202): s as weamedaionssdions s 590
Hamilton Gaslight & Coke Co. v. City of
Hamilton (146 U. S. 258). cevveneas wsse DO
Hancock, Cossitt v. (149 U. 8. 770)...... 1045
Honecock Inspirator Co. v. Regester (149
g B, O e 2 . 5 ST S T ST ee. 1047

Hannon, Ankeney v. (147 U. 8. 118)..... 208
Hanthorn, Marx v. (148 U. S. 172)...... 508
Hardee v. Wilson (146 U. S. 179)..... ive 39
Harmon v. City of Chicago (147 U. S. 396) 306
Harmon, United States v. (147 U. 8. 268) 327
Harmon's Adm'r, Washington & G. R.

Co. v., 147 U. 8. 571 (Washington & G.

R. Co. v. Tobriner).. ssmeas iw OO
Harshman, Nash v. (149 U. 8. 263)...... 845
Hart, Cook v. (146 U, S. 183)....... vees 40
Hartford Life & Annuity Ins. Co., Wolfe

V. (148 U. 8. 389).c.cccnsccssccacsasss 602
Hartranft v. Meyer (149 U. S. 544)..... 982
Hartranft v. Meyer (149 U. S. 544)..... 983
Harvey v. Telegraph Printing Co. (149 U.

Wy B T vensoineoosonvsnss e
Hawking, In re (147 U. S. 486).c0v0ecess D12
Hayes v. Pratt (147 U. 8. 557). . .v0se0es 503
Hedden v. Richard (149 U. S. 346)...... 891
Hedden, Hohenstein v. (149 U. S. 776)..1047
Hedden, Junge v. (146 U. S. 233).c42es.+ 88



x CASES REPORTED.

Page
Hedden, Legg v. (149 U. 8. 779).¢.e0...1049
Hedden, National Hat-Pouncing Mach.

Co. v. (A4S U. S, 482).vivnnvnns BAE T 680
Hedden, Nix v. (149 U. S, 308)...00uvns 881
Hedden, Toplitz v. (146 U. 8. 252)...0... 70
Hill v. Gordon (14D U. 8. TT0) e e et vvsanns 1047
Hill v. United States (149 U. 8. 593)....1011
Hobbie v. Jennison (149 U. S. 355) ...... 87
Hoeflinghoff v. Edwards (149 U. 8. 779). .1047
Hoey v. Coleman (149 U. S, 770). v evven. 1047
Hoffman, Campbell v. (149 U. S. 767)...104¢
Hoheunstein v. Hedden (149 U. 8. 7706). ..1047
Holorst v. Humburg-American Packet

Co;. (148, B 202051 s aeTae § b5F i aTa 590
Hollender v, Magone (149 U. S. 5806).... 932
Holly Manuf'g Co., New Chester \‘s‘utch

Co. v. (149 T, 8, T82) ;s i5is sawvssnon ..1050
Holinesg v. Goldsmith (147 U. S. 150).... 288
Hooper, Balloch v. (146 U. 8. 363)...... 128
Horner v. United States (147 U. S. 449).. 409
Howard v. Rohinson (149 17, 8. 776)....1048
Hoyt, Chicago, M. & St. P. It Co. v. (149

e 8 Aorvosnssvans s sssniiieas 35 Sinis e
Hubbard v. Soby (146 U. 8. 58).ccceveess 13
Hubel, Dick v. (149 T 8. TT1D . cevvanaas 1016
Hubel, Waldie v. (149 U. S. T90). e e uun. 1054
Huber v, N. O. Neison Manur'g Co. (148

L L2 O e o 88 o T g S 2 a2 008 £ o TSR GO3
Hughes v. Robson (149 U, S. 776). .....1048
Hume v. Bowie (148 U. S. 2405). ccvvneee 882
Humes, IIx parte (149 U. 8. 192)........ 832
Humphreys v. Perry (148 U. S. G27)..... 711
Humphries, United States v. (140 T. 8.

DD 5 & GRS s OIa s i oas b T D0 Wlae & SUERE B 850
Huntington v. Attrill (146 U. S. 657).... 224
Tde v. Ball Engine Co. (149 U. 8. 550).. 941
Illinois v. Illinois Cent. . Co. (146 U.

S BT snvevnsinesreenesousine oo o i
Mlinois, Stato of Jowa v, (147 U. S. 1)... 239
Illineis Cent. R. Co. v. City of Decatur

(4T X, 8 AW o wmiaire o oemwavna s mese 293
Ilincis Cent. R. Co. v. State of Iilinocis

(146 U. 'S, 88D i vaansesioecnmocassiaasms 110
Illincis Cent. R. Co., City of Chicago v.

(46 T 8 38Ds covesanissemas nmowoson 110
Illinois Conf R. Co., State of Illinois v.

(146 U. S. 38T vios s amioins siatwsoawms soan 110
Indiana v. Umtod States (148 U. 8. 148).. 564
Interstate Commerce Commission v,

Atchison, T. & 8. ¥. R. Co. (149 U. 8.

POAY: e anainiota 3 /aims s v niois 5.8 9565 T wisae HEeR . 837
Towa v. State of Illineis (147 U. S. 1)... 239
Isaacs v. Jonas (148 U. S. 648)..eveen s 677

Isancs v. United Slates (149 U. S. 776)..1043

Isaacs, United Slates v. (148 U. S. 654).. 679

Itata, The, United States v. (149 U. S.
T89) sacunowisnasssansensannonsescoces 1053

Jacksonville, T. & I. W. R. Co., Ameri-
can Construetion Co. v. (148 U. 8. 372) 758
Jefferson County Nat. Bank, Streeter v.

(47 U 8. 380 -« wwiivammsswasivosvss 236
Jennings v. Coal Ridge Imp. & Coal Co.
(47T U. 8. 14000 aninies nisis e ns i snim vnveE S8%

Jennigson, Hobbie v. (149 U. 8. 355)...... 879
J. B. Rumbell, The (148 U. 8. 1)....0... 408

Page

Jessup & Moore Paper Co., Cadwalader
V. (149 U. 8. 350)ceesosanmnssons wesere SO
Johnson v. Cowling (149 U. 8. 777)......1048

Johnston v, Standard Min. Co, (148 U. S.

S 00 NCETINC - S L - XIS N caceanes D83
Jonas, Isancs v. (148 U. S, 648)...00ues. 677
Jones v. Baer, Seasongood & Co. (149 U.

S ) R R seneeasewd048
Jones v. Cummwham (149 U. 8. 777)....1048
Jones, City of Augusta v. (149 U. S. 6()9) 1044
Jones, Georgia Infirmary for Relief &

Protection of Aged & Afflicted Negroes

V. (149 U. S. T™) e vvavansnna I A 1047
Jones, United States v. (147 U. S. 672).. 437
Jones, United States v. (149 U, S. 202).. 840
Joy v. Adelbert College of Western Re-

serve University (146 U, S. 355)...v0.. 186
Junge v. Hedden (146 U. 8. 233)........ 88

Junod, Chicago & N. W. R. Co. v. (146 U.
5. 35 wonessanmasavnssavmenensacvene 284

Kanffman, Todd v. (149 U. S. 789).....
Keels y. Central I Co. of Soutlt Caro-
ling (147 U. S. 3TH:cviveoans vessanes SO0

Kengla v. Oftut (149 U. S, TTT) . vevavnes 1048
Kentucky & 1. Bridge Co. v. Louisville &
N.R.Co. (149 T. 8. TTT) e evneanvenaas 1048

Keyser, Shute v. (149 U. 8. 649). .v0vven
Killian, Richmond & D. R. Co. v. (149 U.

Bi T84) visunwsovasssvanesne 3 NA & Sb 1051
King, United States v. (147 U. S. 676)... 439
King Iron Bridge & Manuf'g Co., City of

St. Louis v. (149 U. 8. "'(f)) ceeaess1044
Kinney, Barnett v. (147 U. 476) ...... 403
Klaber, IEdison v. (149 U. S. 77‘7) ....... 1046
Knapp v. Garrison, two cases (149 U. S

77S)
Kneeland v. Salling (149 U. S. 778)..... 1048
Knox v. Ninth Nat. Bank of City of New

York (147 U. S, 91)...... weranyenieny SOV
Kohn v. MeNulta (147 U. S. 238)....... 298
Krementz v. 8. Cottle Co. (148 U. 8. 556) 719

La Delle Wagon Works, Sweet v. (149 U.
B TBBY LR oo 1o S0 TS ot ST 8T8 ST AT R B 1053
La Compagnie Generale Transatlantique,
Singlehurst v. (149 U. 8. 786). c.v v 1052
La Compania Bilbaina de Navegacion, de
Bilbao, v. Spanish-American Light &
Power Co. (146 U. S. 483)....cvvnes .o 142
Laffan, Campbell v. (149 U. S. 767).....1044
Lake, Sutliff v. (147 U. 8. 230). .. .0 veune 318
Lake Shore & M. 8. R. Co. v. Prentice
AT U, S0 100 ciaiv o nninion-eis 5
Lake Shore & M. S. R, Co,, ’\Iorley V.
(1408 . 8. QBR)\ aine avioiaesinion soasioe esns b4
Langdon v, Ranney (149 U. 8. 778)......1048
Lansing, Brackenritige v. (149 U. S. 7T66) 1043
Lansing, Lytle v. (147 U. S. §9)..0cevs.. 254
Lapham-Dodge Co. v. Severin (149 U. S.
i T W S C snasETTeEveE 028
Larkin v. Bransford (149 U. 8. 778).....1049
Lascelles v. State of Georgia (148 U. S.
B8T) ..ssivasvions saasssmenssie ssasseses OBF
Latta, Gaines v. (148 U. S. 228)......... 611
Lawrence County Banl, Moses v. (149 U.

S.208) ceesecssresscasccsnsnsssncscne



CASES REPORTED. i

Page
Lawson v. Bransford (149 U. 8. 778)....1049
Lee Joe v. United States (149 U. 8. 698)..1016

Legg v. Hedden (149 U. 8. 779)....0venn 1049

Leggett v. Standard Oil Co. (149 U. 8.
IRTN wsisomapning Br SIS ZPE oA R S5 NTGAl see 902

Lelinen v. Dickson (148 U. S. T1)....0.. 481

Leonard, New York, L. II. & W. R. Co.

v., 147 U. 8. 591 (New York, L. B. &
W. R. Co.v. Estill) s cevevnienee  AYeYs /TR 4144
Levins, Sperry v. (149 U. 8. T87). .. ...t 1052

Lewis v. United States (146 U. S. 370).. 136
Lincoln Rapid Transit Co. v. Rundel (149

Y. 8. T vasssassssoessnanssonsvens 1049
Litchford v. Day (149 U. 8. 779). ....... 1049
Little tock & M. R. Co. v. St. Louis, L.

M. & S. R.Co. (149 U. 8. 719 vueennn 1049

Lloyd v. Preston (146 U. 8. 630). ..cea.. 131
Locke v. Smith (149 U. 8. T80). . ccese..1040
Loeber v. Schroeder (149 U. 8. 580)..... 934
Lonergan v. Buford (148 U. 8. 581)..... 634
Lottimer v. Maxwell (149 U. 8. 780)....1049

Louisiana Nat. Bank of New Orleans,

Mayer v. (149 U. S. T80).veceenccnnns 1049
Louisville Board of Trade v. Louisville

(149 U. 8. T80).svsassearossanossnones 1049
Louisville Bridge Co., Louisville & N. R.

Co. v. (149 1. 8. T80)s ssswmsansssosessa 1049
Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Louisville

Bridge Co. (149 U. S. T80). cvveviannnn 1049

Louisville & N. R. Co., Ixontucky & 1.
Bridge Co. v. (149 U. S.
Lovell Manuf’g Co. v. Cary (147 U. S.
623)
Luxton v. North River Bridge Co. (147
Ve 8. 830)s <5 saismsrnineannessnnesanns s SOG
Lytle v. Town of Lansing (147 U. S. 59) 254

McAuley v. McAuviay (149 U. S. 608)....
McAuley, Byers v. (149 U, S. G08S)......
McAuley, Shields v.,, two cases (149 U.
By TBBY .5 srarss e e 55 5.0 8 SR E A S e 1052
MecCandless, United States v. (147 U. S.
BY2Y e TP RE T T AR SRS
McComb v. Frink (149 U 8. 829)s 505.05%
Me¢Donald v. McLean (149 U. S. 781)...1050
McGehee, Bier v. (148 U. S. 137)....... 580
McGourkey v. Toledo & 0. C. R. Co.
(146 U. 8. 536) e vvsvenrnrannnrinesnnns
McGowan, Ulrich v. (149 U. S. 789)....1053
MecGucekin, Mette v. (149 U. S. 781)....1050
McGuire, Chicago, M. & St. P. R. Co.

906

V. (149 U. S, T69) . cevinnienninnnnnnnn 1044
Machan, Alexandre v, (The City of New
York, 147 V. 8. D) anvensmsvsesvnees 211
McKeen, Cincinnati, H. & D. R. Co. v.
@49 ;s 8. 289)wewensws ssassssmevesa 840
McKenny, East Tennessee, V. & G. R.
Co. v. 349 Wi Be TT2)v s s aivis ssmicesies 1046

MeTLean, McDonald v. (149 U. S. 781)...1050
MecMullen v. United States (146 U. S.
B860) sencsusea

cecsensstosnsesvessnsss 127

MeceNulta, Kohn v. (147 U. S. 238)....... 298
McNulty v. People of the State of Cali-
fornia (149 U. 8. G45) . cvvvvnvnnnnenns 959

McPherson v. Blacker (146 U. §. 1)..... 3
Magone, Hollender v. (149 U. S. 586)... 932
Manhattan Co. v. Blake (148 U. S. 412) 640

X1

Page

Mansfield, C. & L. M. R. Co., Foster v.
(148 W Be BBY: cxamtsnessnmnt wepssmis
Marion Nat. Bank of Lebanon, Brown
v. (Brown v. Buxter, 146 U. S. 619).. 260

Martin v. Snyder (148 U. 8. 6363). ...... 706
Marvin, United States v. (140 U. 8.
TBN mumias TEimets mommis. s smaats seress saae e 1053
Marx v. Hanthorn (148 U. S. 172)...... 508
Mason v. Spry Lumber Co. (149 U. 8.
TBOY samsuploqosnsss sas.evessssesssawns 1049

Mason, Ottaw'l, 0. & F. R. V. R. Co. v.
(149 U. 8. T82)ccvecssscsssnsssssssess1060

Mattox v. United States (146 U. S. 140) 50
Maxwell, Lottimer v. (149 U. S. 780)...1049
May v. Tenney (148 U. 8. 60). ......... 401
Mayer v. Louisiana Nat. Bank of New
Orleans (149 U. S. T80).cceecvsesssns 1049
Means v. Bank of Randall (146 U. S.
BROT voxcavincl oft FToifieins Bt i TET TIE 5 SV 3 186
Mechanics” Nat. Bank of Pittsburg,
Desforges v. (149 U. 8. TT1).ccveennn. 1045
Meletta v. Schell (149 U. S, 78D, ...... 1030
Merrick Thread Co., Coats v. (149 U. S.
BORY (e 508 T g TR R SIS & ST 58 3 SRR ISR 18 ¥ 966

Metropolitan Nat. Bank of New York v.

St. Louis Dispatch Co. (149 U. S. 430) 944
Mette v. McGuckin (149 U. 8. 781).....1050
Mexia v. Oliver (148 U. S. 664)........
Mexican Cent. R. Co. v. Pinkney (149 U.

N ABY soisn smos o 50id s slomw saisise bie s e
Meyer v. Backer (149 U. 8. 781)........1050
Meyer, Backer v. (149 U. 8. 765).....
Meyer, Hartranft v. (149 U. S. 544)..... 982

Meyer, Hartrauft v. (149 U. S. 544).,.. 983
Middleton, Berrvett v. (149 U. S. 766)....1043

Miles v. Connecticut Mut. Life Ins. Co.
QAT s, 8 1T s aenmssemassossasssse S5
Miller, Clark v. (149 U S TT0)- sanvsoia 1045
Minneapolis & St. L. R. Co. v. Emmons
(149 T, 8i 80D < sve o0 siein 50000 551655 1070
Minneapolis & 8t. I.. R. Co. v. Nelson
(149 U, 8. 3
Missouri Pae. . Co., D. M. Osborne &
Co. v. (147 U. 8, 248)5ississvsanscvie 299
Mitchell v. New York, L. E. & W. R.
Co. (146 U. S. 513)ccceececoscesscscns 259
Mock, United States v. (149 U. 8. 273).. 848
Mock, United States v. (149 U. S. 789)..1053
Moelle v. Sherwood (148 U. 8. 21)..... 426
Moline, Milburn & Stoddard Co., Schunk
V. (147 U. 8. 500).0.cveerceisonnnacans
Monongahela Navigation Co. v. United

States (148 U. 8. 312)...vvivennnennns 622
Monroe Cattle Co. v. Becker (147 U. S.

EIN onnTe Dlaaled T Sl e e Bl A 217
Montgomery, Thorington v (147 U. S.

490) cvms svwmanmmas o6& Fales NP 8 S v 8 394
Moore v. St. Louis & 8. I. R. Co. (149

U. Bi T8 snscvecsinnssnssaninis aviss 1050

Morley v. Lake Shore & M. S. R. Co.
148 Wi 8. 162)ucciims ssmai sunissoms i
Morrison, In re, 147 U. S. 14 (Morrison
v. Distriet Court of United States for
District of Massachusetts). . . 246
Morrison, In re, 147 1. S. 14 (Morriqon
v. District Court of United States for
Southern District of New York)..... 248



x1i

Page

Morrison v. Distriet Court of United

States for District of Massachusetts
(In re Morrison, 147 U. S. 14)........ 246
Morrison v. District Court of TUnited
States for Southern District of New
York (In re Morrison, 147 U. 8, 14)....
Moses v. Lawrence County Bank (149 U.

246

S, 298) ittt ettt 900
Moses v. National Bank of Lawrence
County (149 U. S. 208)...ccvvvunennnn 900

Mount Adams & E. P. Inclined Ry., Na-
tional Cable R. Co. v. (149 U, 8. 782)..1050

Mulholland v. United States (149 U. S.
M82) saniunsvvvaswesswenssonssoanessnsl000

Nash v. Harshman (149 U. S. 263)..... 845
National Bank of America, Dowling v.

(149 U. 8. T72).vevincerecnsssnsssons 1046
National Bank of Lawrence County,
Moses v. (149 U. 8. 298)..ccevnns .eee 900

National Cable R. Co. v. Mount Adams
& B. P. Inclined Ry. (149 U. 8. 782).
National Hat-Pouncing Mach. Co. v.
Hedden (148 U. S. 482)........ s dame s
National Meter Co. v. Board of Water
Com'rs of City of Yonkers (149 U. S.
A8 s wiwn iniws S FESe & s eele § W ¥ § wIeE 74

National Shoe & Leather Bank, Farrel
V. (149 U. 8. T73)ceeevearesssansaves 1046
National Tube Works Co. v. Ballou (147

.1050
680

Vs, 18 DADiens & 5 w6k 5 5505 & & 2isre & 6900 & warss 165
Nelson, Minneapolis & St L. R. Co. v.

(149 U. 8. 368) . cvuuncnnninnennenannn 871
Welson, Texas & P. R. Co. v. (149 TU. S.

T8B) e eevnrorenaneenoenoonnnoonnnns 1053
Nelson Manuf’'g Co., Huber v. (148 TU.

B 200): wore s s s s wass s sow s 55055 dws pe 603

New Chester Water Co.v.Holly Manuf'g
Co. (149 U. 8. 7T82)cueuvericansancans 1050
New Orleans v. Paine (147 U. 8. 261).. 303
New York v. Cook (148 U. 8. 397)...... 645
New York, L. B. & W. R. Co. v. Estill
(New York, L. E. & W. R. Co. v.
Leonard, 147 U. 8. 591)..cceesacesasns 444
New York, L. E. & W. R. Co. v. Leon-
ard, 147 U. 8. 591 (New York, L. E.
& W. R. Co. v. IEstill)eeeecevinoonsas

New York, L. IZ. & W. R. Co., Mitchell
v. (146 . S. 513)scassvssnvnssavisossn . 259
Nichels v. The Servia (149 U. S. 144) 817

Ninth Nat. Bank of City of New York

Knox County v. (147 U. S. 91).ceeees 267

Nix v. Hedden (149 U. S. 304). ..cevvunnn 881
Noble v. Union River Logging R. Co.
(47 U. S, 105) . e viennsnnnnnenasnans . 271
N. 0. Nelson Manuf'g Co., Huber v
({48 W S 270)aie o5 sons e ows s vows swiens 603
Noordland, The (The Servia, 149 U. S.

North Carolina, French v. (149 U. S.
773)
Northeastern R. Co., Walter v. (147 U.
B, 870). ceiieinenonanecnsncnssnasanas
Northern Pae. R. Co. v. Walker (148 U.
F TS 1 ) P
Northern Pac. R. Co. v ‘Whalen (149 U.
8. 15T)s eenervonseniwrsnan sonansnonssn SOL

CASES REPORTED.

Page

North River Bridge Co., Luxton v. (147
U, 8 88Nesssensssanssnemssanssomnss
Noyes, Chicago City R. Co. v. (149 U.
B T68)s svesusiite isvrusi s W6 & 8 e § e ... 1044

Offutt, Kengla v. (149 U. 8. 777 . ... ... 1048
Ogden v. United States (148 U. S. 390) 602
Okolona, Barnum v. (148 U. S. 393).... 638
“0Old Settlers” v. United, States (148 U.
5. AT ovacera arorars o » wieow wiarwos & s mewie: 3 aoaymivie e
Oliver, Campbell v., two cases (149 U.
B TOT cns s ware ¢ v swimw svave; s s @rasers o g ee..1044
Oliver, Mexia v. (148 U. S. 664)...00... T4
O’Neill, Campbell v. (149 U. 8. 767)....104
Osborne, Blackburn v. (149 U. S. 766)..1043
Osborne, Chicago & N. W. R. Co. v. (146

650

T B 358y aier o3 vprs & wranw s mevs s 0 oy & v 281
Osborne & Co. v. Missouri Pac. R. Co

(14T U. 8. 248). e s surnss sons snwwas oo 299
Ottawa, O. & F. R. V. R. Co. v. Mason

(49 o B: TEB; sow s wisia s s wiss s w5104 ¢ inre 1050

Owen, Brush v. (149 U. S. 767). .. v0....1043

Paine, City of New Orleans v. (147 U.
S, 261) . icunvecnanciincnaninaianaanns 303
Pam-to-pee v. United States (Phineas
Pam-to-pee v. United States, 148 T.

£ R3¢ ) RPN 742
Pangborn v. Brazel (149 U. S. 783).....1050
Parker v. Denny (149 U. S. 783)..... .« .1050
Parkhurst, Price v. (149 U. 8. 783)..... 1050
Passavant v. United States (148 U. S.

22 . b72
Patrick v. Bowman (149 U. S. 411) ..o 811

Patrick v. Bowman (149 U. S. 411)...... 866
Paul, Commonwealth of Virginia v. (148

U. S. 107). o8 waves seewe seew o OO0
Paulsen v. City of Portland (149 U. S.

B0Y cossvuisisemsasimisesns spessaFe s 750
Payne, United States v. (147 U. 8. 687) 442
Pearsall v. Smith (149 U. S, 231)...... 833

Pelzer Manuf'g Co., St. Paul Fire &
Marine Ins. Co. v. (149 U. S. 783)....1051
Pennsylvania, Gardner v. (149 U. S.

TTA) ceeeeeeereeeenensensosanesnennns 1047
Pennsylvania Co V. Bender (148 U. 8.
PO0) o5 wew 5 v mywe o st b 8w sme § § e . 591

Pennsylvania Co., Bender v. (148 U S
BO2)., ia s mme 56 woie s saias T § SAHS e 640
Pennsylvania Co.for Insurance on Lives
and Granting Annuities, American
Construction Co. v. (148 U. S. 372).... 758
People of the State of California, Mec-
Nulty v. 149 U. 8. 645). .. vivannnn .. 959
People of the State of California, Vin-
cent v. (149 U. 8. 648).vcvivvecsannns
People of the State of California v. San
Pablo & T. R. Co. (149 U. S. 308).... 876
People of the State of New York v.
Cook (148 U. 8. 30T e verierrinnnnnnas
Perea, Albuquerque Nat. Bank v, (147
U B 8T cassawnvsmnsssnnsinnsssonss
Perry, Humphreys v. (148 U. 8. 627)...
Perry, United States v. (146 U. 8. 71).. 26
Peterson, Campbell v. (149 U. S. 767)...1044
Pettibone v. United States (148 U. S.
197) eeeenssesesesannssescsnssoosnses 04

960

194
711



CASES REPORTED.

Page
Phelan, De Martin v. (149 U. 8. 771)...1045
Phineas Pam-to-pee v. United States,
148 U. S. 691 (Pam-to-pee v. United
States) cecssossss SRS W SIe S SRS $ R .
Pickett v. Foster (149 U. S. 503)......
Pinkney, Mexican Cent. R. Co. v. (149
U 8 199 . csnwssnmssanses ., 8G9
Pitman, United States v. (147 U S. 669) 425
Porter v. Sabin (149 U. 8. 473).........1008
Portland, Paulsen v. (149 U. S. 30).... 750
Post, United States v. (148 U. 8. 124).. 567
Pottawatomie Indians v. United States
(148 U. S. 691)..cvvunnns sEwavaEE e, 192
Potts v. Wallace (146 U. S. 689).c0ev... 196
Powers, Richmond & D. R. Co. v. (149
We. 8 A8)c scsiov s vmsssiwas swmes saweas .. T48
Pratt, Hayes v. (147 U. 8. 557)cvvcvue.ass 503
Prentice, Lake Shore & M. 8. R. Co. v.
47 .. B 10D een esauessassenenases
President & Directors of Manhattan Co.
v. Blake (148 U. 8. 412)....... sassnss
Preston, Lloyd v. (146 U. S. 630)...00..
Price v. Parkhurst (149 U. 8. 783)......1050

T42

Quigley, Campbell v. (149 U. S. 767)....1044
Quigley, Campbell v. (149 U. S. 768)....1044
Quigley, Carr v. (149 U. 8. 652)..00... 961

Railway Register Manuf’g Co. v. Broad-

way & S. A. R. Co. (149 U. S. 783)...1051
Railway Register Manuf'g Co. v. Cen-

tral Park, N. & E. R. R. Co. (149 T.

B T8B). coiva v iisies samien samiane PRP— 115} §
Railway Register Manuf’g Co. v. Third

Ave. R. Co. (149 U. S. T83).vsesess..1051
Rainey v. Brown (149 U. 8. 784).......1051
Ranney, Langdon v. (149 U. S. 778)....1048
Regester, Hancock Inspirator Co. v. (149

. 8 TT8)ssvessenessananis o swrees ss 1047
Rehkopf, Campbell v. (149 U. 8. 767)...1044
Richard, Hedden v. (149 U. S. 346)..... 891
Richardson, Fleitas v. (147 U. S. 538).. 429
Richardson, Fleitas v. (147 U. 8. 550).. 495
Richmond v. First Nat. Bank (149 U. S.

RO o 2oTTmeetoaiarg apmpasswrmnpss: srwragace * einlE"s wEIe 1044
Richmond & D. R. Co. v. Elliott (149 U.

S. 266)..... VIS SN M R E RERE

T 8 TBAY: vosvs sion s vimimia 5iions & & s # ooe 1051
Richmond & D. R. Co. v. Powers (149

U, 8. 43).cvcienennsennccnanene cesass 148
Riser, Ex parte (149 U. 8. 191)..vv....
Robbins, Columbus Watch Co. v. (148 U.

S. 2606). .
Robertson v. Atterbury (149 U. 8. 784)..1051
Robinson, Howard v. (149 U. 8. 776)....1048
Robson, Hughes v. (149 U. 8. 776)......1048
Roby v. Colehour (146 U. S. 153)....... 47
Roget v. United States (148 U. 8. 167).. 555
Root v. Third Ave. R. Co. (146 U. 8. 210) 100
Rosenthal v. Coates (148 U. S. 142).... 576
Royer v. Coupe (146 U. 8. 524)..... vess 166
Royer v. Coupe (149 U. S. 784)...... .. .1051
Rugg, Gaines v. (148 U. S. 228)....4... 611
Rumbell, The J. E. (148 U. S. 1)....... 498
Rundel, Lincoln Rapid Transit Co. v.

(149 U. 8. 779)ccccacsccascssssscesss 1040

xiii

Page
Sabin, Porter v. (149 U. 8. 473).......1008
St. Johnsbury & L. O. R. Co., Bastern

Townships’ Bank v. (149 U. S. 772)..1046
St. Louis v. King Iron Bridge & Manuf'g

Co. (149 U. 8. 769 .cerceacesscasonss .1044
St. Louis v. Western Union Tel. Co (148

U. S 92)ecinceirennnnnaccsncsnnannns
St. Louis v. Western Union Tel. Co. (149

U. S. 465)..
St. Louis, A & T. R. Co. v. Union

Bridge Co. (149 U. S. T84). cvensvvnass 1051
St. Louis Dispatch Co., Metropolitan

Nat. Bank of New York v. (149 U. S.

ABB) ssewnsnuEsevvessnansaes e sus
St. Louis, I. M. & S. R.Co Little

Rock & M. R. Co. v. (149 U. 8. 779).
St. Louis & S. F. R. Co., Moore v. (149

W% 8L, T8I creis oo sisrarets. sinrete & Frellivaters s v 1050
St. Nicholas Nat. Bank, Thompson V.

(146 U. 8. 240)...... e de aiee Whiaieala b en
St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. v. Pel-
- zer Manuf'g Co. (149 U. S. 785)....... 1051
Salem Capital Flour-Mills Co., Stayton

‘Water-Ditch & Canal Co. v. (149 U.

S. 87...... S 5B cgare:e[EhiT B/ETR S A A SIS oee 1052
Salling, Kneeland v. (149 U. S. 778)....1048
Sanborn, In re (148 U. 8. 222)...... cewe OB
Sanders, Campbell v. (149 U. S. 767)....1044
San Diego, The, v. United States (149

U. S. T86)ecesceesnn Saea miezege sfelShuge eves 1052
Sanger v. Flow (149 U. 8. 785). ........1051
San Pablo & T. R. Co., People of the

State of California v. (149 U. S. 308).. 876
San Pedro & Canon Del Agua Co. v.

United States (146 U. 8. 120).....000
Santa Rita Land & Min. Co., Astiazaran

v. 148 U. 8. 80)...... T -7 |
Savage v. United States (149 U. S. 785)..1051
Sawyer-Man Electric Co. v. Edison

Electric Light Co. (149 U. S. 785)....1052
Sax v. Taylor Iron Works (149 U. S.

.1049

94

T8E) ax annisoe sisie suinie s waive seains swes oaiwLOOL
Sayles, Fort Payne Coal & Iron Co. v.
(149 U 8. T78)ccecnssosssnnss swue ane1048

Schell, Meletta v. (149 U. S. 781)........1050
Schell’s Ex’rg, Casado v. (149 U. 8. 768)..1044
Schneider, In re, two cases (148 U, S.

187, A62) . cwwiss swan seviesavws sniees v DIX
Schoverling, Unlted States v. (146 U. S.

76) s AR
Schroeder, Loeber v, (149 U S 580). ¢ 0 0s
Schunk v. Moline, Milburn & Stoddard

Co. (147 U. 8. 500)c susevescassssansns 416
Schwalby, Stanley v. (147 U. S. 508) .ae 418
Scott v. Armstrong (146 U. S. 499)...... 148
S. Cottle Co., Krementz v. (148 U. S. 556) 719
Seeberger, Hagedon v. (149 U. 8. 775)...1047
Seeberger, Walker v. (149 U. S, 541).... 981
Seeberger, Walker v. (149 U. 8. 541).... 083
Servia, The, Nichels v. (149 U. S. 144).. 817
Severin, Lapham-Dodge Co. v. (149 TU.

8. TTE s 5t SHITR 24T SRR S5, 578 ....1048
Shaeffer v. Blair (149 U. S. 248)..,..... 836
Shannon v. Bruner (149 U. S. 786)......1052
Shannon, Bruner v. (149 U. S. 767)......1043
Sheffield Furnace Co. v. Witherow (149

U. 8. bT4)ceceevecsscsscssscanssascss 536

24



xiv

Page
Sherwood, Chicot County, Ark., v. (148

Wa- B B29) con svian svausiaia’s sa 4 sn:asie omon BID
Sherwood, Moelle v. (148 U. 8. 21)..... 426
Shields v. McAuley, two cases (149 U. S.

TEOY  srnins.s.inute e/ on® & & 2leieias Fiidie vlorere o biese 1052
Shoemaker v. United States (147 U. S.

282) ceivieos e S TTETE T Tae e SR pabi g mrasuisty
Shropshire, Fisher v. (147 U. 8. 133)... 201
Shute v. Keyser (149 U. S. 649)..... eses 960
Simms v. Bambrick (149 U. S. 786).....1052
Singlehurst v. La Compagnie Generale

Transatlantique (149 U. S. 786)....... 1052
Skinner, Vulcan Iron Works v. (149 U.

e VPO0) o oret 4 5 S Bk e g T .e..1054
Smith v. Thomson (149 U. E. 786).....1052
Smith v. Townsend (148 U. 8. 490)..... 634
Smith v. Whitman Saddle Co. (148 U. 8.

BT4) woopemmaniaeasssapenmepsvewssawe (05
Smith, Locke v. (149 U. S. 780).. .00 4...1049
Smith, Pearsall v. (149 U. S. 231)...vuus
Smith, Sun Printing & Pub. Ass’'n v. (149

U 8 TR s icwsivio o osia s sisimsamsis 1052
Smithmeyer v. United States (147 U. S.

342)
Snyder, Martin v. (148 U. S. 663).
Snyder, United States v. (149 U. 8. 210)..
Soby, Hubbard v. (146 U. 8. 56).....0..
Southern Pac. Co. v. Denton (146 U. S.

203 2 aivheaisiele medinE Rl s ea s peiemee .
Southern Pac. R. Co., United States v.,

two cases (146 U. S. 570)..... . aine b winie
Southern Pac. R. Co., United States v.

(146 U. 8. 615).
Bpanish-American Light & Power Co La

Compania Bilbaina de Navegacion de

Bilbao v. (146 U. S. 483). .. vecesseaess 142
Sperry v. Levins (149 U. 8. 787)..... .. .1052
Spry Lumber Co., Mason v. (149 U. S.

O T T I

sssens T06
846
13
44
152

163

T8O) i Sesinissgiieswiodie sipioies wnis e scoioe 1049
Standard Min. Co Johnston v. (148 U.

B, 860)esssiwus somves snasapeive smmnpgios 585
Standard Oil Co., Leggett v (149 U. 8.

BBT) ssewaanioss abldsseans sumnus e weae 902
Stanley v Schwalby (147 U. S 508). ... 418
State of California v. San Pablo & T.

R. Co. (149 U. 8. 308)..rvuerrvessnns . 876
State of California, McNulty v. (149 U.

B BB veesirmssiaivasaesdademee s e Eas 959

OBTNN gt 7. 4176 s w6085 .5 ORI A 687
State of Illinois v. Illinois Cent. R. Go
(148 U. ‘8. 887). ccsvvivaroarinnsnonnas 110

State of Illinois, State of Iowa v. (147
Oy R R ORI T R —
State of Indiana v. United States (148
T. 8 M4B).suvsesnansnanssasssssassae
State of Iowa v. State of I]lmois (147

Sta*e of New York v. Cook (148 U. S.
397) wsunase smwae swaaetes G4
State of North Carolina, French v. (149
U, 8. T73)escvisacsans R 1046
State of Pennsylvania, Gardner v. (149
k. 1} TTAY5 s vovoas st s sroisin syoadies 5780646 ace 1047
State of Tennessee, State of Virginia v.
(148 U. 8. 503)eececssssscscnscansaee 128

sssssssasaes

CASES REPORTED.

Page
State of Virginla v. State of Tennessee
(148 U, B. 508)i verws sannsssivasssnasos . 728
Stayton Water-Ditch & Canal Co. v. Sa-
lem Capital Flour-Mills Co. (149 U. 8.
787)
Stem-Winder Min. Co. v Emma & Last
Chance Consol. Min. Co. (149 U. 8. 787)..1052
Stettnisch, Evans v. (149 U. 8. 605)..... 931
Stotesbury v. United States (146 U. 8.
ADBY moverars et e s 274 SYSTOTTR ST LA ¥ 1
Streeter v. Jefferson County Na.t. Bank
(AAL T 8:280) an a5l cim e T st v i Tn el . 236
Suessenbach v. First Nat. Bank of Dead-
wood (149 W, Bl T8N eescussssannssas 1052
Sun Printing & Pub. Ass’'n v. Smith (149
U, 8 T8Dwswus wen s aeieie smapesmeneses 1002
Sutliff v. Board of County Com’rs of
Lake County (147 U. 8. 230).vveeenean
Swan Land & Cattle Co. v. Frank (148
o & B03);snisccnnsvanseansss s erTes OO
Swayne, Hager v. (149 U. S. 242)..... . 841
Sweet v. La Belle Wagon Works (149 U.
S. T88) seneesesssssssncssovasssessssl053

Taggart, Union Pac. R. Co. v. (149 T.
B, 898) .0 s swvsmsionnasess neeieiiese s
Tanner, United States v. (147 U. S. 661).. 436
Taylor v. Brown (147 U. S. 640)........
Taylor, United States v. (147 U. S. 695).. 479
Taylor Iron Works, Sax v. (149 U. S.

T8B) weisne sunmsismssesios s Ty s |
Telegraph Printing Co., Harvey v. (149

U B TTBYswon s snivnis ssrmue oo o 5 1047
Tennessee, State of Vlrglnia v. (148 T.

8. 803) cussenssanwssannran sessevesns T28
Tenney, May v. (148 U. S 60). . 491
Texas & P. R. Co. v. Anderson (149 U.

B, 28T wivoavas wenies wnemsaasEs e s 843
Texas & P. R. Co. v. Nelson (149U S.

B s wasis sveaassmis sweis s 5vid s nisios s o/ 1053
Third Ave. R. Co., Rajlwny Register

Manuf'g Co. v. (149 U. 8. 783)........ 1051
Third Ave. R. Co., Root v. (146 U. S. 210) 100
Thomas v. Western Car Co. (149 U. S.

25 R R S
Thompson v. Carlisle (149 U S. 788)..
Thompson v. St. Nicholas Nat. Bank (146

U 8. BA0):swssvinmesasmessionsss seanw B8
Thompson, Derby v. (146 U S 476). .... 181
Thomson, Smith v, (149 U. S. 786)......1052
Thorington v. City Council of Montgom-

ery (147 U. 8. 490)..... P DI Y ves 394
Tiernan, Giozza v. (148 U. 8. 657)..0... 721
Tiernan, Giozza v. (149 U. 8. 774)......1047
Tobriner, Washington & G. R. Co. W.

(Washington & G. R. Co. v. Harmon's

Adm'r, 147 U. 8. 57TD)..cvvvnn.. cacsas BBT
Todd v. Kauffman (149 U. S. 78%)......1053
Toledo & O. C. R. Co., McGourkey v.

(146 U. 8. 536).venvrnnsnnnnss sesseses 210
Toplitz v. Hedden (146 U. S. 252)....0.. 70
Tourtelott, Wilkins v. (149 U. S. 791)...1054
Town of Lansing, Lytle v. (147 U. S. 59) 254
Town of Okolona, Barnum v. (148 U.

S 393). wows wees i veee amens s e .. 638
Townsend, Smith v. (148 U. S. 490)..... 634
Travers v. Buckley (149 U. 8. 788). 2. .21053

DR

. 824
1053



CASES REPORTED.

Page

Pruesdell, United States v. (148 U. 8.
196) ssusssossaswnssessse esseessenses D32
Tyler, Ex parte (149 U S. 164).cceevees 785
Tyler, Ex parte (149 U. 8. 191)..... eswe T93

Ulrich v. McGowan (149 U, 8. 789).....1053
Underwood v. Gerber (149 U. S. 224)... 854
Union Bridge Co., St. Louis, A. & T. R.

Co. v. (149 U. S. T84). cveevens wesear v 1081
Union Pac. R. Co. v. Goodridge (149 U.

8. '680). senisaannsseenissessavessnan OG0
Union Pae. R. Co. v. Taggart (149 U.

81, 698) rsvnis ssm i SRR SRR T SO
Union Pae. R. Co., Doyle v., two cases

(147 U. 8. 413)
Union Pac. R. Co., United States v. (148

U. S 562)cecceiassasssciassscsaccans 724
Union River Logging R. Co., Noble v.
(14T . B. 165)scsvrsssasssswsevaness 271

United Lines Tel. Co. v. Boston Safe-
Deposit & Trust Co. (147 U. S. 431)... 396
United States v. Alexander (148 U. S.
180) sssasss vasmase s aTEs Y eEs Sas@s v
United States v. California & O. Land
Co. (148 U. S. 81)...... e RS SRR 458
United States v. Colton Marble & Lime
Co. (146 U. 8. 615).vcvcercencrannnns
United States v. Dalles Military Road
Co. (148 U. 8. 49).vvrvvvnernnesanannns
United States v. Dumas (149 U. 8. 278).. 872
United States v. Dumas (149 U. S. 287).. 874
United States v. Dunnington (146 U. S.
BBBY 4 oroiws viniars 6 5 epins worwes wEwn FSENE 1O
United States v. Erwin (147 U. S. 685).. 443
United States v. Fletcher (147 U. 8. 664) 434
United States v. Fletcher (148 U. S. 84) 552
United States v M'owkes (149 U. 8. 789)..1053
United States v. Gates (148 U, S. 134)... 570
United States v. Gilbert (149 U. S. 789)..1053
United States v. Hall (147 U. S. 691).... 478
United States v. Harmon (147 U. S. 268) 327
United States v. Humphries (149 U. S.
2TT)  oroind Fiure drn s svinmaorams 9o afas Kaleria
United States v. Isaacs (148 U. 8. 654)...
United States v. Jones (147 U. S. 672)... 437
United States v. Jones (149 U. S. 262)... 840
United States v. King (147 U. S. 676)... 439
United States v. McCandless (147 U. S.

679

OB2) o sminms slahs 5 mei e s s ran araners # 465
United States v. Marvin (149 U. 8. 780)..1053
United States v. Mock (149 U. S, 273)... 848
United States y. Mock (149 U. S. 789). ..1053
United States v. “Old Settlers” (148 U. S.

o S S e 650
United States v. P"l} ne (147 U. 8. 687).. 442
United States v. Perry (146 U. S. 71)... 26
Tnited States v. Pitman (147 U. S. GU‘.)). . 425

United States v. Post (148 U. 8. 124). ...
United States v. Schoverling (146 U. S.
() NN 'S O S S —————
United States v. Snyder (149 U. 8. 210).
United States v. Soathern Pae. R. Co.,
two cases (146 Ul S, 570) e e evrvinanes
United .\t.lte\ v. Southern Pac. R. Co.
(46 T. S, 615) s cvnveevrnnnnnsnnnnnn . 163
United States v. Tanner (147 U. S. 661).. 436
United States v. Taylor (147 1. 8. 695).. 479

567

24

. 846

Xv

Pag
United States v. The Itata (149 U. S.

789)
United States v. Truesdell (148 U. S. 196) 532
United States v. Union Pac. R. Co. (148

LU I T [ R e S P 724
United States v. Wanamaker (147 U. 8.

BEDY oo mituoracepsye 2iEials ool Tl 1l o 1 . 279
United States, Abadle v. (149 U. S, 261)..
United States, Arnold, Constable & Co

. (147 Th 8. 49 cusecvimssnvssssaes 406
United States, Benson v. (146 U S. 32.)) 60
United States, Cameron v. (146 U. S. 533) 184
United States, Cameron v. (148 U. S. 301) 595
United States, Curtner v. (149 U. S. 662) 935
United States, Curtner v. (149 U. S. 662)..1041
United States, Earnshaw v. (146 U. S.

00). s amER TR SR AR bl ST cee 14
United States, Eureka & P. R. Co. V.

(149 W. 8. TT8)cecerassansescononsons 1046
United States, FFong Yue Ting v. (149

T B, [GOBY vy aiagiranasaismaagayas winsazagepernisis 3o 1016
United States, German Bank of Memphis

Y. (A48. 0. B. BT8). vus snwnssonmsnasess 702
United States, Hill v, (149 U. S. 593)....1011

United States, Horner v. (147 U. S. 440).. 409
United States, Isaacs v. (149 U. S. 776)..1048
United States, Lee Joe v. (149 U. S.698) 1016
United States, Lewis v. (146 U. S. 370).. 136
United States, McMullen v. (146 U. S. 360) 127
United States, Mattox v. (146 U. S. 140) 50
United States, Monongahela Navigation
Co. v. (148 U & 812); susssassssavsins 622
United States, Mulholland v. (149 U. S.
T82)
United States, Ogden v. (148 U. S. 390)..
United States, Pam-to-pee v. (Phineas
Pam-to-pee v. United States, 148 U.
I 4 1 T42
United States, Passavant v. (148 U. S.
2IE) Loiv ameinis sarer samees s 3 A PES BRI
United States, Pettibone v. (148 U. 8.197) 5
United States, Phineas Pam-To-Pce v.
148 U. 8. 691 (Pam-to-pee v. United
Btotes) . su.66 500 ¢ sisins s oieie 53 T BVR
United States, Pottawatomie Indians v
(148 U. 8. 691)veeneenrnnennnannnnns
United States, Itoget v. (148 U. 8. 167)..
United States, San Pedro & Canon Del
Agua Co. v. (146 U. S. 120). vveveennnn
United States, Savage v. (149 U. S. 785)..1051
United States, Shoemaker v. (147 U. S.
282) casws RIS TSI § $y 6o B TR Dl SR
United States, Smithmeyer v. (147 U. S.
B2) o TrE TR had Brazis uie|Simiesvratetiy EIFIn
United States, State of Indiana v. (148
LIRS R 5 564
United States, Stotesbury v. (146 U. S.
BOBY o mwieinwwmimmimon mesesiers s s ostan, Jes
United States, The San Dicgo v. (14) U.

602

505

B T8Q) sswwevs sesmesswsn T s sei 1052
United States, Wilson v. (149 U. S. 60).. 765
United States, Wong Quan v. (149 U.

S. 698, u:00 ees sumansmesvescnseseTsais 1016

Van Gunden v. Virginia Coal & Iron Co.
(149 U, B. T90)cnoasssomomumescosswss 1053
Van Winkle v. Crowell (146G U. S. 42)..,



xvi

Page

Vincent v. People of the State of Califor-
nia (149 T. 8. 648)...cvivcccvesseess 960
Virginia v. Paul (148 U. 8. 107).. .. 536

Virginia v. State of Tennessee (148 U.
S. 503)

Virginia Coal & Iron Co., Van Gunden
W (AD T8 "TOONG dhaeviimnia/om§mime s poptare 1053
Vulcan Iron Works v. Skinner (149 U.
8, TO0Y wenensanosssancunnsonanesnes

s en

Wade v. Chicago, 8. & St. L. R. Co. (149

T. 8. 82iccase S o 5 S 5 VAT B B 892
Wade, American Loan & Trust Co. of

New York v. (149 U. S. 327).ccceusea. 892
Waldie v. Hubel (149 U. 8. 790)....4...1054
Walker v. Seeberger (149 U. 8. 541)..... 981
Walker v. Seeberger (149 U. S. 541)..... 983
Walker, Northern Paec. R. Co. v. (148

T, 35! D e e Y fo T Y Yo o ¥ eeee 650
Wallace, Potts v, (146 U. 8. 68D). .. uue b
Walter v. Northeastern R. Co. (147 U. S.

BTOY 5imm1s. 9505 500,55 3150%, 535w 515 Swde ve. 348
Walter, Grant v. (148 U. 8. 541 vensene 699
Wanamaker, Cadwalader v. (149 U. S.

BBB) fis s dinfe i5aisn ke w s daes @ gesse e 979
Wanamaker, Cadwalader v. (149 U. S.
L) e smoendeless sl e ness e 983
Wanamaker, United States v. (147 U.

B: 149) :xscsesiesssiesssees aamnssve . 279
Ware v. Gulveston City Co. (146 U. S
LOBY xrums,0.w7sm, 0% avwtnd wremals & 5w 8 5w siswees 8B

Warner, Craig v. (149 U. 8. 7TT1)..0v....1045
Wasatch Mining Co. v. Crescent Mining

Go. (148 U, 'S: 293). ceiv e smans s0ansanas 600
Washington & G. R. Co. v. Distriet of
Columbin (146 U. S, 227)..c0evueas 64

Washington & G. R. Co. v. Tobriner
(Washington & G. R. Co. v. Harmon'’s
Adm'r, 147 U. S. 57D vevaernnss senes OOT

Watson v. Belfield (149 U. S. 790)..e...1054

CASES REPORTED,

Paze
Weatherhead v. Coupe (147 U. S. 322).. 312
‘Western Car Co., Thomas v. (149 U. S
BB o ReiTehd ST R RS STV YT YRR 824
Western Land Co Hamblin v. (147 U.
BIBBUY 0 aiooie mpmponmim ey o salm 7ari3TSE e o 353
Western Union Tel Co., City of St. Louis
V. (148 UL 8: 92)ucconnsasnsssosesasss 485
Western Union Tel. Co., Clty of St. Louis
v. (149 U. 8. 463)..... .............. 990
Whalen, Northern Pac. R. Co v. (149
i &, ABD v avwnm svmumsmiensmessosssese B22
Whaley, Campbell v. (149 U. 8. 768).. 1044
Whitman Saddle Co., Smith v. (148 U
BTN wpa:aragnr aznsaqamera mSpa: pzarseal e S¥0, S o Bl x5 768

Wight Fireproofing Co. v. Chicago Iire-

proofing Co. (149 U. 8. 790). cevevrnnnn 1054
Wilcox, Williams v. (140 U. S. 791)....1054
Wilkins v. Tourtelott (149 U. S. 791)...1054
Williams v. Abeel (149 U. 8. 791)......1054
Williams v. Wilcox (149 U. 8. 791).....1054
Wilmington & W. R. Co. v. Alsbrook

(148 Ui S, 210)swes swosasavsssonssans 02
Wilson v. United States (149 U. S. GO) 5 760
Wilson, Hardee v. (146 U. S. 179)......
Witherow, Sheffield Furnace Co. v. (149

U. S. 574)..... T P cevsive D34
Witters, Burton v. (149 U. S. 767).....1044
Wolfe v. Hartford Life & Annuity Ins.

Co. (148 U, 8. 889): csvsssnsssssissanan 602
Wong Quan v. United States (149 U. 8.

698)
‘Wood, Consolidated Electric nght Co.

v., two cases (149 U. S. T70). cevvueens

Yesler v. Board of Harbor Line Com'rs
(146 U. S. 646). convunnincanns STRTats SRlaTs 190
Yonkers, National Meter Co. v. (149 U.
8. 48) iiisavesmacsssessvancansvsasve Tk

Zane, City of Cairo v. (149 U. S. 122).. 803



