L

 "m mm o om - s

e el T PR e e P o B LA e

. , - . . _- .IH...l. ...-.. |m...._|.r...m. =1



National Reporter System. United States Serles.

SUPREME COURT REPORTER.

VOL. 3.

CASES ARGUED AND DETERMINED

IN THE

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

OCTOBER TERM, 1883.

OCTOBER, 1883—FEBRUARY, 1884,

ROBERT DESTY, Eprros.

BAINT PAUL:

WEST PUBLISHING COMPANY.
1884.



CoryricuT, 1884,
BY
WEST PUBLISHING COMPANY,

9th Reprint— 1983



JUSTICES

OF THE

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

OCTOBER TERM, 1888.

CHIEF JUSTICE:
Hox. MORRISON R. WAITE.

ASSOCIATES:
Hox. SAMUEL F. MILLER.
Hon. STEPHEN J. FIELD.
Hox. JOSEPH P. BRADLEY.
Hox. JOHN M. HARLAN.
Hox. WILLIAM B. WOODS.
Hox. STANLEY MATTHEWS.
Hon. HORACE GRAY.
Hox. SAMUEL BLATCHFORD.

ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Hox. BENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER.

SOLICITOR GENERAL:
Ho~. SAMUEL FIELD PHILLIPS.
(i)



ALLOTMENT OF THE JUSTICES

OF THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

APRIL 3, 1882.

FIRST OIRCUIT.

Comprising Mains, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island.
JusTioE HORACE GRAY, of Massachusetts. Appointed December 20, 1881,
by President Arthur.
SECOND CIRCUIT.

Comprising New York, Vermont, and Connecticud.

JusticE SAMUEL BLATCHFORD, of New York. Appointed March 27,
1882, by President Arthur.

THIRD CIRCUIT.

Comprising Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware.
JusticE J. P. BRADLEY, of New Jersey. Appointed March 21, 1870, by
President Grant.
FOURTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, and
South Carolina.
Cmier JUSTICE M. R. WAITE, of Ohio. Appointed January 21, 1874, by
President Grant.
FIFTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas.
Justice WILLIAM B. WOODS, of Georgia. Appointed December 21, 1880,
by President Hayes.
SIXTH CIRCUIT,.
Comprising Ohio, Michigan, Kentucky, and Tennesses.
JusTicE STANLEY MATTHEWS, of Ohio. Appointed May 13, 1881, by
President Garfield.
SEVENTH CIRCUIT.

Comprising Indiana, Illinots, and Wisconsin.
Justice J. M. HARLAN, of Kentucky. Appointed November 29, 1877, by
President Hayes.
EIGHTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, Nebraska, and
Colorado.
JusTicE S. F. MILLER, of Iowa. Appointed July 16, 1862, by President
Lincoln.
NINTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising California, Oregon, and Nevada.

Justice S. J. FIELD, of California, Appointed March 10, 1868, by Presi-
dent Lincoln.
(iv)



Supreme Court Reporter References

for cases reported in

United States Reports

U.8 S8.Ct

VOL. 109, UNITED STATES REPORTS.

8.Ct.|U.8B. B.Ct. | U.8. B8.Ct.|U.8 B.Ct.|U.8. B8.Ct | U8 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. Vel. Pg. | Pg. Vol. Pg.
1 3 150 | 108 70 | 180 3 111 | 244 3 193 |3 8 270 | 485 8 327 |62 3 4
3 3 18 | 110 78 | 185 3 164 | 258 3 2773 3 228 | 604 8 357|633 3 531
63 3 8 | 17 105 | 189 3 157 | 268 3 284 | 398 3 205 | %13 3 345 | 641 3 5%
63 3 9 |121 99 | 194 8 1R |26 3 219 | 401 3 304 | 622 8 315 | 650 3 4%
84 3 8|1 88 | 200 3 117|278 3 207 | 408 3 236 | 627 3 363 | 651 3 436
66 3 1|139 96 | 206 3 122|285 3 211|421 3 289 | 560 9 339 | 654 3 47
74 3 67 | 143 164 | 211 3 161 | 297 3 169 | 428 3 319 | 656 3 396 | 659 3 479
4 3 343|146 151 | 216 3 26 | 297 3 245 | 432 3§ 272|573 $ 414 | 665 3 4R
i) 3 61 | 150 136 | 221 3§ 144 | 329 § 188 | 440 3 301|578 3 379 | 669 3 4
84 3 68 | 162 92 | 229 3 131 | 336 3 202 | 446 § 292|578 3 617 | 672 3 445
90 3 73 | 168 108 | 230 3 129 | 41 3 252 | 446 3 f09 | 608 3 407 | 672 4 16
2] 3 85 | 173 108 | 232 3 120 | 357 3 221 | 468 3 an | 618 3 314 | T02 3 594
103 3 68 | 174 84 | 235 3 167 | 371 8 263 | 417 3 314|621 t I 3 5%
104 3 69 | 177 114 | 238 3 184|381 3 269 1478 3 322|627 3 i |1% 8 B02
108 3 T | 180 83
VOL. 110, UNITED STATES REPORTS.
U.8, 8CtL|U.8. S8CtL|U.8B. S8.Ct|U.B B.CL|U.8. B8Ct.|US BSCL|US& S8Ct
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 Vol. Pg
1 3 43| 81 3 507 | 205 3 565 | 264 4 94 | 33 4 81 | 471 4 4 170
7 3§ 48| M 3 548 | 209 8 6573|272 4 6 | 347 4 48 | 490 4 4 312
15 3 495 | 108 2 537|212 3 668 | 278 4 27 | 334 4 24 | 499 4 4 152
21 3 48 (119 8 617 | 215 4 4 | 288 4 90 | 38% 4 % | 518 4 4 18
42 3 441|131 4 38 | 216 3 583 | 298 4 1| 286 4 79 | 518 4 4 184
47 3 ATL | 148 3 b45 | 217 3 639 | 301 4 5 | 389 4 85 | 558 4 4 180
51 3 424 | 151 3 58 | 219 $ 582 | 304 3 638 | 398 4 26 568 4 4 IT0
52 3 425 | 156 3 690 | 222 3 638 | 305 4 400 4 25 ;574 4 4 325
53 8 476 | 162 8 665 | 223 3 640 | 311 4 12 | 400 4 27 590 4 4 226
57 8§ 433 [ 174 3 570 | 224 3 640 | 317 4 19 | 401 4 ' R02 4 4 214
59 3 427|178 4 78 | 225 3 58 | 321 4 21 | 403 4 102 608 4 4 196
61 3 440|183 4 71| 227 4 17 | 8% 4 90 | 414 4 107|619 4 4 19
63 8§ 462 | 193 4 67 | 229 4 33 | 330 4 147 1421 4 1221 630 4 4 I
76 9 43200 8 b6z 1238 3 60
3 8.Crt.



CASES REPORTED

{ Where the title of the cases in this volume varies from that given in 108, 109, or 110

U. 5., both titles appear in braces.)

Adams v. Conn....oecunee Mo® 33 BRI snbe e nsis 20D
Adams, New Orleans Nat. Bx’g ASSDV..... Wi 38 E s e 161
Adams County, OSDOTNE Viueer vvirvevnessenannensins veees 160
Alabama Gold L. Ins. Co. v. Nichols......cccovnvenrnnnan.. 120
Albright v. Emery........ S o B B 0050 aarce mcanesin:NIOIN & Higih B seond
Allen v. Withrow .. ... c.vveeuneseonnsioneronencinssnennnn
American Bible Soc. v. Price......
American Cent. Ins. bo ., Grace v..

Arnson V. Murphy ............ -

Arthur ¥, Pastor.uswssssssssvsessseneresns

Arthur, Newman Ve ...........
Atlantic Mut. Ins. Co. v. Good Intent Tow-boat Co.,

The Tornado, g 8
Atlantic Mut. Ins. Co., Good Intent Tow-boat Co. v., 78

The Tornado, } """
Aurrecoeches V. Bang8..eaveerieiussacsssarsnannnsces seses 639
Bachman v. LAWSOD :veee civusnsanas
Bailey v. United Btates............
Baker v. United States, exrel......
Baltimore & O. R. Co., Randall v..covavinnn s dstesaa.anie 322
Bangs, Aurrecoechea V,.eevevessvssasans SRR S8 § 38 SR S 639
Barlow, Chouteau V....oocoiecarenevecs VEREE w0 888 AR eee 620
Bemiss v. Bemiss..ocenveraan O T LT T SRAEREE WRETAS 441
Bemiss v. Taylor...... RN e meseRa e SEAEE 0 $5 8 8 3 T 441
Bemiss, TAYIOT V.. covueriveienisnascnnnens Rk 85885 AAREA . 441
Bemiss, Willis v..... S S T RAE 22508 2 e BT 441
Bendey v. Townsend.......oeovnennnnn S ST .o 482
Bernard, Tp. of, v. MOITISON, sevvessreccncecsvasononnnns con 252
Bernard Tp. of v. Stebbins...... e eeseee s 252
Bissell v, Tp. of Bpring Valley . c.iis cevvecssasasnoss woraoe 555
Board of Liquidation v. Louisville & N. R. Co..vvivevinnen 144
Board of Mississippi Levee Com’'rs, Meath v...... ....c.cvv 284
Booth v TIeTNaN . csssxnvsssvessse swsmsmmnen s ssewssssons 122
Boyd, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co.. §6 B3 E RS AR 485
Boyer; Bx PArLE: snuvsssas: vas s 355 s peswwaauawas s s s s Yasyesa 434
Brooks, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co..ovvne sunsneannsnnnn . 485
Broughton Manhattan L. Ins. Co.V.ueeer vannennan ¢ SACERRIS 99
Brown, Evans v..... § B SRS FONER § A 8 8 UE § SeeHale cesness 89
Brown Tp., LOWIS ¥.oo. s s vessinsssane sonseissnmas SRS 92
Brownville, Ft. K. & Pac. R. Co.,, Thomas v.....eevuusivans 315
Burdett, BEstey V..ooeeiieiriniaaans ehie eeen sesans sabee e 531
Camphell, HEWith Vieoes i coeesssvesas soissnne sossasisnsnas 68
Canada 8. R. Ry. Co. v. Gebhard, (four CASES;) s ssaspnss ovus 363
Carey, United States v., (WO CAS€8,) . cvevererrenrsirannneasn 424

109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
110 U.
110 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
110 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U
109 U.
110 U.
110 U.
110 U.
110 U.
110 U.
110 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
110 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
110 U.
109 U.
110 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.

110 U.

PEm EREREPREDLEEREERDRREEDERE B0 & REHNDEREREN

381
. 211

232
650
119

278
238
139
132
110

110
217

659
432
229
478
217
238

42

42

665
341
341
162
221
268
205

27
629

27
121
180
162
522
633

103
527
51



viii OABES REPGRTED.

Carter v. Greenhow....... seseenenns
Carusi, Howard v..ee....
Casey, Hambro v.........
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. v.
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R v. Brooks......
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v. Cutter....
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v.Dundon......
R v
R v

. e earne mvvanea.. 583
Boyd ......................

Cedar Rapids & M. RR. . Greenstreet. .
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v. s seeees
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v. 1ddings. L |}
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R, Co. v. .

Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v. Lake...... ..... R TCOIIT 485
Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v. Wooster.... ................ 4856
Challen, Holland ¥..cccvvveecnnnnnnrcrssaases sasavasenves 49D
Lhambers, Holland V.vevveee... B L T 1 |
Chicago & A. R. Co. v. Union R. M. CO. v vuenenen snesan onsn 594
Chouteau v. Barlow........... e e w RFEETT e saamweesee O
Citizens' Nat. BK., JeNNness V...sceasescasssscesccnsennsonss 425
Civil Rights Ca8e8, .orncases s cassssvssmaiaivecews ssssessonie 1B
Claflin v. Com. Ins. C0...cveeeeseresnssnsrensescananns ... 507
Claflin v. Franklin Ins. Co.... . 607
Claflin v. Western Assurance Co ...... . .. 507
Clements v. Odorless Excav. App. Cou.vcvvvennnsiireanonnss 525
Clephane, District of Columbia v...... n ey aday e BOS
Colorado M. & 1. Co., GoodwWin V..eesevenrenns piwe e e e e .. 473

Commonwea]th Ins. Co., Claflin V. .erevessnsoniasns ssesanss: DOT
Conn, Adams V...cevuevevenesns

s sreeseusssavasesessessnans SOD

conn Plagh ¥. i coenios samunng e 56 swsnes esvassussenecacsiosns 203
Connecticut Mut. L. Ins. Co., WaIDEr Veeeo coense cosnvasnae 221
Conners, County of Green v............. eessescssssss secnss 09
Cordesman, Fay v. . vesssssecessen 231

County Com’'rs of Cherokee Co. v. leson smevesue s ieesen OOD
Cragin v. Lovell, (two cases). .
Crow Dog, Ex purte,

Ex parte Kan-gi-shun-ca, }
Cunningham v. Macon & B. R. Co...cvvvvsevnanvane. .. 292, 609
Cutler, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. Vicveeensaanressssanss. 488

cssus sesassasevensenesass sesa 132

cassasesssassessssassesvenss 396

Daniel, City of Opelika V...ccesscasevsncessecessssacvanes . 70
Davis, Ellis v....... GOl 6 4 8P SN SOOI e § 5 BN 327
Dennett, Laver v....oevieunen. susnssaases T T ST -
Densmore Matthews V.eesceesanenn cessassssesecses 126
Des Moines Valley R. Co., Dubuqne, etc "R C0. Vourrnaenn 188
Dimpfel v. Ohio & M. Rg ........... o T g e e seesme DIS
District of Columbia v. lephane........................... 568
Dodge Co., United States Vv....oevrvveeeenuinnnn . «.. b90
Doublc-pointed Tack Co. v. Two Rivers M. Co.. .es 105
Downton v. Yaeger Milling Co.vuvvvnnnn esesvessanae 10
Dows v. Johnson. . ... . sesanscscessses 640
Dubuque & 8. C. R. Co. v. Des M. Val. R, Co.....con0venunn 188
Dundon, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. V.. cavevesciveacenas. 485
Duvall, &'oungv...._ ........ seuessssessssessrssanansannss 410
Ellisv.Davis...coeivans T PR DRI PRy - |
Emery, Albright ¥..css sssososscnsoses semaarsessusenscessss 420
Estey v. Burdett: cone sovsanesssasass seeiaaae sssssenasnassss D31
Evans v. BroWhi. cvsesesecseassssssscsscssasocsasoseassonss 83
Fay v. Cordesman....eveesscssesasssssssospocsosssessasasse 230
Feibelman v. Packard......covnpeianns VAR R 289
First Nat. Bank v. Redick, 640
Omﬂhn Banl{ v Redlck } ------ —ae Srs R annw PR R
Figher, United States v..... N T S— saneans savens. ADE
Flash v. Conn..... Iy - - s wosseEsm w8

109 U.B. 63
109 U. S. 725
110 U. 8. 216
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. S, 27
110 U. S 27
110 U. 8. 27
110 U. 8. 15
110 U. 8. 59
109 U. 8. 702
110 U. 8. 238
110 U. 8. 52
109 U.8. 3
110 U. 8. 81
110 U. 8. 81
110 U. 5. 81
109 U. B. 641
110 U. 8. 212
110 U. 8. 1
110 U. 8. 8
109 U. 8. 381
109 U. 8. 371
109 U. S. 357
109 U. 8. 104
109 U. 8. 408
109 U. 8. 621
109 U. S. 194
109 U. 8. 556
109 U. S. 446
110 U. 8. 27
109 U. S. 108
109 U. S. 4856
109 U. 8. 90
109 U. S. 216
109 U. S. 329
110 U. 8. 209
110 U. 8. 212
110 U. 8.156
109 U. 8. 117
108 U. B. 466
110 U. 8. 223
109 U. 8. 329
110 U. 8. 27
109 U. 8. 573
109 U. 8. 485
109 U. 8. 650
109 U. 8. 633
109 U. 8. 180
109 U. 8. 408
109 U. 5. 421
110 U. B. 224

109 U. 8. 143
109 7. B. 371



OASES REPORTED,

Franklin Ins. Co., Claflin v.........- cssasvasnveecas 50T

Frelinghuysen v United States ex rel. | 462
Frellﬂghu}sen v Key ------- LR L

Frelinghuysen, United States ex rel. v., 462
La Abra M. Co. v. Frelinghuysen, } SR SRS P TET s

Funge, Winchester & P. Manuf’g Co. V....cvvvunn eassssese 436
Gale, United States V..cceeeevsssssoscss S eEeE sevne G ek ile e 1
Gallun KN Vi us i i somwes et ss 555 amtnamnm i ee ceesee.e 85
Gebhard Canada 8. Ry. Co. v. .y (four cases,) vee.cvcennccesss 363
bebons, United Btates V.eee . ssissasss cssnvavsons TR SPGB I §
Gilfillan v. Union Canal Co.. SeEREEARE s w e aaenwiie) O0%
Gilmer v. HiglaYoassiwsn « i 5 o000 s penanasisaie SEe IR .. 471
Good Intent Tow-boat Co. v. Atlantic, ete., Co., 8
The Tornado, } """ e
Good Intent Tow-boat Co. ,/Atlantic Mut. Ins. Co. v., 78
The Tornado, } —
Goodwin v, Colo. M. & 1. Co........ . Seretaae spewiaen AT

Green Co. v. Conners....

Greenhow, Carter v..... B eleierauae e (Siagiewimsarsiampawile ste .. 8
Greenhow, Poindexter ¥....u.veeeiiveisvnrnaens corannvnnns
Greenhow, SmMith ¥.sescuescesupsnsss R covmaenivime EBL
Grepnhow; WRILE Viiws, .oi ivssmmuraemseuseess pesmsmsaraai 8
Greenstreet, Cedar R. & M. R. R, Co. V.ivurvnivenianannsnns 485
Guion v. Liverpool, L. & G. Ins. C0...vcvivrvcissesssraneas 108
Halstead, Wyman v.,

Wyman v. United States ex rel., } :
Hambro vi. Ca8eY. aee 15444 senssvonve vassss
Hamilton, Kellogg Br. Co. v.. .
Hamllton, United Btates v:cescovsssosvsssassss
Hart v. Sansom ..... . i
Haskins v. St. L. & 8, B, Ry Counrnnarnnn P S -
Herring, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v ...... sewusaavaies S80
Hewitt v. Campbell....cccavuenns. AT e AR s 08
Higley, GIlMer V...coo00eeaeces o0 coneccnsss ws wasaEss FId
Hill Manuf'g Co., P. & N. Y. 8. 8. Co. V. vvevrununnn ++.379, 617
Hilton v. Merrltt ............................... eSS 548
Hoff v. Jasper Co..... Tole T axt B me waseramece ajsraie e BR8] S2 0D
Holland v. Challen.....c.iiieeiiieennennnan ST TS ceeess. 495
Holland v. Chambers..eecesecas O e oy o gt sl 41 4TS S L {
Hovey V. MEDOBRIA. , ciaus oonscs pmpsenanwnsamsspaisisasssess 136
Howard v. Carusi.... . 75
HizdsoR, LOTOTIX: Wiyeaiss:vesieelss s veaes: sy syesasaeeisoay . 309
Hudson, Sehott V.veeee ceveennanne T p—— ssmusivises wene. 314
Huidekoper, Macon Co. Ct. ¥..vvvevirinnnnenss sosamengenss AL
Hunt 7, Oliver. civeepsosocssomanss s aes ey weewrdsevesasve L1
Iddings, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co.. cecvesase 485

Indiana 8. R. Co. v. Liverpool. L. &G Ins Lo :......... 108
Inland & Seaboard Coasting Co., Potomac 8. Co. V.. .evees. 445

Iron 8. M.Co., Sullivan v....oevveveensss cannns vEEsecessane SO0
Jackson V. Roby.cceciane conaenencr cennnassasnn = 301
Jackson, ROby v.......ovvininnnn 301
Jacobus, Monongahela Nat. Bk. v oo 219
Jasper Lo Hoftv.... ... seseusees . 476
Jenking v. Loewenthal ... ...ees cosenses . 638
Jenness v. Citizens’ Nat. Bk.......... vesessusssvsenansssses 4206
Jewell, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v....... svssavesnsssess 48D

Johnson, DOWE ¥..cs cconssissinssesiss sessssisssssrasesans 640

110 U. 8.
110 U. B.
110 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. B.
109 U. 8.
109 U. B.
110 T. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
110 U. &.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. S.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. S.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8
110 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
105 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 T. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U, 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
109 U. 8.
110 U. 8.

8.

(=
'
o
S9a:
wmem

81

63
651

440

Bol
bo o v

Bue
-3 b2



X OABES REPORTED,

Jones, United States ¥....ccecccccsncocncrces.s eosscssscsss 340

Kan-gi-shun-ca, Ex parte,
e atie Crots Do '} Sk seey TP g brsdabl kb iiaiad IR
Kellogg Br. Co. v. Hamilton.......ccoeveuiiiniieeinneasneas 537

Key, Frelinghuysenv.,

E}’relmghu v B, } eeanene nea. 462
Keyesv. UnuedStatea gaeaiaraie e o Ry: . | .
King v. Gallun 85
Knox, Wabash, 8t. L. & P. Ry. Co. e e adomcsn T ek d 638
Knox Co. Ct. v. United Btates ex rel., (three cases,)..... eees 131
La Abra 8, M. Co. v. Frelinghuysen, 462

U. 8. ex rel, v. Frehnghuvsen, """" P pRERRRItEm e
Lake, Cedar Rapids & M. R. R. Co. v....... assoswneseseses 48D
Lamar v. McCay ..ouvunennnneas SRR A asseivee svaovese 167
Laver v. Dennett......c....... cosesmesss
Lawson, Bachman v.....ccccuu.n sene
Lawton, United States ¥...eevveesiinnievaaans
Lazear, Porter v ..... AT

Leroux v. Hudson...
Little, Townsend V.iseeseirssssssseosasssssis

leerpool L. & G. Ins. Co., Indiana 8. R. Co. v. s
Liverpool, L. & G. Ins. Co., Guion v ....... SRR e e 108
Loewenthal, JeRKING ¥ ;s siisiswmnmmisnnansaaeve T S 638
Louis v, Trustces of Brown Tp........... N v RIS 16 siE S 92
Louisiana ex rel. v. New Orleans, 211
btﬂte ex m] v. New Orleaus, B T R
Louisville & N. R. Co. v. Palmes. ........co0uene i T 193
Louisville & N. R. Co., Bd. of Liquidation v........... ceee. 144
Lovell, Cragin v., (tW0 C28€8,) .cceeevirerncnnsa eons vesessss 132
Macon Co. Ct. v. Huidekoper. ..ceeviennecoens pleiBieanere e nou 131
Macon & B. R. Co., Cunningham v.......
Manhattan L. Ins. Co. v. Broughton ore Kss e
Maurks, Snyder v . S SEEER R eRSIS U s FEA T
MATHD V. WeEbD. .. ... c0nennenrnnnnns .
Massachusetts Mut. L. Ins. Co. v. Union R. M. Co. .. ....... 594
Matthews v. Densmore ..oeoveees vt ornnsn cesssasveessss 126
Mayor, etc., of New Orleans, State ex rel, Visseweecenesvases S11
MayorofNewYork Miller v.. siedsEEIARBENR SR SR e s 229
McCay, Lamar v .......... PRSI AR SRR e e 167
McDonald, HOVEY V ..covvunnnarenncnsannnns
McNeal, Smith Wi ian o R roiela bauerersrs L RIRG SIS 95
Mead, ExX PATLE . «sa ssisinmmsinninr o oe aevmenssssiss
Meath v. Bd. of Mississippi Levee Com'rs.....
Meeker, Winthrop lron Co. v........ S 051
Memphis G. L. Co. v. Taxing Dist ......cce0nuiunnn
Memphis & C. R. Co. Robinson Viieennanas T s By WY 18
Merzitl, Bilton % svsiosiayevamonsoapviannsss somsis isayns 548
Miller v. Mayor of New York .............................. 228
Mitchell, United Btates V. eessoanscos ssessenns T 151
Monongahela Nat. Bk. v. TACODUS . +vvmsvovnemnnns el Ees 219
Mortison; Bernard Tp. Vessescoossssrasvaisnvess sossnanesis 252
Murphy,Amsonv.,......... ....... vemuseaeeen s cessenens 184
Newinan v. ArthOr.cssevssisssessssnesseoes oiessasesed .. 88
New Orleans, Mayor, etc., State ex rel. v., 211
Mayor, etc., of New Orleans v. Louisiana ex rel. } """ ?
New Orleans Nat, Banking Ass’'n v. Adams......ov0eviinan 161
New York, Mayor of, Millerv., 293
Miller v. Ma.vorofNY S R SRS SR
Nichols, Alabama G. L. Ins. €0V sssssnmasanesnmes STEREEE 120

Nichols, United Btates v...eceeeciceaseessssarsnssssassssss 18

110 U,

109 U. 8. 518

109 U. 8. 556
110 U. 8. 108
110 U. 8. 63

109 U. 8. 336
109 U. B. 99
110 U. 8. 304
103 U. B. 229

110 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
110 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
110 U.
109 U.

109 U.

109 U.
109 U.
109 U.
109
109
109
109
110
109
109
109
109

E

.

CRPEETRNERLRERREDDEERE BED @ RRREERBREDEE B
[
| ]
—

-
[
©w
cadangadgedaaagaasagacs
”
8

et
(=1
=]
addaat
mmEw w
[
@®
o



OASHS REPORTED,

Odorless Excav. App. Co., Clements v...... cessesosnssssss B2B
Ohio & M. Ry. Co., Dimpfel ¥...cc.c0vevcotcnsaacesonssess 573
Oliver v. Rumford Chem. WOIKS. .vus ss.svnesessnrneosssens 61

Oliver, Hunt v........ tesssesesasiseessssosesenen sasannses 114
Omaha Bank v, Redick, 640
Fil‘st st Bk‘ '. Mick’ FRB PO LT N AR NN BB e e
Opelika City v. Damel R TRRRTE A 5 ESRR S s il 90
Osborne v. Adams Co...e00uvenns P ST e BT IV S .. 150
Packard, Feibelman v............
Palmes, Lomsvxlle&N R. Co. Voo
Pastor, Arthur v............. .
Pennsylvnnis Ex parte, 84
Ex parte State of Pennsylvania, e e e R SNSRI
Pickrell, Robertson v..... e —— sesmemnanseensssees sass BT
Poindexter V. GreenhoW...eooen..ono... ise vesesnvesneasees B
Porter v. Lazear.. eSS 58
Potomac 8. Co.v. Inland&S €. 00 vnr sussaneasesseinses 348
Potomac 8. Co. v. Upper Potomac 8. Co.uvvsvaesnnnnerenen 445
Preston v. Walsh..veeeiuieens e SRS ETR RS .............169 245
Preston, WaISh V..icecocnvsvsnassossnssse sesssessevsns 169, 245
Price, Amer. Blble Bog, Yeaoumusemsiescsasias veesnenessors 440
Providence & N. Y. 8. B. Co. v. Hill Manuf’gCo .......379, 617
Randall v. Baltimore & O. R. Co...ecvevnuvevcnrernnsseness. 322
Redfield v. Ystalyfera Iron Osvinnisvos bosnss vessssacsscses 570
Redick, First Nat. Bk. v., 640
omahaB‘nkv Mlck ------- R YT R
Retzer v. Wood.....occvenes P YT R Y Coun A L 164
Rickman, Steever v..... o5 fodine wioaeeia eeguele seesevasnces.87, 348
Robertson v. Pickrell . .o00vvun... oy et el aletere st svvamanves 207
Robinson v. Memplus& C. R.COveveree so v Mty 3 essen 18
Roby v. Jackson . sesesswens 301
Roby, Jackson V..e.... .. 301
Rumford Chem. Workas, Oliver v.. . 61
Ryan, United States v........ . we R —— 18
St. Louis & 8. E. R. Co., Hagking ¥.eee.c.covverstssasseses 12
Balamanca Tp. v. Wilson......... cheBess e cesssnesssines 344
Bangom, HATY Viissesevinse sssesavmmmmniosesssers sevsaonse DBB
Schott v. Hudson. ....... T T T T T R gy . i (|
Schreiber, Ex parte, 493
Schreiber v. Sharpless, § ****-* R S e
Bharpless, Schreiber v.,} 423
Expmeschreiber, R R L L R IR Y
Bherman Co. v. Simonds.....coe00uuues SO RS R «oeee 502
Bimonds, Sherman Co. V......co0ecenssscsesaessassscesss. D02
Singleton, United States v. ............ $8 censusccsseseese 18
Sioux City & P. R. Co. vUnltedStatﬂ..................... 565
Smith v. reenhow oD L S—— Tl an ST SRTRIEE, A
Smithv. McNeal...oooiiiiiiivierenieecnnnnnes esccansasses 319
Snyder v. Marks....cceeuues ponesess s s e R R mnaansonnss DO
Boife, ZANG ¥..veecroneiceasvnn veEes s sewee sda N ST 562
Spring Valley Tp., Bissell v..... I —— seevesusvass DOD
Stanley,UmtedStstesv................................... 18
State ex rel. v. New Orleans, 11
Louisiana ex rel. v. Mayor, etc., of N.O., } SRRy
State of Pennsylvania, Ex parte, 84
Ex parte Pen. ;:{lvanis FETE s TR sU N EN SRS Ee R e
Stebbins, Bern! TP: Wi sassesamssonnsesapsesson sesaenoans Sl
Steever v. Rickman .. .....c..ccvveneen sEnsesnevesvucesebly 343
Struble, Terre Haute & L Ry. 00. ¥..0viveniccrcaccnsensss 370
Bullivan v. Iron 8. M. CO..cvvvvicrcnsanccnnnnns cosesenness 39

Busquehanna Boom Co. v. West Br. Boom Co......0eseee.. 438

X1
109 U. 8. 641
110 U. B. 209
109 U. 8. 75
109 U. B.177
110 U. B. 224
108 U. 8. 108
109 U.B. 1
109 U. 8. 421
109 U. B. 244
109 U. 8. 139
109 U. 8. 174
109 U. 8. 608
109 U. 8. 63
109 U.B. 84
109 U. 8. 672
109 U. 8. 672
109 U. 8. 297
109 U. S. 297
110 U. B. 61
109 U. 8. 578
109 U. B. 476
110 U. 8. 174
110 U. 8, 224
109 U. 8. 185
109 U. 8. 74
109 U. 8. 608
109 U.B. 3
109 U. 8. 440
109 U. 8. 440
109 U.B. 75
109 U.B. 3
109 U. 8. 106
109 U. 8. 627
110 U. 8. 151
109 U. 8. 477
110 U.B. 78
110 U. 8. 76
109 U. B. 735
109 U. B. 736
109 U. 8. 3
110 U. 8. 205
109 U. B. 669
109 U. 8. 426
109 U. 8. 189
110 U. 8. 200
110 U. 8. 162
109 U. 8. 3
109 U. 8. 285
109 U. 8. 174
109 U. 8. 341
109 U.B. 74
109 U. 8. 381
109 U. 8. 550
110 U, B. &7



xii COABES REPORTED,

Bweeney v. United Btales. .cccusoncsssoreaces sevensensnsss 344

Taxing Dist., Memphis G, L. Co. Vivuveerevrneterseessnsesns 205
Taylorv. Bemiss cceecnsecres snsennscoses sianss snessnnsanes 441
Taylor, Bemiss v .....0vuuese sssusssscessssssssssnsesnassss 441
Terra Haute & I. Ry. Co. v. Btruble......cee000e0e0s ... esse 270
Thomas v. Brownville, Ft. K. & P.R. C0..ve0cseccseeaess. 315
Tiernan, BOOtR ¥\ yus eesesa ¢ sueus snsnsuosese sissionasiaoss 120
Tornado, The,

Good Intent T. B. Co, v. Atlantic M. Ins. Co., } ....,00ee. 78

Atlantic M. Ins. Co. v. Good Intent T, B. Co.,
Townsend v. Little ....coveaennan. esssenveisie-asss ansee SO
Townsend, Bendey v...... sessensnencasssnss s sencesvasncs 483
Trustees of Brown Tp., Louis v., 932

Louis v. Brown Tp., TeRt e Trrtremmeseese
Two Rivers Manuf’g Co., Tack C0. Veeueaee.n.veraeees vaeass 105

Union Canal Co., Gilfillan v..... cesseceesseresesnsseesnsecs SO4
Union R. M. Co., Chicago & A. R. C0. V.vvueruererrannann .. 594
Union R. M. Co., Mass., Mut. L. Ins. CO. Vereverevreressonen. H94
United States v. Bailey ....... R cesesse susene S12
United States v. Carey, (LWO C88€8,)cuseuscureesrrnansvannen. 424
United States v. Dodge Co........
United States v. Fisher....ccoveeenaas
United States v. Gale...oceeesvanne s
United States v. Gibbons
United States v. Graham...
United States v. Grant...ces e

United States v. Hamilton. ....eeeueuveeasae secsssssse ssosas 9
United States v. JOnes . ... cieveucvnsenrinireecssaensnveesss 346
United States v. LAWOD . ceaveeeassnsesaasasnscss eessansess 545
United States v. Mitchell ceseessosessnsscassseesossssssines 151
United States v. NicholS.eeesseeaecseeccasas Sseensssinasaves 18
United States v. Ryan ..uvccivevenesannnnnaseicscs s sesseee 18
United States v. Singleton..eeseessusescsnsssssociossrsanes 18
United States v. Stanley..coeeeececesonsnere.vananians vewess 18
United States v. Walker...... Gaea reasnesanssasnesansnceione Q0T
United States, Keyes vV...cccesceesnann . 202
United States, Sioux City & P. R. Co. v... ves.b65
United States, Sweeney v........ccoiviinaes 9108 wace = weusimmis e 344
United States, exrel. v. Frelinghuysen, 462
La Abra 8. M. Co. v. Frelinghuysen, } ve st EsEEEy S wames
United States, ex rel., Baker v........... .. s semanmsvae sess IO
United States, ex rel., Frelinghuysen v., 462
Frelinghuysen v. KeE ......
United States, ex rel., Knox Co., Ct. v. (three cases,)..ecse.. 131
United States ex rel., Wymanv., 417
Wyman v. Halstead, . | § *+=seesesnenes smew s sunss
Upper Potomac 8. Co., Potomac 8. Co. ¥.....ceevuunnn veeer. 445

Wabash, St. L. & P. Ry. Co. v.
Walker, United States v......
Walsh v. Preston....ceceuvuas

Walsh, Preston v......cveeeceiinass sssas §

Warner v. Conn. Mut. L. Ins. Co........ §6 ¥ 550§ SRORNSEERA 221
Webb, Martin V..veee coniveereaarinenses Ses NS GSER AR 428
West Br. Boom Co., Susquehanna Boom Co. V. .coveuriuann. 438
Western Assurance Co., Claflin v.........cccvinnnennn.s ... 507
White v. Greenhow...ceevveensvnn. WYY isaRssi ssiane wEs sans &
Willis v. Bemiss,.....c.viimmnnnecieccennrnnsnanacccanss ee. 441
Wilson, Co. Com’rs of Cherokee Co. v........... vevenseanss 352
‘Wilson, SBalamanca Tp. V. cevvieivennnnnnnnn cabssecs sesenas

‘Winchester & Partridge Manuf’g Co. v. Funge. ...
‘Winthrop Iron Co. v. Meeker.ceoeeerencverenannnn

109 U. B. 618
109 U. 8. 398
110 U. 8. 42
110 U. 8. 42
109 U. 8. 381
109 U. 8. 522
109 U. 8. 205
109 U. 8. 110
109 U. 8. 504
109 U. 8. 665
109 U. 8. 162
109 U. B. 117
109 U. B. 401
109 U. 8. 702
109 U. 8. 702
109 U. 8. 432
110 U. 8. 51
110 U. 8. 156
109 U. S. 143
109 U. 8. 65
109 U. 8. 200
110 U. 8. 219
110 U. 8. 225
109 U. 8. 63
109 U. 8. 513
110 U. B. 146
109 U. 8. 146
109 U. 8. 3
1090.8. 8
109U0.8. 3
109U.8. 3
109 U. 8. 258
109 U. 8. 336
110 U. 8. 205
109 U. 8. 618
110 U. B. 63
109 U. 8. 229
110 U. 8. 63
109 U. 8. 229
109 U. 8. 654
109 U. 8. 672
110 U. 8. 304
109 U. 8. 258
109 U. 8. 297
109 U. 8. 297
109 U. 8. 357
110 U. 8. 7
110 U. 8. 57
110 U. 8. 81
109 U. 8. 63
110 U. 8. 42

109 U. 8. 621
109 U. B. 627
109 U. 8. 651
109 TU. 8. 180



OASBES REPORTED.

Withrow, Allen ¥. cooeveveceaacnsacsonsscccscescccasssaans 517
Wood, Retzer v. .... SRR .~ Y- Y eeeeens 164
Wooater Cedar R. & M. R. ‘R 00. Vurnvennrsrnnnessnneannes 485

Wyman v. United States ex rel.,

e v, Hal\tond, o T TR 417
Yaeger M. Co., Downton v..... ... . 10
Young v. Duvall........... . . 415
Ystalyfera Iron Co., REANICIA Fovrvns wonessssnsannnnssnsens 570

Zano V. Bofle..aee sevvessreesncnnensceversnonarannsesoseass H6S

xiii

8 119

.8 185

110 U. B. 27
8. 6564

. B 466
109 U. 8 573
8 174

110 U. 8 wo



CASES

Abercromble v. Dupuil, 1 Cranch,
Ablemsn v. Booth a1 How. 528.... 36
Abston v. Abston, '16 La. Ann. 137. 337
Adams v. Daunis, 29 La. Ann. 315.. 164
Adams Exp. Co. v. Milton, 11 Bush,
Adansoms. Fibre Co., In re. L. R.9

Ch. 635..vs0s40 saseesenen
Agerv. Murmy, 105 U. 8. 126, 132..
Ah Kow v. Nunan, 5 SBawy. 552..
Alabama Gold L. Ins. Co, v. Nichols

3 Sup. Ct. Rep. 120 cevvvnyrnavans
Alexander v. Pendleton, 8 Cranch

BB vomwsiviaee aess o AR I 498
Alkan v. Bean, 23 Int. Rev. Rec. 351, 160
Allen v. McPlherson, 1 H. L. Cases,

13T s e s A A AT T w ase
Andrews v. Pond, 13 Pet. 65.......
Angier, In re, 10 Amer Law. Reg.

(N. 8.) 190; 'S. C.4N. B. R. 619..
Anon. 11 Ves. Jr. 169...........
Antelope, The, 10 Wheat. 66.......
Authonvv Co. of Jasper, 101 U. 8.

693, 699 .0iriernnn 476, 477, 478, 559
Arlington Case, 106 U. 8. 196; §- c.

1 Sup. Ct. Rep. 240....... 613, 614, 615
Arthur v. Morrison, 96 U. 8. 108.... 91
Atlantic Dock Co. v. Leavitt, 54 N,

Y.

Atlantic Works v. Brad
—; 8. C. 2 Sup. Ct. ep 225,544
Atlas Bank v. Nahant Bank, 23 Pick.

Atty. Gen. v. Bouwens, 4 Mees & W,
171, 191; S C. 1 Horn & Hurl. 319

Atty. Gen. v. Hall, Fitz G. 314..... 578
Atty. Gen, v. Lamplough 3 Exch.
Div. 223-227......... .. 399

Bailey v. Goodrich, 2 Cliff. 600..... 553
Baldwin v. Hale, 1 Wall. 223....... 375
Bank v. Rose, 1 Rich. Eq. (8. C.)
601, 603
Bank of Augusta v. Earle, 13 Pet.

B8B:vacne sssssssasniseeoniosinsa . 870
Bank of Penn. v. Haldeman, 1 Pen.

& W 181w samvamess saisunsssisa
Bank of Tennessee v. Horn, 17 How.

Bann v. Dalzell, 3 Car. & P. 3768.... 572
v.3—Sup. Cr.

. 134
589
86

61

640 | Beall v. New Mexnco 16 Wall 535..

CITED.

Page
Barclay v Howell’'s Lessee, 6 Pet.
GOE, 806225 5. 5 aTeme) 8,55 e B 449,
Bamard v Kellogg, 10 Wall 383
G888 8,5 = BE e bl i SR 10 540
Barney v. Baltimore, 6 Wall. 280..
261 300
Barney v. Keokuk, 9 U. 8. 324-340.. 452
Barney v. Watson 92 U. 5.449,.... 186
Barrow v. Hunton, 99 U. 8. 80...... 338
Bartlett v. Kane, 16 How. 263...553, 555
Bartley v. Hodges, 1Best & 8. 275.. 377
Bates v. Clark, 95 U. 8. 204, 209. 297 399
279
5563
436

452

Belcher v. Linn, 24 How. 508. ST
Belfast, The, 7 Wall. 624 ...........
Bell v. bpelght 11 Humph. 451.... 279
Benefactor, The, 103 U. 8. 239...... 387
Bennocksttate 20 Pa, St. 268.... b81
Bethia v. McKa.y. Cheves, Eq. (8. C.)

IOrr a5 5ed D553 5 4 Aa eee 602
Bigelow v. Forrest, 9 Wall. 339.... 283
Billington v. Welsh 5 Bin. 132.... 362
Bingham v. Cabot, 3D0.11 382. .00 211
Bischoff v Welhered 9 Wall. 812.,,. 589
Biscoe v. Brett, 2Ves & B. 377.... 602
Blackett v. Royal Ex. Assurance Co.

2Cromp. &J.249.. ... ... 00enen
Blagge v. Mlles IBt.ory, o (R
Blair Co. Directors v. Roger, 43 Pa.

Bt 148 s vuismemen saiossis e sanie 59
Blake v, Hawking, 98 U. S. 315, 326. 225
Blasini v. Blasini’s Succcssxon 30

La.Ann.752.......... . 337
Blight’s Lessee v.

Wheat. 547,5648............. veess 411
Block v. Com’rs, 99 U. 8. 686......
Blossom v. Railroad Co. 1 Wall, 655. 139
Bluck v. Colnaghi, 9 Sim. Ch. 411.. 602
Board v. Board, L. R. 9 Q. B.48.... 412
Board of quuidation v. McComb, 92

T B BBL s ares %m0 oSl oo 298, 299
Board of Pubhc ‘Works v. Lolumbm

Coll. 17 Wall. 529. .............. . 409
Bogue v. Williams, 48 Ill. 371......
Boom Co. v. Patterson, 98 U. 8 406.

© 334, 350

Booth v. Leycester, 1 Keene, Ch. 255, 602

Bootle v lundell 19 Ves. 45%4.... 333

Borton v. Buck, 8 Kan. 302, ..0.... 345

Boston v. Lecraw, 17 How, 426...... 452
Bostwick v. Brinkerhoff, 106 U, B.

3; 8. C. 18up. Ct. Rep. 15........ 118

(xv)

ceee



%V CASES

Page

Boswell’s Lesseev. Otis, 9 How. 336. 589
Botsford v. Botsford, 49 Mich. 29; 8.

C.12 N. W. Rep. 89T vun rnennens 484
Bourn v. Gibbs, 1 Russ. & M. 615... 579
Bowditch v. Boston, 101 U. 8. 16.... 324
Bowen v. Dean, 110 Mass. 438. . .... 579
Bowen v. Evans, 1 Jones & La T.

Tl L= 362
Bowman v, Wettlg 39 111 416...... 124
Boyd, Ex parte, 105 U. S. 647........ 334
Boyse v. Rossborough, 6 H. L. Cas.

Tt 5t ] e a5 TTo R 1w 9200 333

Breasted v. Farmers’ Trust & L. Co.
& Hill, 73, 06, o oaomeroan onwwsemne
Brenton v. Davxs, 8 Blackf. 318.....
Bridge Prop’rs v. Hoboken Co. 1
Wall. 116-142.. ... .ccansssces 201, 422
Briges v. Bperry, 95 U. 8. 401....... 210
Brine v. Ins. Co. 96 U. 8. 627..... .. 485
Britton v. Com. 1 Cush. 302........ . 156
Broderick’s Will, 21 Wall. 503, 520. .
332 500
Brown v. Colorado, 106 U. 8
C. 1 Sup. Ct. Rep. 175.. .........
Brown v. Edgington, 2 Man. & G.

L T g 641, 542
Brown v. Huger, 21 How. 305....... 297
Brown v. Piper, 91 U. 8. 37,43....86, 87
Browne v. Keene, 8 Pet. 115, ... 210, 211
Buck v. Colbath, 3 Wall. 334.......

128, 313, 314
Bullock v. Fladgate, 1 Ves. & B. 471.. 227
Bullock v. Taylor, 38 Mich. 137.... 4584
Burgess v. Seligman, 107 U. 8. 20;
8. C. 2 SBup. Ct. Rep. 10...101, 201, 268
Burt v, Merchants’ Ins. Co. 106 Mass.
.. 351
Bushnell v. Kennedy, 9 Wall. 387... 610
Butler v. Pennsylvania, 10 How. 402, 155
Butler v. Stevens, 26 Me. 484....... 362
Butterfield v. Usher, 91 U. 8. 248...

Cambrian Ry. Co.’s Scheme, L. R. 3
OB, 0000000 s ss s 5s sinawm 367, 368
Carlton v. Low, 3 P. Wms. 328..... 302
Carrington v. Iolly, 1 Dick. 280 .. 602
Cary v. Curtis, 3 How. 236...... 186, 187
Chamberlain v. Milwaukee & M. R.

R.Co.11 Wis. 248.............u. 326
Chapman v. Figh, 6 Hill, 554....... 418
Cheatham v. United States, 92 U. 8.

80, BB iiiiiiiiiiireitesesesennann 160

Cherokee Tobacco, The, 11 Wall. 616 403
Chesapeake & O. Can. Co. v. Union
Bank of Georgetown, § Cranch, C,
Q::80%: cawesiaposses vssaoan eonse. 458
Chickaming v. Carpenter, 106 U. 8,
663; 8. C. 1 Sup. Ct. Rep. 620.... 263
Christmas v. Russell, § Wall. 290... 343
City of Fredericton v. The Queen, 8

Can. Sup. Ct. 559..e0veeeeuss.... 866

OITED.

Page

Clty of Lexington v. Butler, 14 Wall.
onv %t Lonisiana . "Taylor, 105 U.
5464 <o ovanmensmanana s eee. 69
Clty of Mecca, The, 6 Prob. Div. 106 589
Clark v. Bamard 2’ Sup. Ct. Rep. 878 296
Clark v. Moore, 64 I11. 279....... ... 606

Clarke, Case of 100 U. 8. 399 ...... 2
Clarke v. Smlth 13 Pet. 195 . ...499, 501
Clegg v. School- “dist. 8 Neb. 178 .... 505

Clinton v. Engelbrecht, 13 Wall. 434 155
Clyncard’s Case, H. T, 41 Eliz. B. R.

Croke, No. 16, 654 ........000uunn

0 | Cockerell v. Cholmeley, 1 Russ. & M.
418,424 ........ciiieeneneernnnn 258
Codman v. Winslow, 10 Mass. 146.. 451
Coffin v. Cuttle, 16 Pick. 386 ....... 322

Cohn v. U. 8. Corset Co. 93 U.B.366 13
Cole v. Mayor, etc., 5 Cold. (Tenn.)

639 cnmminssonesiaenns pavesaamome 322
Collins v. Greaves, 5 Hare, 596 ..... 603
Comegysv. Vasse, 1 Pet. 193, 215-217 481
Com’rs v. Bolles, 94 U. 8. 104 ...... 504

Com’rs v. January, 94 U. 8. 202 .... 504
Com’rs Jefferson Co. v. People, 6

Neb, 127 covesssasesasasa 504, 505, 506
Com. v. Alger, 7 Cush, 53.......... 453
Com. v. Bailey, 13 Allen, 541....... 399

Com. v. Charlestown, 1 Pick. 180. ..
Connecticut lns. Co. v. Cushman,
108 U. 8. —; 8. C. 28up. Ct. Rep.
Connemara, The, 2 Sup. Ct. Rep. 754 81
Connor v. Drake, 1 Ohio 8t. 167.... 601
Cook v. Moffatt, 5§ How. 307........ 376
Cooper v. Lewis, 2 Phil. Ch. 131.... 601
Cooper v. Reynolds, 10 Wgll. 308... 128
Corbin v. Black Hawk Co. 105 U. 8
B6D) . s vimmm ey ooy » ruie b
Corcoran v. Chesapeake & O. Canal
Co.94U.B. T4l ...convnneene
Corfield v. Coryell, 4 Wash. C. C. 371 47
Cornett v. Williams, 20 Wall. 226,
249 o nsainains paes s Rumanis s 204, 282
Corning v. McCullough, 1 N. Y. 47. 267
Co. Com’rs. v. Chandler, 96 U. B.

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

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

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

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

Cozzens v. Smson, 5R. L. 490.,
Craighead v. Wilson, 18 How. 201..



CASES CITED.

Page
Crim v. Handley, 94 U. 8. 652...... 134/
Cromwell v. Bac. Co. 94 U. 8. 351,
U vveawnness 55 oo o8 5 e
Cunningham v. Hall 4 A]lcn 273..
Curtis v. Sutter, 15 Lal 259. ... o
Cuthbert v. Purrier, Jacob, 415, ....
Cutting, Ex parte, v4 U. 8. 14. ..

263
. 542
497
579
same dk1
Daniel Ball, The, 10 Wall. 557..234,
Danicls v. Burnham, 2 La. 243, 245..
Darby v. Mayer, 10 W heat. 465 468,

{1 A S i
Dar]mrrtonv Pulteney, Cowp 2C0

267 . aeB 88 aeh, 0 winih SHVE s ADD
Davenport v. Dodge Co. 105 U. 8. 237 593
Daviess v. Fairbairn, 3 How. 636.... 405
Davis, The, 10 Wall. 20 ........... 296
Davis v. Gray, 16 Wall. 203, 215.....

183, 297, 614

Deery v. Cray, 5 Wall. 807.......... 473
Delaware, The, 14 Wall. 603........ 210
Delaware R. Co. v. Prettyman, 17

Int. Rev. Reg. 99.vas svemewaince .. 160
Delaware R. R. Tax, 18 Wall. 206. .
Denumk v. Railroad Co. 103 U. 8.
.............. 268, 334
De Ihemer v Cantillion, 4 Johns.

GOl B imowmsagrsvsasnsanassazgias
Devoe Mfmuf’g Co., In re 108 U. 8.

—; B C. 2 bnp Ct. ch 894..
Deyonsher v. Newenham, 2 Schoales

435
134

409

v

& L 208, . ceeeiiiine criiiaaanas 497
Dial v. Rv)nolds, 96 U. S. 340...... 620
Diggs v. Wolcott, 4 Cranch, 179.... 620
Donaldson v. Farwe]l 93 U. S. 631.. 59

Douglas Com'rs v. Bolles, 94 U. S
104 109, e sieer e 263
Douglassv Plke Co 101 U. 8. 687., 69

Draper v. Springport, 104 U. 8. 501..
258, 259
Dred Scott y. SBandford, 19 How. 393.

35, 54
Druift v. Parker, L. R. 5 Eq. 131.... 258
Drury v. Foster, 2 Wall. 32........ 523

Dubuque & P. R. Co. v. thchﬁeld

23 How. 66...0cuvenen.. ise 189
Dugan v. Baltimore, 5 Gill & J. 357, 452
Dundy v. Ric ‘hardson Co. 8 Neb. 508;

S. C.1N.W. Rep. 565. c0vucnvane
Duplessis, Succession of, 10 Rob, 193. 337
Dupuy, Buccession of, 4 La. Ann.

5 . 337
ve. 453

Dutton v. Strong, 1 Black, 1- 310,

Eagle, The, 8 Wall. 15 .435, 436
East Haven v. Hemingway, 7 Conn.

186=T02% . « . « 2 wiemiosein: x cormimercarpase .. 453
Eaton y. Southby, Willes, 131...... 343
Eberle v. Fisher, 13 Pa. St. 526..... 60
Edwards’ Lessce v. Darby, 12 Wheat.

0 S
Elgin v. Marshall, 106 U. 8. 579; 8.

C. 1 Sup. Ct. Rep. 484..000cvuv &

v.3—Sur.Cr—b

|
I

1| Givens v. Robbins, 11 Ala. 156..

xvil
Page
Elliott v. Sackett, 108 U. 8.—; 8. C.

2 Sup. Ct. Rep 3TBvenesiwusesen . 260
Elliott y. Swartwout, 10 Pet. 137... 158
Elliott v. Wiltz, 107 U S. 711; B. C

2 Sup. Ct. Rep. 128...‘.‘.... oo 299
Ely v. Wilcox, 20 Wis. 553......... 363
Ennis v. Smith, 14 How. 400 ...,... 280
Kquator Co. v. Hall, 106 U. S. 86; 8.

C. 1 Sup. Ct. Rep. 128 ....... 485
Erie R. Co. v. Pcnnsylv.xma 21 Wall.

492, iesiivennnrnenis 206

Erie & N. . R. Co. v. Casey, 26 Pa.

Bb. 287 ..ooiimimanio®ss e s s o cmmnioh e 41
Erskine v. Van Arsdale, 15 Wa‘l 75. 572
Erwin v. United States, 97 U. 8. 392. 275
Escanaba Co. v. (,hlcago 107 U S.

678; 8. C. 2 Sup. Ct. Rep. 185.... 236
Estey v. Burdett, 15 Blatchf. C. C.

343; 16 Blatchf. C. C. 105; 19

Blatehf. C. C. 1; 8. C. 3 Fed. Rep.

BB wre o smcrsrinne » 544§ ¢ wrwrzmians 534
Euhauge Bank v. Rice, 107 Mass. 37. 135
Felch v. Hooper, 119 Mass. 52...... 583
Field v. Stagg, 52 Mo. 534..vs «vuun. 523
Filxgerald v. Champneys, 30 Law J.

Chu T8 e vmmsans s s 55 s siwane veses 405
Forgay v. Conrad, 6 How, 204...... 113
Foster v. Charles, 7 Bing. 105..... . 515
Foster v. Com’rs Wood Co. 9 Ohio

Bt 540 ciivn s voinoiame veeess BOB
Fox v. Reeder, 28 Ohio St 18100000 572
Freeman v. Howe 24 How. 450, 454.

123, 325
Fremont Building Ass’n v. Sherwin,

6 Neb.48.. ... ciitiiiiieiiiiaan 593
French v. Edwards, 13 Wall. 516.... 425
Funk v. Eggleston, 92 111. 515...... 225
Furlong v. b‘l,a.te, 58 Miss. 717...... 287
Gage v. Herring, 107 U. 8. 640, 648;

S. C. 2 Sup. Ct. Rep. 819......... 245
Gaines v. Fuentes, 92 U. 8. 10-18..325, 338
Gamble v, Hamilton, 7 Mo. 469..... 279
Gardner v. Butler, 30 N. J. Eq. 702. 318
Gardner v, Greene, 5 R. 1. 110.,. .. 411

Gardner v, Hall, 29 11l. 277......... 607
Garrison v. City of New York, 21

Wall. 203, .. cvvviinaiininennnnns 213
Gayler v. Wilder, 10 How. 477, 4%4. 65
Genesee Chief, The 12 How. 413. .. 435
Georgetown v. Alexandria Can Co.

12Pet. 91 iiniiiniiiiniiiinnns 446
Gibbes’ Case, 13 O0p. 19............ 468

337
580
602

. 368

Gibson v. Dooley 32 La. Ann. 959 .
Gifford v. Choate, 100 Mass. 343....
@Gilbert v. Hawles, 1 Ch, Cas. 40...,
@Gilfillan v. Union Can. Co. 3 Sup
Ct, Rep- 304......c.connewvcasins

Gilliam v. Bird, 8 Ired. Law 280 .. 412
Gilman v. Ph]ladelphla, 3 Wall. 713,

234, 236
ceee 322



XViil CABES
Page
Godfrey v, City of Alton, 12 T11. 29.. 452

Gonzales v. Sullivan, 16 Fla. 791..200, 201
Good v. Martin, 95 U. B, 90 cueiswnn 484
Goodman v, Nlblack 102 U. 8. 559. 275
Gordon, Ex parte, 104 U. 8. 515.... 54
Graff v. Bmith’s Adm'rs, 1 Dall. 481,

L T T 59, 60
Gray v. Blanchard, 97 U, 8. 564.... 426
Gregory v. Spemer 11 Beay. 143.... 602
Green v. Custard, 23 IHow. 484... 510

Green v. Morris & Essex R. Co 1
Beasl. 165; 2 McCart. 409.... vess 208
(xr15g3 v. Houston 104 U, 8. 553.... 325
buwuous Lessee V. Astor 2 How
Grigshy v. Purcell, 99 U. 8. 505..... 83
Grinnell v, Railroad Co. 103 U. S. 742 492

Grisar v. McDowell, 6 Wall. 393.... 297
Gwin v. Barton, 6 How. 7.......... 290
Gwin v. BreLdlove, 2 How. 29...... 290
Hagar, Ex parte, 104 U. 8. 520..... 584

ILxg(ho:p v. Hook’s Adm’rs, 1 Gill
A oo BT 5 g v borparpmemaamsnsim s wus 279
Hagthorpe v. Neale, 7 Gill & J. 13.. 280

Haines v. Cmpeuler, 91 U. 8. 254... 620
Hale v. Marsh, 100 Mass. 468, ...... 550
Hall v. De Cuir, 95 U, 8. 487. ...... 56

Hammatt v. Einerson, 27 Me, 308-326 515
Hancock v. McKinney, 7 Tex. 384,
441, 442

Handy v. Draper, 89 N, Y. 334..... 269

Hanrick v. Thompson, 9 Ala, 409... 362
Harden’s Case, 2 Rich. 533 ......... 6
Harris v. Elliott, 10 Pet. 25-54...... 453
Harris v. Pepperell, L. R. 5 Eq. 1... 260

Harty v. Cent. R. Co. 42 N. Y. 468. 320
Harvey v. Thorpe, 28 Ala. 250...... 125
Hawes v. Oakland, 104 U. 8. 450.... 574
IIaynes v. East Tenn. & G. 1. Co. 3
Cold. 222 326

B I R Y

Hazlehurst v. Baltimore, 37 Md. 199 453

Helen and George, The, Swab, 368 , 82
Helfrich v. Obermyer, 15 Pa. St. 113,

10D . oinis o5 siiss s oswonsnmanane soans . 60
Henry v. Sargeant, 13 N. H, 321.... 266
Herbert v. Butler, 97 U. 8, 319. . 324

Herrick v. Randolph, 13 Vt. 531, ... 206
Hess v. Singler, 114 Mass. 56 ....... 581
Highlander, The, 4 Blatchf. 55..606, 607
Hill v. Harding, 107 U, 8. 631; 2 Sup.
@, 1ep, 404 ..vws .o isise vaanas
Hilton v. Dickinson, 108 U. 8. —;
8. C. 2 Sup. Ct. Rep. 424....., 426, 640
Hinckley v. Gilman R. Co. 94 U. 8.
BB voasiersiialn s B RETRLHE S TRefaN S § 5
Hine, The, v. Trevor, 4 Wall. 555. .

Hlppv B1bm 19 How. 271.. 331
Hoe v. Sanl)orn 21N.Y. 552 541 542
Holden v. Joy, 17 Wall. 211 ..... 403
Hollingsworth v. Barbour, 4 Pet. 466,

G705 T an e 5 o & B8 2 8 g ame mmiaezor v 589

Hollis v. Richardson, 13 Gray, 392.. 135

CITED,

Page
Holmes v. Godson, 8 De Gex, M. &

s A0Riisrem 0w sie lSmnmin= ses aakuse 579
Holmes v. Stout, 3 Green, Ch. 492, . 362
Homer v. Brown, 16 How, 354...... 100
Homestead Co. v. Valley R. Co. 17

Walll 1880« eslen snsssmsupinessina 189
Hook v. Payne, 14 Wall. 255. ...... 335
Hoover’s Succession v. York, 30 La.

Anit; $% v vovimsransyn i 337
Hornthal v. Collector, 9 Wall. 565.. 211

Hotchkiss v. Greeawood, 11 How. 248 87

Hough v. Ry. Co. 100 U. 8. 213..... 325
Houston v. Robertson, 2 Tex. 23.... 252
Howell v. Laycock, cited in 2 Dall.
128, and 4 Dall. 301, note......... 59
Howland v. Soule, Deady, 413...... 160
Hozey v. Buchanan, 16 Pet. 215 .... 291

Hubbard v. Crawford, 19 Kan, 570.. 345
Hughes v. United States,4 Wall. 232. 321
Humboldt Tp. v. Long, 92 U. 8. 642 504
Hunnicutt v. Peyton, 102 U. 8. 854.. 425

Hyde v. Ruble, 104 U. 8. 407 ....... 427
Hyde v. Stone, 20 How. 170, 175.... 335
Ide v. Ide, 5 Mass. 500 ........... .. 579
Inhabitants of Worcester v. Western
R. Corp. 4 Metc. 566....000 . vnuun 41
Insurance Co. v. Nelson, 103 U.S.
544, 58T 4 vave ss0ssssivs someviviis 416

lncurance Co. v. Redel, 95 U, S. 232
z

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

433 ............................. 135
Ives v. Sawyer, 4 Dev. & B. 51 ...... 412
Jackson v. Bull, 10 Johns. 19....... 579
Jackson v. Lamphire, 3 Pet. 290.... 308
Jackson v. Twentyman, 2 Pet. 136.. 211
James v. Campbell, 104 U. 8. 357... 531
Jefferson Branch Bank v. Skelly, 1

BLack, 8B kv, 10 35,5 0in: e Talusfe:Ter a5 201
Jenness v. Cilizens’ Nat. Bank of Ro-

meo, 3 Sup Ct. Rep. 425 ......... 638
Jones v. Canada Cent. Ry. Co. 46 U.

C.Q: Bi26L..uieveraisunas 367, 371
Jones v. Just, L. R. 3 Q. B. 203 .... 541
Jones v. League, 18 How. 76 ....... 134
Keller v. Michael, 2 Yeates, 300.... 60
Kendall v. Lee, 3 Rawle, 361. ..... 279
Kendall v. Stokes, 3 How. 87....... 297

Kennedy v. Corp. of Washington, 3
Cranch. C. C. 595

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

. 361
Kennedyv Nedrow, 1 Dall, 415,417 60
Kensett v, Stivers, 18 Blatchf. (J C.

Keyport v. Case, 3 C. E. Green, 516 451
Kxhlherg v. United States, 97 u.
mnm};'e'r'%' Reidenhauer, 6 Serg. '&

B. 63Y.cenamnewamnanss 5




