‘1 ';:.'-'.L -

-
nody s
.

-
=

. P
R
T R
T ar
- "':.‘.-'r -
=y 4D -t
Fpe
T e "-;" .
eriel
B T
AT
o EmTEgm e
ot -
PR T T -
TS LS
k" a5
e
1 |..-l .l-. l.'i -
o Eeieie
e
- T
TR B LT

I'-r -
S etk
LTeme L a




National Reporter System.—United Stales Series.

SUPREM<Z COURT REPORTER,

CASES ARGUED AND DETERMINED

IN THR

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

OCTOBER TERM, 1895.

PERMANENT EDITION.

OCTOBER, 1895—AUGUST, 1898.

ST. PAUL:

WEST PUBLISHING CO.
1896.



JUSTICES

OF TEE

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

OCTOBER TERM, 1895.

CHIEF JUSTICE:
Howx. MELVILLE W. FULLER.

ASSOCIATES:
Hon. STEPHEN J. FIELD.
Hon. JOHN M. HARLAN.
Hon. HORACE GRAY.
Hown. DAVID J. BREWER.
Hon. HENRY BILLINGS BROWN,
Hon. GEORGE SHIRAS, J=.
Hon. EDWARD D. WHITE.
Hoxn. RUFUS W. PECKHAM.!

ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Hon. RICHARD OLNEY.?
Hoxn. JUDSON HARMON.?

BOLICITOR GENERAL:
Hor. LAWRENCE MAXWELL, Jr.?
Ho~n. HOLMES CONRAD.?

*Commissioned December 9, 1895.

*Hon. JupsoN HARMON was commissioned June 8, 1895, to suoceed Hon, RicrARD OLNEY, appointed
Becretary of State.

*Hon. HoLmes CoNrAD was commissioned February 6, 1895, to sucoeed Hon. LAWRENOR MAXWELL,
Jn., who resigned Janusry 80, 1895

v.168.c. (iii)



ALLOTMENT OF THE )JUSTICES

OF THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

FEBRUARY 3, 1896.

FIRST CIRCUIT.
Comprising Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island.

JusTiceE HORACE GRAY, of Massachusetts. Appointed December 20, 1881, by Presi-
dent Arthur.

SECOND CIRCUIT.
Comprising Connecticut, New York, and Vermont.

Justick RUFUS W. PECKHAM, of New York. Appointed December 9, 1895, by Pres-
ident Cleveland.

THIRD CIRCUIT.
Comprising Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania.
JusTiorR GEORGE SHIRAS, JR., of Pennsylvania. Appointed July 26, 1892, by Presi.
dent Harrison.
FOURTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, and West Virginia.

Crier JusticE MELVILLE W. FULLER, of Illinois. Appointed July 20, 1888, by
President Cleveland.

FIFTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippt, and Texas.

Justice EDWARD D. WHITE of Louisiana. Appointed February 19, 1894, by Pres-
ident Cleveland.

SIXTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, and Tennessee.

JusTioE JOHN M. HARLAN, of Kentucky. Appointed November 29, 1877, by Presl-
dent Hayes.

BEVENTH CIRCUIT.
Comprising Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin.
JusticeE HENRY BILLINGS BROWN, of Michigan. Appointed December 29, 1890,
by President Harrison.
EIGHTH CIRCUIT.

Comprising Arkansas, Colorado, Ivwa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missourt, Nebraska, North
Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming.

JUBTI:ICE DAVID J. BREWER, of Kansas. Appointed December 18, 1889, by President
arrison.

NINTH CIROUIT.
Comprising California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, and Washington,

Jusmic STEPHEN J. FIELD, of California. Appointed March 10, 1863, by President
ncoin.

v.16s.c. (iv)



Supreme Court Reporter References

for cases reported in

United States Reports

VOL. 169, UNITED STATES REPORTS.

u. B.Ct.; U.8. B.Ct.,U.B, B8.Ct,U.B. B.Ct.|U.B B Ct|UB8 BCt
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.
8 16 1027 (246 16 1037 | 255 16 1039 | 266 16 1038 (293 16 477 18 53
21 15 997 | 247 15 1037 | 256 15 1040|266 15 1043 [ 303 18 6487 16 b1
3 15 1018 | 247 156 1038 | 257 16 1040|267 16 1042 | 317 18 11 (491 16 b4
40 15 988|248 15 1038 | 258 156 1040 267 15 1043 | 327 16 15 | 500 16 89
46 15 1020 | 249 15 1033 [ 258 16 1043 | 268 156 1043 | 332 16 837|610 18 62
62 15 1026 | 250 15 1037 (259 16 1040|268 15 1043 | 349 16 17 (623 18 93
66 16 994|250 16 1038 | 259 15 1041|269 156 1044 | 372 16 26 | 526 18 83
74 16 985|250 16 1039 | 260 15 1040 (270 15 1040 | 377 16 28 | 540 16 88
78 15 1002 {251 15 1038 [ 260 15 1041|270 15 1044 | 350 16 43 [ 641 16 72
87 156 991 (251 15 1039 | 261 156 1041|271 156 1043 | 408 16 34 | 648 18 69
9% 16 987|252 16 1038 (262 156 1041 | 271 16 1044 | 4156 16 B3 | 666 18 124
100 18 29 (252 15 1039 | 263 15 1041 272 15 1043 | 117 16 67 (662 16 119
103 16 802583 15 1030 | 263 16 1042 (272 156 1044 [ 423 18 94 1 669 16 127
113 16 139 (253 156 1041 | 264 15 1042 | 276 16 320 | 4562 16 BT | 684 16 108
235 16 171|254 15 1039 | 266 15 1042 (278 18 11466 186 7% 1569 16 125
245 15 1037
VOL. 160, UNITED STATES REPORTS.
U.8. 8.CL|U.8. B8Ct,U.B. B8.Ct. U8 B8.C. ;U8 B8Ct,UB8 B8.Ct
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.
1 16 190|136 16 247 | 231 18 297 (318 16 288 | 394 16 360|514 16 379
63 16 210|149 16 225 247 16 291|327 16 307|408 16 327|531 16 366
70 16 216 (170 16 321 (259 16 269|365 16 821|426 16 322|646 16 3877
77 16 231(171 16 258 (268 16 294 357 16 834 (438 16 838|553 16 388
101 16 239 [ 187 16 263 |276 16 278|369 16 370 (452 16 345|556 16 389
108 16 219 | 203 16 252 (288 16 276 (374 16 318 | 469 16 353|584 18 373
110 16 240 | 217 16 272 | 293 16 304 (379 16 349 | 493 16 371 (693 168 386
1z1 16 222 | 221 16 273{303 16 282 (389 16 844 (499 16 397|598 18 402
128 18 24
VOL. 181, UNITED STATES REPORTS.
U.8, B CL|UB8 B8CL| U8 S C.|UB B8Ct| UK BCt.|U& B8Ct
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.
1 16 439 | 88 16 G06[186 16 468 (2468 16 502 (348 16 485|461 16 618
10 16 443|101 16 492 (193 16 466 [ 247 16 6523 (350 18 454 | 459 16 616
29 16 434|101 16 508 (193 16 471 |26 16 585|355 16 490|476 16 641
29 16 480|104 16 532|198 16 468 | 276 16 502 (359 16 526|483 16 631
52 16 487 1115 16 B37[198 16 476 (291 16 495|376 16 5923 (499 18 637
67 16 488|134 16 456200 16 450 [ 297 18 476 (397 16 bH7L|500 16 640
65 16 497 |149 16 558 (200 16 476 [ 306 16 508 (412 18 576|503 16 689
732 16 554 |161 18 461|208 16 644 | 316 16 564 (434 16 613|513 18 637
85 16 483|173 16 456|236 16 462 (334 16 612 (446 16 562 (519 16 600
1 18 4931174 16 471 /240 16 50O
VOL. 162, UNITED STATES REPORTS.
U. 8.Ct.|U.8, B.Ct.|U.8. B Ct.|UB BS.CtL|US BC.|U.B B8 0Ot
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.
1 16 725 (283 16 828339 16 850|410 16 797 (4% 16 799|499 18 864
91 16 766 | 290 16 796 (346 16 843 (411 16 802 (439 18 853|512 16 885
167 16 794 (291 16 820 (359 18 848|415 168 803 468 16 859 | 529 16 879
170 16 695 (313 16 839 (366 16 831|419 16 804 (478 16 871 | 547 18 830
SR IR EREREERIER
18 8711502 18 900
W6 16 754329 16 8101404 16 808
16 S.Cr. )

U.8 B.Ct
Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg.
6% 16 111
603 16 106
611 18 174
630 16 113
643 16 117
651 16 132
858 16 181
660 16 136
663 16 136
673 18 179
680 16 182
682 16 182
687 16 18
695 16 187
698 18 189
U.8 B8 .Ct
Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg.
624 16 420
643 18 421
646 16 417
654 168 416
660 16 412
668 16 427
686 16 433
638 18 433
U.8. B C
Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg.
546 18 621
573 16 663
683 16 611
588 16 610
591 16 64
639 18 694
642 16 693
646 16 705
€T 18 T4
U.8. B.Ct
Rep. Rep.
Pg. Vol. Pg.
602 16 875
613 16 8%
626 16 962
650 16 934
664 18 943
687 18 93



VOL. 163, UNITED STATES REPORTS.

U.8. B.Ct|U.B. S.Ct.|U.8B B.Ct|U.8B S8Ct|US B8.Ct|UBS8 B.0Ct|UB 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 16 1054 |169 16 1002 | 353 16 1104 | 611 16 1207 | 682 16 1200 (6% 16 1203 | 706 16 1199
31 16 917|205 16 1016 (369 18 1171|612 16 1168 (683 16 1200 | 695 168 1204 (706 168 1206
49 16 911|207 16 1023|378 16 986 ( 618 16 1159 | 684 16 1200 [ 698 18 1204 | 708 16 1199
56 18 914 | 228 18 977|385 16 1148 | 625 18 1073 (635 16 1200 (698 18 1206 | 706 1€ 1205
63 16 939 | 244 18 993|416 18 1113|631 16 1076 (685 16 1201 [ 697 1€ 1200|706 16 1206
7% 16 969 % 18 998 | 427 16 1120|632 16 1127|686 16 1201 | 697 16 1204 | 707 16 1208
687

81 18 1031 16 445 16 1101 | 632 16 1197 16 1201 | 697 18 1207 | 707 16 1207
93 16 9 273 16 1061|452 16 1112 [ 662 16 1192|687 16 698 18 1204 (708 16 1207
100 16 1017 (280 16 1020 | 456 16 1082 | 676 16 1198 16 1201 | 699 16 1204 | 708 16 1207
101 16 0 16 1047 | 468 16 1064 ( 676 16 1198 | 688- 16 1202 | 700 16 1204 (708 16 1
109 16 1036 299 16 1086 16 677 16 1198 (639 16 1202 | T 16 1206 (710 16 1206
118 16 1042 | 319 16 1120 (491 16 1093 | 678 16 1198|690 16 1202 | 701 16 1205 | TI0 16 1207
132 16 983 321 16 1018 16 1071} 678 16 9 (691 16 703 16 1205 (710 16

140 16 325 16 1039 |504 16 1076 [679 16 1199 | ¢82 16 1203 |708 16 1206 (7i1 16 1206
142 16 1096 (831 18 963 520 16 1162 | 680 18 99 | 693 18 703 18 1206 | 711 16 1208
155 16 961 (342 16 1017|537 18 1138 (681 16 1199 | 694 1203 1704 18 1206 | 712 1208
160 16 971 (348 16 1117(664 16 1173 |681 16



CASES REPORTED.

Page
Abbeville County, Folsom v. (159 U. S. 3

BLLY: vcn ooy womim s misis 6 8 6856 8 8 50 E SCeE T4
A. B. Kahnweiler & Br Phenix Ins

Co. of Brooklyn, N. (163 U S. 691). .
Adams, The Warren (163 8 679): vens 11‘.—)9
Advance, The (163 U. 8. 690)........... 1202

Aetna Life Ins. Co. v. Florida (163 U. S.
BTD) o s5.6 wioras siain s obins o sinisie o wwisane e 1198

Ainsa v. United States (161 T, S 208). ..

Alberty v. United States (162 U. S. 499)..

Albuguerque Ho’re! & Opera House Co.,
Medler v. (163 U. S. 699). .0 cunennnnn 04
Allen v. Cannon (16.3 0. 7{3 ........ 08
Allen, United States v. 163 U 499)...1071
Allianca, The (163 U. 8. 690)....00v.0un
Allison v. United States (]60 U. S. 203).. 252

American Bell Tel. Co., United States v.

(159 U. S. 548) . cvvvviviennncennnran
American Dock & Improvement Co. v. Clty
of Jersey City (163 T. 15 ....1198

American Sugar Reﬁmng Co, The Cen- ;
turion v. (163 U. 8. 705).. weeease.1199

American Waterworks Co. "of Illmcus v.
Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co. (163 U. S.

(75 a8
Andrews v. Thum (163 U. 678) s aswiiss q
Andrews v. United States (167 U. 420) 7
Ansbro v. United States (159 U. S. 6953 187
Arnold, United States v. (163 U. S. 709 1208

A%l;gen v. State of Minnesota (163
) ¢ ek & wteeis Sl 68 6§ 8 ReEE sl § s F
Atchison, T. & §. P R Co. v. Mulllgan
(183 1T & BTOY. L i anamssigovesassse 1198
Aulick, United States v. (163 U..S. 709)..1207
Ayers, First Nat. Bank of Garnett v. (160
(£1570) HA e wgei e § g g 8 R 412

Baca v. United States (163 U

S. 676)....1198
Bacon v. State of Texas (163 . S. 207) L1023
Balch, Blagge v. (162 U. 439)...:.... 853
Ball v. Halsell (161 U. 8. 72) .. b4
Ball v. United States (163 U. 66") ..... 11192
Ball, United States v. (163 U S. 662)....1192
Ballew v. T_,Tniter} States (160 1. S. 187).. 263

. Co. v. Griﬁith (159 U.

Baltimore & O.
S. 603

.......................... 198
Baltzer v qtate of North Carolina (161 U.
B’llt;'er v. State of North Carolina (161 U. .
Bamber"er v. Schoolfield (160 U. 8. 149).. 225
Bank of Commerce v. State of Tennesnee,
two eases (161 U. S. 134). ., ..vvvrnnnn 456
Bank of Commerce v. State of Tennessee,
two cases (163 U. 8. 416). ... ..c00uuunnn 1113
Barber v. Isances (163 U. S. 677)...ov.. .. 1198
Barber Asphalt Paving Co. v. City of Har-
rishurg (163 U. S, 677).o.cvun.. waie sy e 1198
Barnitz v. Beverly (163 U. S. 118) ........ 1042
Darrett, Tambert v, (159 U s G800} .o o0 135
Barrett, Palmer v. (162 S 39“') ...... 837
Bartlett v. Lockwood (160 U. 357). ... 334
Barton, Gohlman v. (163 U. S 6‘38) 1201
B%;sett v. State of Minnesota (163 U’ 188

119
Bates Ceunty, Edwards v. (163 U. 8. 269) 967
Baughn v. Millirons (163 S. 08
Bayonne, The (159 U. 687)

v.16s.C.

R

ISo

Page
Beall, Dushane v. (161 U. 8. 518)....... 637

Bear Lake & River Waterworks & Irriga-
tion Co., Garland v. (163 U. S. ... 21201
Beck, I‘Iournoy Live-Stock & Real-Estate
Co. v. (163 U. 8. 686)... ....
Beebe v. United States (161 U’s: 104). e s 532
Belknap v. Schild (161 U. S. 10)......

Bellingham Bay Land Co., Dibble v. (163
U. 8. 63

Bgnt Singer Manuf'g "Co. v, (163 0.8,

0B) 2055 555 § AR SR Skl § TR S E veess:1016
Bertha ch & Mineral Co, v. Carrico (163
U. 678) e i enenreennenns veeeas 1198

S. .

Beverly, Barnitz v. (163 U s, 118)..... .1042
Black v. Black (163 U. ceeens 1199
Black v. Flkhorn Min. Co. (163 TU. S.

445) . PPN ——— L ) I
Blagge v. Balch’ (162 U 'S 439).........7853
Blout, Cochran v. (161 U. 8. 350)........ 454
Board of Equalization of Buchanan Coun-

tv9,6 0., State of Missouri v. (163 U, S.
Boarg of Flour Inspectors for Port of New

Orleans v. Glover (160 U. 8. 170)...... 321
Board of Flonr Inspectors for Port of New

Orleans v. Glover (161 U. 8. 101)...... 492
Board of Harbor Line Commxssxoners, State

of Washington v. (163 U. S. 710).. . .1206
Board of Tide Land Appraisers of What-

com County, State of Washmgton v. (163

W 8 TID. seeeswons csesssnes1206
Bonsack Mach. Co., Pollard v. (163 U. 8.

TOOY. < oos s s'50 s g5 i075,5 5.8 aih8 & ami s & 3% .e..1205
Booth v. Crawford (163 U. S. 678).......1199
Borgmever v, Idler (‘lSQU S. teenees 34

Boyd, Hansen v. (161 U. S. 397) R 5 |
Brasius, Bryan v. (162 U. S. 415). veeue. 803

Bridgman, Weeks v. (159 U. 8. 541)..... T2
Brooks v. Codman (162 1. S. 439) ..... . 853
Brown v. United States (1.)9 U. 100) 29

Brown v. Walker (161 U 591).... ee. 644

Brown v. Wygant (163 U. S 618)c 0veea 1159
Brown, Fee v. (162 U. S. 602)
Brown, Hamilton v. (161 U. S

5 5 875
256)..... 585

Bryan v. Brasius (162 U. 8. 415)... 3
Bryan v. Kales (162 U. S. 411).... 2
Bryan v. Pinney (162 U S. 419)....
Brygger, Keane v. (160 U 2'76 wngeass DS
Buck v. United States (163 U S. 678)....1199
Bucklin v. United States, two cases (159
U. S. 680, 632). .0t venernnnennnnn
Burfenmngv Ohmago, St. P, M. & 0. R
Co. (163 U. B2LY), w5 s s meiw o5 s s s ot 5 1018
Burlington, C. R & N. R. Co. v. Simmons
(159 s 8 208)isa s wmi o sigs s 5 7ass s 5isia
Burnham, Great Western Tel, Co. v. (162
e S, 88M et s s wow i s woem s siwini & wiaini soiace SO0
California v, Holladay (159 U. S. 415).... 53
California, Central Pac. R. Co v. (1
¢ 1 . 766
California, Southern Pac. R. Co. v. (16" -
..................... 4
Gdllf()l[ll’l Fxg Syrup Co. . Putnam (1631199
Gallaghan, Union Paec. R Go v (161 U. 5
.......... 3 i vame ens 49
Campbell v. Porter (162 U.'s. 478). oare owin ST

Campbell v. Quigley (163.U. S. 678). cees.1199
Campbell v. Schachte (163 U S. 679)....1199
Campbell v. Thames (163 U. 679) .ee.1199
Cannon, Allen v. (163 U. S. 675). vosees 1198
(‘;asreyﬁ75 Houston & T. C. R. Co. (161 U.

Yeesasedscscesensssnnseses s e

(vii)



viii
Page
Qarrico, Bertha Zine & Mineral Co. v. (163
U. 8. 8) ................ 1198
Oa.rtexésg & Co., Eppenon v. (163 U
Qarver v. United States ( (130 0. 8. 553). . 388
Oavansau;é}é Northern Pac. Co. v. ( 63 o
Caverly v. Deere & Co. '(iéé'fJ""'e" ..1199
Ceballos v. The Warren Adams (163 5166

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

ley (159 U. 8. 108).ceevnnsnesaeannnns
Central Pac. R. Co. v People of State of
Callforma (162 . 91 766

(162 U. S. 512 .............
Central R. Co. of New Jersey v. Keegan
(160 U. e e e 269
Central Railroad & BanLing Co. of Geor-
(1%.) Southwestern R. Co. v. (163 U. S.
Central Trust Co. of New Yorlk v. Rich-
mond, N. I. & B. R. Co. (163 U. 8. 679)..1199
Central Vermont R. Co., Rutland R. Co. v Yer

. v, Btkte’ ot Nevada

cﬁtwo casesT 159 UAm cZsevary O o 113
nturion e, s erican Sugar ning
Co. (163 . B.705). ... .svsessnssssans 199
Ceres, The, Wesse (163 U. S. 706). . .11°9
Certain Real Estate known as the “Chur
Farm” v. United States (163 U. S. 680 1199
Certain Real Estate known as the “Coal
Lands” v. United States (163 U. 8 680) 1199

Certain Real Estate known as the “Gardo
House” v. United States (163 U. S 680) 1199
Certain Real Estate known as the * gg
%arg agtslo Offices,”” United States v. (1
Certain Tract of Land in Cumberland Tp ol
United States v. (Umted States V. Gettys-
burg Electric R. 160 U. {]
Ghzigxplon Min. Co. Walrath V. (163
Chandler, Spaldmg v. (160 U 360
Chap]pell v. United States (160 U S 499 397
Char ess Northern Pac. R. Co. v. (162

--------------------

1208

i)
Chaves. United States v. (159
Cheesman, Shreve v. (163 U.
Chemical Nat. Bank of Chicago v. Cxty
Bank of Portage (160 U, S. 646)

452) 57
704) ..... 1206

ank of Chicago v. 'ﬁnr't.—
ford Deposit Co. (161 U. 8. 1).........
Oht?ster, estern nion Tel. Co. v. (16312

Chicago, M. & st P. R,
States (159 U. S.

Chemical Nat. B

R. Co., Union Paec.
163 U SR ) D 1207
Co., Farmers’ Loan
(163 U. S 3)

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

Chicago, R. 1. & P
o. v. (163 U. S. 611)
Chicago, St. P,
ning v. (163 U
Chilton, Union Paec. ‘R.
708

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

Cho.ppln, Forman .v. j (163 U 'S. ......... 3
Christie, Mayes v. (163 U. 695) ....... 1203
Uhrnsig Seneca Nation of Indians v. 162

......-.qo---c..onuoo--a.-.

SUPREME COURT REPORTER, Vol 16

Page

Church of Christ at Independen .y v.
Recognized Church of Jesusué!hn of

Latter Day Saints (163 U. 8. 681)..... 1199
Cilley v. Patten, two cases (165 U.

68f ................................ 1199
Cincinnati, N. O. & T. P. R. Co. v. Inter-

state Commerce Commission (162 U. 760
Cxty %Sank of Portage Chemxcal Nat. Bank
of Chicago v. 60 U. S 417
Clty Council of harleston, Western Union
Co. v. (163 U.
Cxty of Chester, Western Umon Tel. Co. v
163 U. 8. T11)eusaennnonsoresanses .1208
City of Columbus, Mma., v. Dennison (163
Do B B8 covnsaiswesanssssesissivesna 1203
ng of Detront Detroit  Citizens' St. R.
o. v. (163 U. S.

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

683
023"4“ Evansville v. Dennett (161 U. ‘s -
Oxg of Harnsburg Barber Asphalt Panng
0.

v. (A [ e 198
City of J’ersey Cxty, Amencnn Dock & Im-
provement Co. v. (163 U. 675) ....1198
City of Mattoon, Illinois Cent. Co. .

(163 U. S. 690).vueerenancecnans
0187 osf I\égw Orleans v. United States (163
City of New Orleans, New Orleans C. & L.

R. Co. v. 163 U.'S. 697).vcvueennnnn 1204
City of Ogden, Hamer v. (163 U. S. 689)..1202
Clarkson v. Farmers an & Trust Co.

(168 U. S. BTB)Yei ey owwsvannssimesswe ..1198
Cloughley, Rouse v. 8363 T02). o0« . 1205
Cloyd, Wheeler v. (1 (11) ...... 1208
Clune v. United States 159 U. S. 590)... 125
Cochran v. Blout (161 S 350).c.nae .. 454
Codman, Brooks v. (162 U. 8 e 439) . i e 853
Ceeur D’Alene R, & Nav. Co Washmgton

&IR.Cov(lGOU.&?) .........
Coeur D’ Alene R. & Nav. Co Washlngton

&I Co. v. (160 U, 101). .. ..n o
Coffin v. Umted States (162 T. 664) ... 943
Col!xﬁs, ‘Wayne Lumber Co. v. (163 - o
Colorado Eastern R. Co., Union Pac. R.

Co. v. (163 U. 8. T08)useiveiscssssnsn 207
Columbia v. Lyon (161 U. S. 200)....... 450
Columshm. g’ashmgton Gaslight Co. v. (161
Columbus. Miss., v. Dennison (163 0.

.............................. ..1203
Commz v. Parkerson (163 U. 8. 681)... .1200

Commissioner of Patents, Du Bois v. (163
U. 8. 684). cinviieiiiiniensisannnnnns
Commonwealth of Kentucky, Louisville &
NRCov(lGlUSG ..........

Oomtlz v. Parkerson (163 U. S

Connect.lcut, Geer v (161 U. 8. 519)..... 600
Connor, France v. (161 U. S. 60) cvess s 497
Conolly, Wiggan v. (163 U. 8. 56)....... 914
Consolidated Electnc Light Co. v. Me-

Koesport nght (Incandescent Lamp

Patent, The, 159 U. S, 465)neennnnn.s
Converse, Mlciugan Daxry Co. v. (163 U.

B B90)eivee0ssnmnassasines e sesssaeaal204
Cook v. Eells (163 U, 8. 681)...... T T 1200
Cook v. Street (163 U. S 682
Cook, Missouri, K. & T,

U S. 491)

162 U, S B2 x50 550 saibnotomms mgiois o
Cooper, Girard Life Insnrance, Annv.uty &
Trust Co. v. (162 U. S. 529
C(g]mtlm;: The, v. United States (163 U.

Cornell v. Green (163 U. S. 75)...c0uu.. 969
Cornwall, Davis v. (163 U. s. 698). i 1200
Countrymnn, Sioux City & St. P. R.
(159 U. 8. 377
County of Shelaz' Bank of Commerce v,
(161 U. S

a-.-o;o--o-oo-o-o---.-



CASES REPORTED.

Page

County of Shelb Bank of Commerce V.
(163 U. S. . eeree.1113
County of Shelby, Home Insurance & Trust b e

Co. v. (161 U. 00). .
County {)]f( Sshelbyé Memphxs Cxty "Bank . -
oqpny L i e

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

Cram v. United States (162 U. 625)... 952
Crawford, Booth v. (163 U. 8. 678) ...... -1199

ix

Elmira & H. R. Co. v. Thomson-Houston

Electric Co. (163U S. 685)c cuvenensaa 1201
Emblen, In re (161 U. S. 52). ceeeuvvsnes
E%rson v. Carter Bros. & Co. (163 U.

b T e SRS Sels d Mol

Esquibel, Southern Pac. R. Co. of New

Mexico v. (163 U. 8. T0H) . ceveunrennn ..1206
Eveansville v. Dennett (161 U. S 434) . G613
Iixchange Bank, Hubbard v. (

B00) samiw sawimes swiees s ...............1202

27 | Farmer v. National Life Ass’n of Hartford,
U. S. 685

Conn. (163 U. S.685). c.veececvcsscanss
Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co. v. Chicago, P.
& S. R. Co. (163 U. 8. 31)

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

163 U. S.
Cngép chCormlck Co .n .s tCo ( ........ 1200 I‘%rmgm 68%0&11 & Trust Co. v. Scott (1631201
MecL: 63 1. 8. 682). ceiss1200 | Us 8 686)scsnncssimaisscasnsisivosass
Sig‘év‘ﬁfe,'; Keclse:;mé.(%l& U. S. 404)1) evees 808 | Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co., Amencan Wa-
. tgix;w orks Co. of Illinois v. (163 U. S. 1198
Daly, Webst . (168 . 8. ABb).oms v oen BTD) .+ wosns svsnsesvs sasosneseessssss
DasYnellev s(Er?:'.v:>‘;vve(nor %02 U. 05;%25 B 805 thi'&}?’ers Iéomé,_s&) "Trust Co Clarkson v1198
ted Stat 1 s M | (100 U, ™, OlB)sscucssssnisssnssvossa
stg;xp.o rt .v 53 Um ? ....... " .s. .( ......... 1200 | Farwell Farmers’ Warehouse Ass’'n, Min-
Davies, Hanford v. (163 U. S 173) ..... ...1051 | mneapolis, St. P. & S. S. M. R. Co. v. (163
Davis v. Cornwall (163 U. S, 683). . 1200 | 1T, B 696). viwiss slosnesieswuasmaens A,
Davis v. BElmira Sav. Bank (161 U. S. 275) 50% Faurot, Graver v. (162 U. S. 4 5) el

Darvis v. Geissler (16" U 8. 290500000
Davis v. Patrick (163 U. S. 683). RaTeTe-S
Davis v. United States (160 D. s. 469) . 3563
Davis v. Wakelee (163 U. 683 1200
Deere & Co., Caverly v. (163 U.
De Jonge v. Magone 159 1. 8. 562 ). .
Lacey, Dennis v. (163 U. S. 683).
Dela.ware, The (161 U. S. 459)
Dement, Tubman v. (163 U. 708)
Denaz)ett, City of Evansville v. (161 U. S
Dennis v, De Lacey (163 U. S. 683)...... 1
Denmson Clty of Columbus, Mlss Y. (163

679) 1199

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

U. 8. 6
Deno v. Gn&in
Detroit, Detroit
U. 8. 683)

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

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

chkxnson, Spalding v, (161 U, 499). s 637
Dickson v. Patterson (1 0 U. S. 584)...... 373
Déstnct of Columbia v. Lyon (16 . 8

) 5
Dlstnct of Co!umbm, ‘Washington Gaslight
S. 316 564

Co. v. (161 W B B8 i v wis wov 026516 wmss

Dr. 8. A, Rlchmond B ervine Co. v. Rich-
mond (159 U 8. 293).s.ccsescvssssocss 30
Dodge, Perego v. (163 U. 8. 169). . . 971

Dougherty v. Nevada Bank or San Fran-
cisco (160 U, 8. 171) e eeeinvnennsnnnnnns 258
Douglas v. United States (163 U. 8. 684)..1200
Douglas v. Wallace (161 U. S. 346)...... 485
Drucker v. Robertson (163 U. S. 701)....1205

Du Bois v.
U. S. 684
Duffy v. Green (163 U. S. 684)

Commissioner of Patents (163
.......................... 1200

........1200
Dunham v. Jones (159 U. S. 5.
Durham v. Seymour (161 U, 23‘5)
Durland v. United States (161 U. s.
Dushane v. Beall (161 U. S, 513)
Duval v. Pullman Palace-Car Co.
S. 684)

(163 U.

T B B84 § isis o v wmvess ss.pi0e 5 wiuts § & wngpin 5
East Tenneqsee, V. & G. R. o Little
Rock & M. R. Co. v. (159 U 698)
Eddy v. Lafayette (163 U 456 s s
Bddy v. Wallace (163 U. (‘)S"). n .l..OO
Edwards v. Bates County (16._. . S. 269). .
Eells, Cook v. (163 U. 8. 681)cccueanneans 2
Eells, Ross v. (163 U. S. 702).wvvnunn. ... 1205
Exéelnm; Northern Pac. R. Co. v. (163 U. -
Elder v. McClaskey (163 U. S. 685) ...... 1201
Eldridge v. Trezevant (160 U, S. 452). . 5

34
Elkhorn Min. Co., Black v. (163 U. S. 445)..7101
Elmira Sav. Bank Davis v. (161 U. 8. 275) 502

00 | Fechheimer, Hollander v. (162 U. s

452) o .1'112
. 326). .
Fee v. Brown (162 U. S.602). .....c0uu.. 15
Berguson, Plessy v. (163 U S. 53MNeeeaee 1138
Filhiol v. United States (163 U. S. 686)
Finch, United States v. (163 U. "'09) 1207
IMirst Nat. Bank of Clark D v. State of
South Dakota (163 U. S. 686)..........
First Nat. Bank of Garnett v Ayers (160
U. S. 660

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

Faust v. United States (163 U. s

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

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

U S.
Fitch, United States v. (163 U. 8. 631)..
Flézgeggéd Missouri Pae. R. Co. v. (160 U.

.1076

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

3) 389
Fletcher v. United States (163 U. S. 686) 1201
Floréda, Aetna Life Ins. Co. v. (163

Flournoy Live-Stock & Real- Estate Co. v.
Beck (163 U. 8. 686). cccvaievocacensns
Folsom v. Township Nmety-Sxx, Abbevxlle
County (159 U. S. 611). . cvvunurnnnannn
Tolsom v. United States (160 U S. 121)..
Foote v. Women’s Board of Missions (162
e 8, 439) 5 wnienvainasemanessmesss voses 853
Forman v. Choppin (163 U. 8. 686)

Fortlage, Harrison v. (161 U. S 7) 4.
Foster v. Wistar (163 S. 681) o 1201
France v. Connor (161 U. 2 . 497
Frankel's Sons v. United States 163 o
G8T) 555 a.5.5. 4 5% siaib:5ia 5 Sroses oo e oe, sia'e sinta 1202
F‘nedman, Willman v. (163 U. S. 71") ..1208
Friend v, United States (163 U. 68"') 1201
Fuller, United States v. (160 U. 8. 593)..
Gaddis, Knox v. (163 U. 8. 692). ......... 203
Garitee v. United States (163 U.'s. 687)..1201

Garland v. Bear Lake & River Water-
works & Irrigation Co. (163 U. S. 687)..1201

Garner v. Second Nat. Bank of Provldence
(163 B O88Y s s s sTm s sleleTe

Gay, Umted States v. (163 U. S. 42

Geer v, State of Connecticut (161

DEDY  winiey druwines mersch s suraea 5 siiplin SeRieEE @ 600
Geissler, Davis v. (162 X, 8..200)., .. vones 796
Gentry, Texas & P. R. Co. v. (163 U S.

OB = gl § PSS A St BT AL ... 1104
Georgia, Gunn v. (163 U 689). ..00.. 1202
Georgia, Hennington v. (163 U. S. 299)....1086

German Bank v. State of Tennessee, two
cases (163 U. S.688). v.v.vevenciecanas
Gettysburg Electric R. Co., United States
v., two cases (United States v, A Certain
'[ijgt %%38 Land in Cumberland Tp, 160

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

. . R L T



<

SUPREME COURT REPORTER, Vol. 168

pase | & Trust Co. v. State of
i S ississippi (162 U. 8 Home Insurance y. State of _
C‘:'»b(fg)n .v. X t'zte Of Mss i pp ( ......... HTennﬁssee, two iasefr (l(t}lcU S. lsgti)t f 476
w Mexice Min. Co. (161 ome Insurance ust Co. v. e of
G’[‘J"eg‘_'ef,‘ff,,ffj‘f”_,___,,,...,.....(... 663 | Tennessee (161 U. S. 200). .uvsveens.- 476
Gilfillan v. McKee (159 U. S 173 - ) (R 6  Hooper, Jacksonville, M., P. & Nav. Co
Gill v. United States (160 U S. 426). c0ce. 3221 _v. (160 U, 8. B1d)is:sgsisssocivivis 3"3
Gillis v. Stinchfield (159 U. S T . 131 Hornsby, Rouse v E161 U. § 588;...... 61
Girard [m-.urume & Trust Co. v. Cooper _ | Hornsby, ROUSL’ v. (163 U. S. 702).e.... 53
(162 U. 8. B29). sssavessmes vaniomy sumes 879 Hgns&oln )& . Co., Carey v. (161
¢ Iire Insurance, Annnity & Trust | S, 115)...civacinennanseserensnesrean
L oper (162 U, 8. 529) v v v s §79 | Howell v. United States (16807 'S, 590). 1202
Girard Life lncurance;:l‘ Aimmty 1% lrugt I:Iubb)a.rd v. Exchange Bank (163 U. 5.1202
i Iphi aylor v. 163 U. S. | _690) ... ceinrnnrrecacssscosnnansnas
Co. of Pliladelphia, Taylor v. A63 U- .., 7 | qiiGh 1 Gufey ‘(168 U, 'S, 690): -o7 - - 1202
Glover, Board of Flour Ins ectors for Port Huntington v. Proceeds of the Advance (163
of New Orleans v. (160 G i) TR 321 U 5 600 00isonessensee enessssnssas
Glover, Bourd of Flour Inspectors for Port Huntiugton v. Proceeds of the Allianca (163
of New Orleans v. (161 [? 101). «cve o 2 R R A [ R LI LT 1202
Glover, New Orleans Tlour Inspectors Y. Huntington v. Proceeds of the Vigilancia
160 U. S. 170) . ss svsssvomsssanns samns 321 €163 V.. 8. 890)s.cow s 5mms snme s baws i s
Glover, New Orleans Flour Inspectors v. 0o Huntington v. Saunders (163 U. S. 319)...1120
161 U. S. T01). . isissssevssisossneoss
Gt()hlman v. Barton (163 U. S. 688)....... 1201 | Idler, Borgmeyer v. (159 U. S. 4082 ...... 34
Goldsby v. I[}mtpg :mtes (l‘l‘g?UU.sS 6%2’,)) 13%)&; L SH. Hathaway & Co. v. Ma:m U. "
Goldsby v. United States 1200 | B B88):;cisasanessuaseames saaens
Goode); United States ( 09 U. S. 663).. 136 | Dlinois, Iilinois Cent. R. Co. v. (163 U.
Graver v. Faurot (162 U. 435). ..... OO | B 142).... i oo vmienmdits e enise s eiinn s o 1096
Graves v. Saline County (161 U, 8 359).. 526 | Illinois nt. R Co. v. City of Mattoon
Grayson v. Lynch (163 U, S. 468). . .1064 (163 U. S, 690)ecercianeneaenannenns
Great \orthern R. Co., Pearsall v. (1 _ mlllrJO;s ?:g)t. R. Co. v. State of Illinois 163
........................... 5
Great \Vestern Tel. Co. v. Burnham (162 . Illinois Cent. R. Co. v. Walker (163 U. S.
........................... fal
Great Western Tel. Co. v. Purdy (162 U. S Incandescent Lamp Patent, The (Consol-
BN veoirenmporemimmga inor 58 SIEe Sega i . 810 | idated Electric Light Co v. McKeesport
Green, Cornell v. (163 U. % "5) 009 |  Light Co., 159 U. 8. 465).......... (63
Green, Duffy v. (163 U. S. 684 1200 | Indiana v. Kentucky (159 S 320
Green, Mills v. (159 U. S 601) . . 132 | Indiana v. Kentucky (163 U. 520) ..1162
Gregory v. Pike (163 T. (‘88) .1202 | Insurance Co. of Nort Amencn V.
Gregory v. Talbot (163 U. S G88). 1202 national Trust Co. (163 U. 8. 691)....1202
Gregory v. Van Ee (160 U. S. 643) ...... 431 | Interior (‘onst. & Imp. Co. v. Glbney (1
Griflin, Deno v. (163 U. 8. 683).......... 1200 TTer B 21T csions & 2o sreiare-s § ssiaesagges § o
Griffith, Baltimore & O. R. Co. v. (159 U. International Trust Co.. Insurance Co. of
S 008) o vvioiorois o mioiaissaisims misis 5 Sulnie®is 8 North America v. (163 691)......1202
Grosvenor, Dashiell v. (U62 U. 8. 425).... 805 | International Trust Co. of Denver, Colo.,
Guffey, Hukill v. (163 690 ........ 1202 v. Norwich Union Fire Ins. Soc. (163 U.
Gunn v. State of Georgia (163 S. 689)..1202 B BOLY 55 5w v myee e @i 5576w o a s 6105 T
Guyot, Hilton v., two cases (159 U. S. 113) 139 | International Trust Co. of Denver, Colo.,
Sun Insurance Otﬁce of London, Eng-
Halsell, Ball v. (161 U. S. 72). ... oo vuune 54 laud, V. (163 U. 8. TOD) e e ivvvnrrnnnnnn
Hamer v. Ogden City (163 S. 689)....1202 | Interstate Commerce Commission v. Cin-
Hamilton v. Brown (161 U. S. 256). .. ... 585 cinnati, N. 0. & T. P. R. Go. (162 U.
Hammond v. Stockton Combined a.tves- S, 184).......... X A TR -
ter & Agricultural Works (163 U, S. Inferwhto Commerece (‘ommxsemn Texas &
GRDY: s i as s e B e e s e 1202 Co. v. (162 U. S. 19D ...vcu....
Hanford v. Davies (163 U. 8. 2"3) .. 1051 Iown, Towa Cent. R. Co y. (1 U. S. 389) 344
Hanks, Mathews v. (163 U. S. 694). . 1203 Towa, Missouri v. (160 U. e
Hansen v. Boyd (161 U. S. 3 U} ......... 571 | Towa Cent. R. Go. v. Smte of Iowa (160
Harden, United States v. (163 8. 709). 1207 | Us 8. 88D wosoivions esmbs s osonssaivgss 344
Harrisburg, Barber Asphalt Paving Co. v. Isancs v. United States (159 U. 8. 487).. 51
B3 W B OTThes s suios s siae.is vivins i69wes 98 | Isaacs, Barber v. &3 OTDssisians 1198
Harrison v. Fortlage (161 U. 8. 57)...... 488 | Ivy, Yancey v. (163 TU. S 7L) vessses s1208
Harrison v, Umted States (163 U, S 140).. 961
Hartford Deposit Co. etmca 1 Nat. B Jacksonville, M., P. R. & Nav. Co. v,
of Chicago v. (161 'U ............ 439 | Hooper (160 U. S. 514)...cveuvenn.. ..
Harwood v. Wentworth (162 U. S. ’341') 890 | James, St. Lou.is & S. F. R. Co. v. (161
Hathaway & Co. v. Marts (163 U. (;89) A202 ) U, 8. 540) i ceviiennencsacrasscasnenae 21
H‘Swuzgq)v:ctona Copper Min. Co. (160 U. . James Umon Pac. R. Co. v. (163 U. 8.
Hayes, McCormick v. (159 U. 8. 332)..... 37 James. ‘Western Union Tel. Co. v. (162 U.
Healey, United States v, (160 U, Q 138 2AT | B 8O0 .oesosanscspesisssssnesssesss
Henderson, Travelers’ Ins. Co. of Hartford Jersev Glty, Amoncan Dock & Improve-
Conn.. v. (163 11. 8. 708). 2 ment Co. (163 U. 8. 675): avvesvnmss
Hennington v. State of Georgia (163 U. S. Jersey (1ty & B. "Co. . Morgan (160
200) . vsvneiiessan elss i5ses s Eee 88 s 0BG | U S 288) i cvvsosavmssinomasinsevmene 276
Henry, Owens v. (i61 U. 8. 642)........ GO3 | Johnson v. United States 160 U S. b46).. 377
Hnokorv v. United States (160 U. S. 408) 327 | Jones, Dunham v. (159 U. S. 589 ....... 108
nghen Charleston Bridge Co. v. (163 Jones, Hilton's Adm'r v. (159 U 5 .)84)
.............................. 1199 Jones, Union Pac. R. Co. v. (163
Hllhorn v. United States (163 U. S. 342 JOIT | _TOD) scscessesvsssons ssonsssassisanes
Hilton v. Guyot, two cases (159 U, 8. 113) 139 | Joseph Frankel's Sons v. United States
Hilton’s Adm'r v. Jones (159 U. S. .)84). .. 108 A6 T 8. B8T)s o voiviissmies sviims § sivjgie
Holcomb v. Wright (163 U. S. 689)..... 1202 | Julian, United States v. (162 U. S. 324)..
Holladay, T'cople of the State of California June Manuf'g Co., Singer Ma.uuf' Co. v.
V. (1.)9 U 8418 ecn cuimssriosssavons (163 U. S. 169)......................1002
Hollander v. Fochhcxmer (162 U. 8. 326)..




CASES REPORTED.

Kahnweiler & Bro. Phenix Ins. Co. of

KBrooleyn N. Y( ]%g:SUU SS.
ales, Bryan
Kaélgskx, IKnights of Pythias v. (163 U. 8. 108
289) .iicrecvevunssssrrsiasyaionsnans
Kalinski, Supreme Lodge Ixmghta
%’;'!Eu:s of tge ‘World v 163 U. S. 289). 1047
Kansas, Lowe v. (163 U 8 ......... 1031
Xeane v. Brygger (160 . 2T8) s swwnsre 2‘78
Kgaqrmv & Mattison Co., In re (160 U

Centml R. Co. of New Jersey v.

Keeg(a)m.
Kelly Lebwil SN 's'.'iw'zizidf"i;' Co. v. (160
U. S. 327) 3

xi

Page
MecClaskey, Elder v. (163 U. 8. 685)......1201
McClellan v. Pyeatt (163 U. S. 695) ceve 1203
MeCloskey, Owens v. (161 U. S. ). .«s 0693
MecConnell v. Provident Savings Llfe As-
sur. Soc. of New York (163 U. S. 693)..1203
MecCormick v. Hayes (159 U. S. 332). 387
Més(:zormxck Const. Co., Crimp v. (163 U. S
D ST B o T B TR YR 2T T Ny - S MR S TS IR
McCullough v. New York, N. H. & H.R.
Co. (168 T. 8. 698). coevmssions sssoasae 3

Mco%onald, Press Pub. Co. v. (163 U. 8.
MoDowell v, Uaited Staias (59'U.'S. 596) 111
MecGlensy v. Van Vranken (163 U. S.

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

203
643). ... 117

694)
McHarry, Stewart v (159 U.

elsey v. Crowther (162 S. 404). . . 808
Ee{lteuycky, (indmna v( (159 U. S. 275) .. 320 | MclIntire v. MclIntire %6" U. S. 383) eases 814
Kentucky, Indiana v. (163 U. S. 520)....1162 | Mack v. Porter (1 694). ....0....1203
Kentucky, Louisville & N. R. Co. v. ( McKay, Smith V (161 U. 8. 355). c0vee.. 490
U. S, B77) e eieeeenensareesnasasasansns 4 | Mclkee v. Lamon (159 U. S 81T ceeeeas 11
Keyser, Shute vy(l&i ! . S. 704:1[). i ..s.1206 Iﬁ%ee v(;i{zfﬁ.ltrobe 1155% %]' S 303 s suens ]%
breth, Chin Yuen ing v . S. ee, G an v cavae
ey Shim Lue S g I .( .......... 1199 | McKee, McPherson v. (159 303) 6

580
K)lda)re Lumber Co. v. National Bank of
gox&nl(rce of Kansas City, Mo. (163 U.

.............................. 202

Kirby v. Tallmadge (160 U. S. 379)...... 349
Kirchoff, Union Mut. Life Ins. Co. v. (160

U. S, 874) . ceeiinnincecnscnaresannnns 318

Kirk v. United States (163 U 49) 911

Km%hts of Pythias v, Kalinski (163 S -

Knox v. Gaddis (163 U 692)
IXohl v. Lehlback (160 U. S 2')3)

7304 | Markham v. United States (1& U

MecKeesport Light Co., Consohdated Elec-
tric Light Co. v. (Incnndescent Lamp
Patent, The, 159 U. S. 465). .. v cvvuaes

McLane, Cropper v. (163 U S. 682)

MeDMaullen, Ritchie v. (159 U. 235)

McPherson v. McKee ( 59U S. 306) PR

Magarity, Shipman v. (163 U. (B

Magone v. Wiederer (159 U. S 655

Magone, De Jonge v. (UES U. S

Magone, Sonn v. (159

31)
oo 476

Marks v. United States (161 U. S

Lafayette, Bddy v. (163 U. 8. 456)...... 1082 | Martin, Martin & Hill Cash-Camer A
Laidley, Central Land Co. of West Vir- (163 U. s. O)i 5 w555 575 5 00 5 nimimine o' iain o 1203
ginia v. (159 U. S. 103)....... Martin & Hlll Oash-Garner Co. v. Martin
Laing v. Rigney (160 U. S. r)'%1) ................................
Lambert v. Barrett (159 U. S. 660)...... 135 | Marts, 1. H Hathawa.y & Co. v. (163 UT.
Lamon v. McKee (159 U. 8. 317).....00.. JL | 8. 688 4 cveunaneinpansseonsosasessson 1202
Langford, Riser v. (163 U. 8. 701)......1205 Ma.son pald.mz V. (161 U S 375): seess D92
Latrobe, ‘McKee v. (159 U. S 2 74) IR 15 | Mathews v. Hanks (163 U. 8. 694).......1203
Law v. The Trave (163 U. 692). .s oe s 1203 Matthews v. Scott (163 U. S. 694)....... 203
Laws, United States v. (163 U S. ‘75 . 998 | Matthews v. United States (161 . 8. 500) 640
Leak, Rio Grande W. R. Co. v. Mattoon, Illinois Cent. R. Co. v. (163 -
8 RN orini v 5 e samem s v s Genis wiera B90) « avveeeeen s aannanesenaaeanan 1202
Lee, Qt Loms & S. F. R. Co. v. (163 U. Mayes v. Christie (163 U. S. 695)........1203
.............................. 5 | Meyes, Talton v. (163 U. S. 376)......... 986
Lohwh \Im & Manuf'g Co. v. Kelly (160 Mechanics’ Sav. Bank v. State of Tennes-
........................... see, two cases (163 U. 8. 695). .........

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

S 110
Lehlback, Kohl v. (160 U,

Medler v. Albuqu erque Hotel & Opera
House Co. (1&3%]

208) s o5 amve 304 | Memphis C]ty Bs.nk V. Smte of Tennessee
Leighton v. United States (161 U. S.201) 495 | (161 U. 8. 186) . cevevrvieennenneunennn 468
Lennig, White v. (163 U. S. 7T11)........ 1208 | Memphis City Bank v. Tennessee and Shel-
Lewis. Northern Pac. R. Co. v. (162 U. by County (161 U. S. 193). . 471
i B0B8)cscasai s sssansssnas seveds e 1| Mercantile Bank v. State of Tennessee (161
Lewis, Iteeder v. (1(3 IT S, 701 ciesinvs 1205 o 8 RO vuvs s wreinrs ¢ wiwrers sieoTere 3 swisit 5.5 5
Link v, Union Pac. R. Co. (163 U. 8. 692). 1903 Mercantile Bank v. Tennessee and Shelby
Little Rock & M. R. Co. v. Rast Tennes- County (161 U. 8. 173). 0. vvinvesnnnnnn 466
sec. V. & G. R. Co. (159 T. S. 698). ..... 189 | Meyer v. Richards (163 U. 8. 385)........ 1148
Lochren, In re (163 U, 8. 692). ......... 203 | Michigan Dairy Co. v. Converse (163 U.
Lockwood, Bartlett v. (160 U. 8. 35 334 I R 13 T 1204
Lomm, Strickland v. 51(’3 u. S. 7 1206 | Miller, Moore v. (163 T. S. 696) ......... 1204
Louisiana, \Inrrav v. (163 U. 101) ..... 990 | Millirons, Baughn v. (163 U. 8. 677). .....1198
Louisville, N. A. & C. R, Co., Union Nat. Mills v. Green (159 U. 8. G51). .. ...r0eon. 132
Bank of (‘hloaﬂn v. (163 U. 8. 33.5) 1039 Miners’ Union of Town of Allmfm, Raven

Louisville & N. R. Co v. Commonwealth

of Kentucky (161 U. S. 67D . ..vvru.nn 714
Lovell, United States v. (163 U 710 1207
Lowe v. State of Kansas (163 U 1031
Lueas v. United States (163 U. S 612) .1168
Luckey v. United States (163 U. 9") .1203
Luther, Webster v. (163 U. S. 331) ...... 963

ybarger v. State of ‘Washington (163 U. -

R ) e —— 1203
Liynech v. Murphy (lbl U. 247 523
Lynch, Grayson v. (163 U. S 468). .. ..., 1004
Lyon, District of Columbia v. (161 .
QOO oy oe ey Sracaowin, apiomononnde o/, 1wl ale, b ars. . 450

Lyons-Thomas Hardware Cn v.
Stove Manuf'g Co. (163 U, 693) ..... 1203

McCarty v. Lehxgh Val. R. Co. (160 U. S.
110 240

ses e v ssrr s nannse sesennnna

Gold Min. Co. v. (163 U S. 7 .1205
Minneapolis, St. P, & 8. S. M Co.

Farwell Farmers’ Warehouse Ass'n (163

U. S. 696)
Minnesota, Aslesen v. é163 U.
Minnesota, Bassett v. (163 U. 644 ..1198
Minnesota, & St. P. La.nd V.

(159 U. 8. 526) . eevrverecrerennnnans
‘\Imnesota Wmona & St. P. Land Co. v.

(159 U. S. 540) e ceveerieneenenninnanan 88
’\Ihsxssxppl Glbson v. (162 U. S. 565). ... 904
\Ixsmss:pp!, Smith v. (162 U, 8. 592)......
Mississippi, Woodruff v. (162 U 291). .
Missouri v. Board of R nahzatlon o!’

Buchanan County, Mo. (1 696). .1206
Missouri v. JTowa (160 U. 688)........ 433
Missouri v. Slover (163 U. S. 696?........1206

159 U. 8. 673). ve0ee.. 179

........................... 204
6"(») ...1198

Wmona
526

Missouri, Moore v.



xii

ngo

Missouri, K. & T. R. Co. v. Cook (163 U.
S, 491) it ireieinnaretanaae s 1093
M;ssourl Pac. R. Co. v. Fitzgerald (160 U. 38

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

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

SUPREME COURT REPORTER, Vol. 18

Page
O'Brien, Union Pac. R. Co. v. (161 U. 8.

ABTY 0o resmesezelern:oom: Soplaca el VI WIS IS 618
Ogden City, Hamer v. (163 U. 8. 689)....1202
Olcott v. Rice (163 U. 8. 699). .. covvvunnn 1204
Oregon Short ine & N. R. Co. v. Con-

Hn (162 UL B OB ¢ iniw o isincsie tuaiiiain s on o 871

Oregon Short Line & U. N. R. Co. v. Mul- R

T T v T 797 lan (162 U. 8. 498): 5 cnimssisioessassins 71
Moore v, Miller (163 U. 6O6) . viv e e nieinn 1204 | Oregon Short Lme & U. N. R. Co. v. Skot-
Moore v. State of \dlssouri (159 U.S.673) 179 | towe (162 U. 8. 490). c.vcuruivancaanae 869
Moore v. United States (160 U. S 68). ees 294 | Ornelas v. Rmz (161 U.S.502). coveeenns 689

Moran, Eastem R. Co. of Minnesota v.
63 U. 1

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

.
Morse Arms Manuf'g Co. v. United States

(168 Wy 85 69T s s o ovaine s omnsoslaesnsioiss.s 1204
Mullan, Oregon Short Lme & U. N. R. Co.

v, (162U, 8. 498). .0ve e enrnznnsenns
Mulligan, Atcluson, T. & S, F. R. Co. v.

(163 U. BTB) c.arv s svivisoamasasvumens 1198
Murphy, Lynch v. (161U, S. 247). .0 avu- 523
Murray v. State of Louisiana (163 U

R I I A neee

Nalle v. Young (160 U. S. 624).. 420
National Bank of Commerce of Kansas

(Shty,glgo Kildare Lumber Co. v. (163 U.

National Life Ass’'n of Hartford, Conn,

Farmer v. (163 U. S. 685). . veneesss.1201
Neall v. Schrader (163 U. S. 697). .1204
Neigda, Central Pac. R. Co. v. (162 U.'S.
Nevada Bank of San Francisco, Dougherty

ve (180 UL "B TTAY: ciaipie o6 sisiois sninimea & dinte
New Mexico v. Perea (163 U. S. 697).. 207
New Mexico Min. Co., Gildersleeve v. (16

T 8. BU8) v suvnis wwss swons 555663 vois 663
New Orleans v. United States (163 U. S.
New Orleans, New Orleans C, & L. R. Co.

Y. (163 U. 8. 897). .. vvceeenncsnnnsson 1204
New Orleans C, & R Co v. City of New

Orleans (163 U. S. 6 1204
N?]v:v Orlegusi Flour Inspectors v. Glover

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

Orleans Flour Inspectors v. Glover
492

(1m L S BOL). osmsrvmmieres »om saass o ss
New York v. United States (160 U. 508) 402
New York, N. H. & H. Co., McCul ough

163 1. 8. 693). v s eenrnonncrannne 1203
New ork & N. E. R. Co. v. Rumsey, two

cases (163 U. S. 698) .................. 1204
Nickels, Northern Pac. R. Co. v. (163 U
[T
leon, Prov:dent Savings Life Assur. Soc
v. (163 s TOLYs onim suwsveamess s vaiFes 1
N?{%g County. Quaker City Nat. Bank v.

R. Co., Postal Te]egruph
Cable Co. v. (163 U. §. ). .12
Norfolk & W. Co Steed v. (163 U. S.

i I oo e o A IR e L X 1206
North Carolina, Baltzer v. (161 U. S, 240).. 500
North Carolina, Baltzer v. (161 U. S. 246) 502
N(I){thgrn Pac. R. Co. v. Cavanaugh (](33

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

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

Norwich 'i}h’xéﬁ'iﬂ}é 'I'n's' 'é&é' 'fﬁt’e’rh&'ﬁ'&z{-
al Trust Co. of Denver, Colo. . V. (163 U.
Fabeiee seue s o 1202

01) coccovnseonniveee

Osborn ‘Washington & I. R. Co v. (160 U.
103)_s.civassssnnvrsisslssanme o newna 219

03)
Outzs v. Ward (163 U S 699)
O“ ens v. Henry (161 U

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

Pa.lmer v. Barrett (162 U
Parkerson, Conitiz v. (163

Patrick, Davis v. (163 U i
Pa)gtfn. Cilley v., two cases (1&3 U. 8

......

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

Patterson, Dickson v. (160 S. 584).
Psétter?ﬁn, Southern Pac. R. Co. v. (1
Patton v. United States (159 U. S. 500) "
Pearsall v. Great Northern R. Co. (161 U.

S. 646)

People of the State of California v. Holla-
day (159 U, 8. 415).c.csscvnsisansosss
People of State of Cahforma., Central Pae.

R. Co. v. (162 U. 8. 91)
People of State of Cahforma.
Pac. R. Co. v. (162 U. S, 167 .ccuvn..
People of Territory of Uta.h Tl:uede v. (159
U. 8. 510

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

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

u. b97)
Perego v. Dodge (163 U. 160) . cevvenne 71
Perkins, United States v. (16& S. 625)..1073
Perry Stove Manuf'g Co., Lyons—Thomas
Hardware Co. v. (163 U. S.
Peters v. United States (163 U
P%ter.s;?ixé, Northern Pac. R. Co. v. (16:

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

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

Phenix Ins, Co. of Brookh n, N. Y,
Kahnweiler & Bro. v. (163 U. S. 691) .1202

Pheenix Fire & Marine Ins. Co. of Mem-
]1111‘1; v. State of Tennessee (161 U. S.

Pierce v. United States (160 U. 305).. 321

Pike, Gregory v. 516-3 T % 688). .cieee..1202

Pinney, Bryan v. (162 U. 8. 419)

lel}er Y. (&;?pevm Iron Co ‘two cases (163

........

.......................... 04

Pitts v. United States (163 U. S. 700)....1205
Planters’ Fire & Marme Ins. Co. v. State
of Tennessee (161 U 188) v ssavaie s
Pllaqn3tors' Ins. Co. v. Tennessee (161 U. 8.
Planters’ Ins. Co. v. Tennessee and Shelby

County (161 U. S. 198) .............. 468

Plessy v. Ferguson (163 U. 8. 537).. ...1138

ach. Co. (163 U.

PO](!)?)I)‘d v. Bonsack
................................ 205
Pool, Southern Paec. Co. v. (160 U S. 438) 338
Porter, Camphell v. (162 U, 8, 478). ., 871
Porter, Mack v. (163 U. 8. 604) ...... ...1203
Post v. United States (161 U. S. 583).,.. 611
Postal ’I‘elegmph Cab]e Co v. Norfollk &

W. R. Co. (1(:3 1205

Progeedd 'o'f' 't'h'é Ali'vh}{cé: | ﬁﬁﬁﬁh};’téi{ 'v'
(163 U. S. 690
Proceeds of the Allianca, Huntington v.

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

(163 U. S. GJO% ..................... 1202
Proceeds of the Vigilancia, Hu.ntmgton v.
(163 U. S. 690).cveevenrneasceenns .0 a1202

Life Assur. Soc. v.

i TO1)e enseecsessesnnss

Provident Savings
Nixon (163 U. S



CASES REPORTED.

Page
Provident Savings Life Assur. goc of New
York, McConnell v. (163 U. 693)..... 1203

‘Pullmélsn Palace-Car Co., Dnval v. (lb3 U.

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

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

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

xiii

Page

Sanford Fork & Tool Co., In re (160 U. 8.
24T) cssivis suvase vew s s senesvaesenee 291
on v. (163 U. S. 319) .1120
tates v. (160 U. S. 493) 371
679) .. .1199

Saunders, Huntin,
Sayward, United
Schachte, Campbell v. (163 U

0 Schild, Belknap v. (161 U, 8 10)sreessems

Schoolfield, Bamberger v. (160 U. S. 149)..

Schrader, Neall v. % 697 .......1204
Schroeder v. Young (1 61 U S 334)..00.. 512
Schwalby, Stanley v. (162 754
Scto}tt SF:érsnéers Loan & Trust Co. . (163

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

(163 U O ) i 5 2iuipis sscarsis s 0o s w0 93 gcott.tMatth%;v; v. (1?363 US 6 3208
163 U. S. 678)..... 11 cranton v eeler

Quigley, Carapbell 7. ; Second Nat. Bank Providence, Garnerlz(n
Race Horse, Ward 163 U. S. 504)....1076 | _v. (163 U. S. 688). .ccveivinecannnnans
Raven Gold Min. Co ‘(r Miners’ Union of Selleck, Smith v. (163 U. S. 704).. 1206
Town of Altman (163 U. S. 70623. e 1205 Se&ecg l}gg)on of Indians v. (}hnsty ao5
X , United States v. (163 U. S. | U. 8B, 283)..c0eecvvnnercrercencecarns
Ry Con United States v ol e 20 | Sewall: Van' Wagenen v (160'0.'S 366). . 370
Rechel, Sweet v. (159 U. S. 380)......... 43 | Seymour, Durham v. (161 U. S, 235).... 452
Reeogmzed Church of Jesus Christ of Lat- Shelby, Bank of Commerce v. (161 U.'S.

ter Day Saints, Church of Christ at Inde- B oo ierareta, ol oTai sl #5e: o i AT el A TaT STla SN
pendence, Mo., v. (163 U. S. 681)....... 1199 | Shelby, Bank of Commerce v. (163 0. S.
Reeder v. Lewis (163 U 8. TOL)s oo s enies 0 S L] T T P L T el
Reese, Union Pac. R. Co. v. (163 U. S. Shelby, Home Insurance & Trust Co. v

TOBY & s amismaaisssmnsaeissae evpwmen 1"07 (161 W. 8. 200).0ccwesaoamsnsanessaes 476
Rice, Olcott v. (163 U. S, 699). ..oeuenn. Sholby, Memphis City Bank v. (161 U. 8
Richards v. Chase Elevator Co. (159 U. S. M) o st aa e e e e s
ATV wrsrvicSanss SoRodhne e bls i e eelm Sh-lby, Mercantile Bank v. (161 U. 8. 173) 466
Richards, Meyer v. (163 U. S. 385)...... 1148 Shelby, Planters’ Ins. Co. v. (161 U. 8.
Richmond, Dr. S. A. Richmond Nervine L R TR s e el

Co. v. (159 Ul 15 RO8Y e, ovrs.a¢ 5675 dueEVaTELS Shelby County v Union & Plnnters‘ Bank
Richmond Nervine Co. v. Richmond (159 (101 U 8. 149)uisse vives s owsn s scarains sivie 558
U. S. {\I .......................... 0 | Shipman v Maganty (163 U. S 703) ...1206
Richmond, N. I. & B. R. Co., Cenfml Shiver v. Umted States (159 U. 91)... b4
Trust Co. of New York v. (163 U. Shreve v. Cheesman (163 U. S.

BT 2.7 o 570 o 2 5 TS ST TS § 41T 99 Shute v. Keyser (163 U. S. 704).... -
Rider, United States v. 163 U. S. 132).. Sl.mmons v. Burlmg'tan. CR &
Rigney, Laing v. (160 51 ) DO (159 U. 8. 278). ccosvsnsiseaisnassss
Riley, Salt Lake apld-Transxt Co. v. (163 Singer Mannf’g Co. v. Bent 163 U. S

U, B, T08)eiversonsosoansonsasssnsenns Dy e e e e ...1016

Riser v. Langford (163 U. 8. 701). ......1205
Ritchie v. McMullen (159 U, S. 235)...... 171

Robertson v. Drucker (ICB U 8. 701)....1205
Robertson, Salomon v. (163 S. 703). ..1%5
Rosedale St. R. Co., Texas & P. R. Co.

(163 U. S. 7 0T o s s0a0mnsmessnuos -...12(77
Rosen v. United States (161 U. S 29).... 434
Rosen v. United States 161 U
Ross v. Eells (163 U. S.

..........

Rouse v. Cloughley (163 U S T702). o0 .. .1206
. 588)....... 610
S. 702).......1205

502). v venn.. 689

¥., two

Rouse v. Horusby (161 U.

Rouse v. Hornsby (163 U

Ruiz, Ornelas v. (161 U. S

Rumsey, New York & N. E. R. Co.
cases (163 U. S. 698)

Russ, Telfener v. g . S, ; .

Russ, Telfener v. % .
Rutland R. Co. v. é}etétral Vermont R. Co.,
&

two cases (159
Ryan, St. I;ouxs S. F. R. Co. v. (163

U. 8. 706

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

1205

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

St.Paul,S&TFR.Co Sage v. (163

XL, S TO2) e vamvnesidinse sesesesoanses 1205
Salina Creek Irri Sgatlon Co Salina Stock

Co. v. (163 U. s se s SRS 1036
Salina Stock Co. v. nlins Creek Irriga-

tion Co. (163 U. S. 100 0ecrcccncaass
Saline County, Graves v 161 U. 8. 359).. 526
Salomon v. Robertson (163 U. S. 703)....

Salt Lakeogapxd-Transxt Co. v. Riley (163

. . D I A

Sm%e;:' I)jdanuf'g Co. v. June Manuf'g Co.
Mo Gity & 5t ) B G+, Govitorinan
159 U. 8. 3770

1002

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

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

696 e
Snutlz v. McKay (161 U. S '%55; RO s 490
Smith v. Selleck (163 U. 704

ngsi)téh v. State of M.mmssnppl (162 R o A

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

Smith v. United States (161 U. S, 85).... 483

695 | Society of Shak ers at Pleasant Hill,

v. Watson (163 U 404) Siea b Ee e
Sonn v. Magone (159 U 3 L o P
South Dakota, First Nat. Bank of Clark.

S.D.. v. (163 U. S. PRt ¢
South Dakota, Mitchell v. (163 U. S 1204
Southern Pac. Co. v. Pool (160 U. 438)

St:)alggx)em Pac. Co. v. Tomlinson (163 U.
Sot?therh:rg';éé.' ‘R. Co. v. Patterson (163
Southern Pac. R. ‘é(;. v People of State

of California (162 . 8. 16D eeinnanns
Southern Pac Co. v. 'ﬁlley (163 U. 8.

705)
Southern Pac. R. Co. of New Mexico v.
Esquibel (1&5 B T0D) s eescivosinae . .1208
Southwestern R. Co. v Central Railroa
Banking Co. of Georgia (163 U. 8 705
Soelzjathworth v. United States (161 ‘U. S,

Spaldmg v. Chandler (lﬁ) U. 8.
Spalding v. Dickmson (161 S. 499).... 637

Spalding v. Maso: S 375)...... 592

Spalding v. Vilas (1 483).cececes



ziv

Page
Stxhleyb Chicaézs% B. L & P. R. Co. “1_199

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

Stanford, United States v. (161 1%558) 412) 5%2

Stanley v. Schwalby (162
Stirlxuyg v. Weir Plow Co. (163 705) "1206
State of California v. Holladay (159 U. S.

(162 U. s. 91) .7

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

519
State)of Georgia, Gunn v. (163 U. S, 6891)] 1202

Statezgg)f) Georgia, Hennington v.

8. 209) .ttt ss e st s

BState of Illinois, Ilhnois Cent. R, Co. v.
068 U, 8 142, .« connonmssssgsmsseioss

Btate of Indmna v. State of Kentucky

(159 U 275) e cnncearsvossasassonss
Smté‘s %f Indlana V. " State of Kenmeky 1168
State of Iowa., 6&&'6&1’( 'I't' 00 'v'.' '(iéx')

U. 8 889): sssissswennesiooesne

I R R R N

33

State of Kansas, Lowe v. (163 U. S. 81) 1031

State of Kentucky, State of Indiana
(159 U, 8. 270). .coiviwssvmsissas s oen

State of Isiegtucky State of Indiana’ "11
1

St(aéi: of Louxsxana, Murray v. (163 U

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

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

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

677)
Btéte of ﬁhnnesot&, Winona & St. P. Land
0. V. S.
State of Mumesota. Wmona & St. P. Land

Co. v. . 8. 540)u erenenanannonnn
Btgég of mswmppl, beson Y. (162 U S.

................ T

344 | Stockton Combined

QOOT%fgm

SUPREME COURT REPORTER, Vol 16

State of Tennessee, Pheenix Fire Marine
Ins. Co. of Memphis v. (161 U. 8. 174)..
State of Tennessee, Planters’ Fire & MA°
rine Ins. Co. v. (161 U. 8. 193 Srone SiaTnn "
State of Tennessee, Planterw’ Go. v.
(161 U. 8. 198): cenissooian 2nseessss

53 | State of Tennessee, tht.ers Ins. Co. v.

(161 U. 8. 198)......

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

68
66 | State of Texas, Bacon v (103 U. S. 207). 11023

Stgte1 of Texas, United States v. (162 U.
State of Washington v. 'isiéa[r'd """"""
Line Commissioners (163 U. 8 710)
State of Washington v. Board of Tide
Land Apprmsers of Whatcom County
(163 U. 8. T11): s aesrsie snnn asmusnsovnass
Stgte 6?3: ‘Washington, Lyba.rger v. (163 U.
Str{egg)v Nortolk & W. R. Co. (163 U.'§.
Stevenson v, United States '(iéé'ff B '3.1'3) 839
Stewart v. McHarry (159 U. S. 643)...... 117
Stinchficld, Gillis v. (159 U. S. 658)...... 131
arvester & Agricul-
etgg;l Works, Hammond v. (163 U. 8.
Streep v. United 's't'ait;s'héd .S 128).. 244
Street, Cook v. (163 U. 68 ).
Strickland v. Lomm 163U 8. 707). .....1208
Sl}ljhvgn,eglgorthem ac. R. Co. V. (163

- e O i e Lo ey

)
urance Office of London, England,
v. temahons.l 'I‘rust Co. of Denver.
Colo. (163 U. 8. 707).. -

Supreme Lodge nghts of Pytmas of the
orld v. Kalinski (163 U. S. 289)......1047T
Co. v. (163

Su{}herland)Ba.ltlmore & O. R.

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

83 Swezmngen v. United States (161 U. S.
88 Sweetv Rechel (159U 8. :380). ux s

43
Sydsvenska Aktiebola v.
Wessels (163 Tf S. 70g68). e ?ﬁ .. .1199

Western Union Tel Co. v. (163

State of Mississippi, Woodruff v. (162 U. | TU. S. 1) cevrerecnscnencnveosnsas e |
.............................. 820 | Talbot, ory v. (163 U. 9. 688)......1202
State of Missouri v. Board of Equalization Tg_nmdge, irby v. (160 U . 379). cones 349
of Buchanan County, MO (163 U- S. Talton v. Mayes (163 U. 8. 376). .. .c0ean. 986
................................ 1206 Taylor v. Girard Life Insurance Annuity &

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

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

State of Missouri, Moore . 159 U. 8. 673) 179
St(alte of l‘lsevaﬁczl1 )bentral . R. Co
State of Kew York'v'.' Uhited 's'c'a't'eé '('1'6'0'1'3'

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

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

ltate of South Dakota, First Nat. Bank of
, S. D, v. (163 U.
State ot South Dakota, Mitchell v. (1&3
T. 8., 686) : csiovissamss s ssswanionss L1204
State of Tennessee, Bank of Commerce v.,
two cases (161 U. 8. 1834)...cvvuans B
State of Tennessee, Bank of Commerce
v., two cases (163 U. 8. 416). .......... 1113
State of Tennessee, German Bank v., two
cases (163 U, 8. 688). ..vvvrvrvrennanas
State of Tennessee, Home Insurance &
Trust Co. v., two cases (161 U. S. 198)..
State of Tennessee, Home Insurance
Trust Co. v. (161 U. S. 200)
State of Tennessee, Mechanics’ Sav. Bank
v., two cases (163 U. 8. 695). ...........
State of Tennessee, Memphis City Bank v.
(161 U. S. 186) . cevrvevenesnnseansenna 4
State of Tennesqee, Memphis City Bank
Ste o Tamenns W B 2
e 0 ennessee, Mercantile Ba: V.
(el U. 8.

. 61)0..-..'.-.--..---.---.-

476

1203

Trust Co. of Philadelphia (163 T.

HOTY v scsisin.e marems Tainss ........m
Telfener v. Russ (162 U. S. 170 esssences 0O
Telfener v. Russ (163 U. 8. 1 & s L1017

). 1207

Tenam Diteh Co., Thorp v. (163 0.8, 7

Tennessee, Bank of Conuuerce v., two
cases (161 U. 8. 134). ..coreeennnnsnnan

Tennessee, Bank of Commerce v., two
ceses (163 U. 8. 416). vevevuvevranesns

Tennessee, German Bank v. two cases
(163 U. 8. )

1113

Tennessee, Home Insura.nce & Trust Co.
v, two eases (161 U. 8. 198).e.cveeee.. 476
Tennessee, Home Insurance &
v. (161 U. 8 200). vieeeense. 478
Tennessee, Mechan cs’ “Sav. Bank v., two
cases (163 U, S, 695)....ccvvecnnecans
Tesnnlessgee. Memphls Cxty Bank v. (161 U.
Tereulnessee. Mercantile Bank v. (161 U. 8.
Tennessee, Pheenix Fire & Marine Ins. Co.
of Memphis v. (161 U. 1 ¢ N
Tennessee, Planters’ Fu'e ‘& Marine Ins.
Co.v. (161 U. S. 193)ceccvececccaneans
Tersl)gissee. Planters’ Ins. Co. v. (161 U. S.

471

Tennessee and Shelby County, Memphis
City Bank v. (161 U. S. 193). v.uvvue..n
Tennessee and helby Connty, Mercantile
Bank v. (161 U. S.
Tennessee and Shelb
Ins. Co. v. (161 1. S.
Tgﬁtorv of New Mexico v. Perea (163 U.

Y P Xy

ounty, Planters’
8)



CASES REPORTED.

Tern;tory of Utah, Thiede v. (159 U. S

Texas, Bacon v. (163 U. 207)

Te Umted States v. 162 1). R
Texas & P. R. Co " Gortny (16370 U8

Texas & P. R. Co. v. Interstate Com-
merce Comlmsslon (162 U. 8. 197).

Texas & R. Co. v. Rosedale St.
(163 U 707} ......................

Thames, Campbel v. (163 U. 8. 679

flltljedes vs Pv;ople of Territory of U

Thiede v. Utah Territory (159 U. S 510)

Thomsong{oust?f Electnc Co

0. V
Chornton v. United States (163 U.s. 70‘(%4
Thornton, United States v. (160 U. 8. 6

. 666

Thorn Wire Hedge Co. v. Washburn

Moen Manuf’g Co. (159 U S. 4 é .......
Thorp v. Tenam Ditch Co (163 U 708). .1207
Thum, Andrews v (163 U. S. 676 2163 U ..1198

Tllg-ﬁv, Southern Pac. R. Co v.

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

3
Tomlmson, Whitten v. (160 U. S, 281
Townsend v. Vanderwerker (160 U.
Township Ninety-S 1x Abbevﬂle County,

. 171) 258

1207 United States v. Perkins (163 U. S. 6!

g

United States v. Gettysburg Electric R.
Co., two caser (United States v. A Cer-
tain Tract of Land in Cumberland Tp.,

160 V.. 8. 668)..c: viosi s eans soesavas 427

United States v. Harden (163 U. S. 709). .1207

04 | United States v. Healey (160 U. S. 136)... 247

United States v, Julian (16
United States v. Laws (163

162 U, S. 324)... 801
U. 8. 258)
United States v. Lovell (163 U. S. 710

-..1207
.1078
Umt_?)d States v. Realty Co. (163 U. g
United States v. Rider (163 U. S. 132).,
United States v. Sayward (160 U S.
United States v. Stanford (161 U, S. 4.2).
Umteg Stgées v. State of New York (160

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

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

Umted States v. Thornton (160 U. 8! 654). 5
ngtid States v. Umon Pac. R. Co. (160

Umted tat%sé' v. Western Union Tel. Ca.

60 T, B. B8Y o cosisosmoinsencossmsmssene
United States v. Winchester & P R. Co.
(163 U. 8. 244).

United States v. Zncker }161 U.’s§ 75{
United States v. Zucker (163 U. S.
United States, Ainsa v. (161 U. S 208)

Folsom v. (159 U. S. 611).cvre.vnaran. 174 | United States, Alberty v. (162 U S 864
Trave, The, Law v. (163 S.692)......1203 | United States, Allison v. (160 U. S. 203 . 252
ravelers’ Ins. Co. of Hartford nn., v. United States, Andrews v. (162 U. S. 420).. 798
Henderson (163 T. TO8B). v oivvrvnans 1207 | United States, Ansbro v. (159 U. S. 695).. 187
Trezevant, Eldridge v. (160 . 8. 452).... 845 | United States, Baca v. (163 U S. 676). . J119%
Tubman v, Dement (163 U. 8. 708)..... -..1207 | United States, Ball ¥. (163 U. S 662) --1192
R R
Union Mut Life Ins. Co. v. Kirchoff (160 nite v.
Life Tns. Co. v. Kirchoff (160 .\ | United States: Brown v, (150 U. 8. 100). . 29
Union Nat Bank of Ch:cago v. Louisville, United States, Buek v. (163 U. S. 678). ...1199
N. A. & C. R. Co. (163 U. S. 325)....... 1039 | United States,- Bucklin v., two cases (
Union Paec, R. Co. V. Callaghan "(161 U. o Us 8.080, 682)c-iressssassssesssamassa 182
BT DY G010, 0otmeTs, 578 il o7 na A s o United States, Carver'v. (160 U. S. 553).. 388
Onion R. Co. v. Chicago, M, & St., P United States, Gertain Real Estite Known
R. Co. (163 U. S. 564) ................. 1173 | as the *“Church Farm” v. (163 U. S.
DUnion Pac. R. Co. v. Chicago, M. & St. P. T I ) i F A 1_199
R. Co. (163 U, S 611 United States, Certain Real Estate Kno
Union Pac. R. hicago, 11 &P as the “Coal Lands” v. (163 U. §, 680). 1199
R. Co. (163 U. S 564) ................. 1178 | United States v. Certain Tract of Land
Umon Pac, Co. . Chicago, B.. I & P. Cumberland Tp., (U mted Statex V. Get-
R. Co. (1 63 U S 610) s i ureenennnnns 1207 | tysburg Electric R. Co., 160 U. S. 668).. 427
Umosn Pac. R. Co. v. Chllton (163 U. Sl United States, Chappell v. (160 U. 8. 499) 397

0 wd
Union Pac. R. Go. v. Colorado Eastern R.
Co: (163 Y. 'S T08): e cvesorsimessivsssas 1207
Union Pac. K. Co. v. James (163 U. S 485).1109
Union Pac. R. Co. v. Jones (163 U. § 709)
Umors\ Pac. R. Co. v, O'Brien (161
Union Pac. R. Co. v, Reese; (163 U. 8. 709). 1207
Union Pac. R Co., Link v. (163 U. S. 692).1203
Union Pac . Co.. United States v. (160

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

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

V. (161 149 ....................
499)
Ualted States v Amencan Bell Co.
I8 V- 8. D48 v o siions smmnneonon 89
United States v. Amold (163 U S. 70(9)%) L1208
United States v. Aulick (163 U ). .1207
United States v.. Ball (163 U. S 662) 1192
United States v, Certain. Real Hstate I

known as the "éardo House” (163 TU. S.

BEOY 5.5 10T TIRNE 2,5 STT2.518:5] arienriralimmratare 1199
United States v. Certain Real Estate

Lnown as the “Tithing Yard and Offices”

(163 WL 'S, 68B0)uws: svsmive owesssoniasns 99
United States v. Chaves (159 U. 45") 57
United States v. Finch (163 U. S. 709).. 1207

United States v. Fitch (163 U. S 6&1) 1076
United States v. Fuller (160 U S. .)93)..
United States v. Gy (163 U. S 4.27).....1120

207 | United States, C%cago M. & St. P. R.

v. (159 U.
Umted Smtes. Cny of New Orleans v. (1&3

U. 8, 697) . . 1200
United Swtea, Clune v. é159 U's 590;. e 125
United States, Coffin v. 162 U. S. 664).... 943
United States, Cooper v 163 U. S. 1200
United States, Crain v. U. 8. 6 ee 952
‘United States, Davenport v. (163

L2 R A O e e 1200
United States "Davis v. (160 U. S. 469) 353
United States. Douglaa V. 5163 U. S. 684). .1200
United States, Durland v. (161 U. S. .. 508
United States, Faust v. (163 U. 8. 452)...,1112
United States, Filhiol v. (163 U. S. 686)..1201
United States, Fletcher v. (163 U. S. 686). .1201
United States, Folsom v. (150 U, S. 121).. 222
United States, Friend v, (163 U. 8. 687)...1201
United States, Garitee v. (163 U. 8. 687)..1201
United States. Gill v. (160 U, 8. 426).... 322
United. States, Goldsby v. (160 U. S. 70).. 216
Tlmited States, Goldsby v. 183 U. S. 688)..1201
United States, Goode v. (159 U. 8. 663).... 138

United States, Harrison v. (163 U. S. 140) 961
United States, Hickory v. (160 U. 8. 408).. 327
United States, Hilborn v. (163 U. 8. 342)..1017
United Statcs, Howell v. (163 U. S. 690) .1202
United States, Isaacs v, (159 U. S. 487)... 51
United States, Johnson v. (160 U. 8. 546). 377

United States Joseph IPrankel's Sons v.
(163 U. S. 6BT) v v nnnenrennas .. .1202
United States, Kirk v. (163 U. 8. 49)...... 911



xvi

Page
United States, Leighton v. (1(31 U. S. 1) 495
United States, Lucas v. (163 U. S. 612) 168
United States, Luckey v. (163 U. S. 692) 1_203
United States, MecDowell v. (159 U. 8. 596) 111
United States, Markham v. (160 U. S. 319) 288
United States, Marks v. (161 U. S. 297).. 476
United States, Matthews v. (161 U. S. 500) 640
Unit(fd States, Montgomery v. (162 U. S. st
United States, Moore v. (160 U. S. 268)... 294
United States, Morse Arms Manuf’g Co. v.

(163 U. 8. 697%)

United States, atton v. (159 U. 8. 500) 89
United States, Peraltareavis v. (163 U ’s

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

699)
United States, Peters v. (163 U. 8 o
United States, Pierce v. (160 U. S. 355) 321
United States, Pitts v. (163 U. S. 700). -.1205
United States, Post v. (161 U. S.

United States, Putnam v. (162 U 8.
United States, Rosen v. (161 . S. 29;. g
United States, Rosen v. (161 S. 29).... 480
United States, Shiver v. (159 U. S. 491).. b4
Umt?dsgtates Su;ux City & S P. R. Co. .
United States, Sioux City & St. P. R. Co.
¥, (180 Wi B, 886).. cv slv.v 05 asis/s i 0raleinolsimn 433
TUnited States, Smith v. (161 U. S. 85 483
United States, Southworth v. (161 V8.
BBOY v v e e IR Sl S e S T 694
United States, Stevenson v. (162 U 313) 839

United States, Streep v. (160 1..8)
United States, Swearingen V. (161

204 Webster v. Dal

SUPREME COURT REPORTER, Vol. 16.

P
Washington v.Boardof Tide L.and Apprais-
ers of Whatcom County (163 U. S. 711; .1206
Washington, Lybnrger v. (163 U. S. 693

Washington Gaslight Co. v. District of
Columbia &61 S. B16) . ss 0097 saren s
‘Washington . v. Cceur D’Alene
R. & Nav. Co. (160 U 8 T 0055 sowason
‘Washington & R. Co. v. Ceeur D’Alene
R. & Nav (160U 810 5rvs s wais
Wasgouégton & L. R. Co. v. Osborn (160 U.

Watson, Society of Sémkerg at Pleasant

Hill, , v. (163 U. 704
Wﬁv]ne umber Co. v. Collins’ ( 63’

163 U. S, 155)
Webster v. Luther (163 U. S. 331)
Weeks v, Bridgman (159 U. 54_1
Weir Plow Co., Starling v. (163 U.
Wentworth Harwood v. (162
essels, Sydsvenska Angtartwgu Aktiebo-

vVlagetl V. 6302 S. 70?63.1.1 .S706) o

essels, The Ceres v .1199
‘Western Union Tel. Co v. City Council of
WChgrles%):j(lG%[LI & TAL) s 20 0 aiviia eiwars

estern on Tel. Co. v. City of Chester

163 U. 8. T11). .o ecveseas W ..........

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

Wﬁstesm “Union’ Tel. Oo., “Fishback v, (iéi

nion Tel. Co
S. 63).

We“er% Umted “States Y.

160

seesnann

S SAB) ot TR TR 2 1 TS % v e, SO 1117 eeler v. Cloyd .163 U. S. 711). ... ...
United States, Thornton v. (163 U. 8. 707)..1207 | Wheeler v, United States (159 U . 523). .
United States, Wallace v. (162 U. S. 466;. . 859 | Wheeler, Scranton v. (163 U. S. 703). ... ..1206
United States, Wheeler v. (159 U. S.523).. 93 | White v. Lenmf 163 U. 8. 711).

United States, Wiborg v. (163 U. 8. 632;. 27 | Whitten v. Tomlinson (160 U. S. %3
United States, Wiborg v. (163 U. 8. 632)..1197 | Wiborg v. United States ?63 U. S
‘United States, Wilkey v, (163 U. S. 7 1208 | Wiborg v. United States (163 U.
United States, Wilson v. (162 U, S. 613).. 895 | Wiederer, Magone v. (159 U. S.
United States, Wong Wing v. (163 U. Wiggan v. Conolly (163 U. S. 56;1
QO8) ioussmeiss seme ey saiese N e E v 977 | Wilbur, Williams v. (163 U.s.
Utah, Thiede v. (159 U. 8. 510). .cc00v... 62 lekey v. United States (163 U. S.
Williams v. Wilbur (163 U. S. 712) 1208
Vanderwerker, Townsendv (160 U. 8. 171) 258 | Willman v. Friedman (163 U. S. 7'12)....123
Van Ee, Gregory v. (160 U. 8. 643). . 431 | Wilson v. United States (162 U. 613)..
Van Vranken, McGlensy v. (163 U. 694) 11203 Wmchester & P. R. Co., United States v.
Van Wagenen v. Sewall(160U S.369)... 370 | (163 8244........ T, <. VeYe e winih
Victoria Copper Min. Co., Haws v. (160 U. Winona & St. Land Co. v. State of

B B08) cim oo ii056.50.80 5,500 550wk S WA EE6E 282 | Minnesota (159 U, S. 526)unnn.... .
Vigilaneia, The (163 U. S. 690). .. .. vees.1202 | Winona & St. P. Land . V. State of
Vilas, Spalding v. (161 U.'S. 483) sereu s OB1 Minnesota (159 U. S.640). ccivennnninn.

Winona & St R. Co,, Sage v. (163 T.
Wakelee, Davis v. §163U 8. 688).00 00001200 | 8 TOZ) i vvs ionnpssomensonanse S |
Walker, Brown v. (161 U. 8.591)........ ‘Wistar, Foster v. (163 U. 8. 687 .0vun.... 1201

Women 's Board of Miuxons, Foote v. (162

Walixer, Illinois Cent. R. Co v.

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

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

705)
Wallace v. United States (162 U . 466). . 859
Wallace, Douglas v. (161 U 348) eees 485
Wallace, Eddy v. (163 U. S. 685 ......... 1
Walrath v. Champion Min. Co. (163 U. 8. o
Ward)v Race Horse (163 U ‘35 504)......1076
Ward, Outz v. (163 U,
Wargen Adams, The, Ceballos v. (1&} o. S.l
Washburn & Moen Manuf’g Co. v. Thorn
Wire Hedge Co. (159 U. 423) .......
Washington v. Board of Harbor Line Gom-
missioners (163 U. 8. 710)

94

sessssssecesa

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

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

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

erg t'v, Holcomb (163 U. 8. 689)..
Wygant, Brown v. (163 U. S. 618)...

Yancey v. Ivy U. 8.
Yardes. Baltimt()}'e. 0. & C.

Young, Nalle v. (160 U. 8. 624).......... 420
Young, Schroeder v. (161 U. S. 334)..... 512

Zucker, United States v, (161 U. S. 475). S8
Zucker, United States v. (163 U. S. 7'10). ..1208




CASES

ARGUED AND DETERMINED

IN THR

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

OCTOBER TERM, 1893

(169 U. B. 278)

SIMMONS et al. v. BURLINGTON, C. R. &
N. RY. CO.

BURLINGTON, C. R. & N. RY. CO. v.
SIMMONS.

{October 21, 1895.)
Nos. 11 and 12,

AAILROAD FORRCLOSURES—RIGHT oF EEDEMPTION
BY JUNIOR MORTGAGEE — EFFECT OF¥
DECREE—LACHES.

1. Where a junior mortgagee is a party de-
fendant to a foreclosure bill in which there is
a prayer that he be decreed to redeem, and a
sale is ordered in default of payment, declaring
the senior mortgagee’s right to redeem forever
barred, a similar order as to the right of re-
demption by the junior mortgagee is not sub-
stantially or even formally necessary. He will
have a right to redeem without such order, but,
if he fail to assert the right, and stand by while
the sale is made and confirmed, he must be
deemed, in equity, to have waived his right.

2. A decree of sale upon the foreclosure of
a senior railroad mortgage contained language
apparently reserving the rights of a junior mort-
gagee, who was a tgarty to the suit, for future
disposition before the sale was had. He failed
to take any action in pursuance thereof, and the
sale was made “without redemption or agpraise-
ment,” and for seven years thereafter he took
no steps to assert his claim. Held, that he and
those whom he represented were thereafter
debarred from invoking the assistance of a court
of equity as against the purchasers at the sale.

Appeals from the Circuit Court of the
United States for the Southern District .of
Towa.

Charles A, Clark, for Simmons and others.
J. M. Woolworth and E. BE. Cook, for Burling-
ton, C. R. & N. Ry. Co.

Mr. Justice SHIRAS delivered the opinion
of the court.

The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Minneso-
ta Railway Company was a corporation or-
ganized under the laws of the state of Iowa,

and, In pursuance of its granted powers, a
had, prior to the litigation which brings thetc;
case before us,*constructed & main line ands
three branches, known as “the Milwaukee
Extension,” “the Pacific Extension,” and
“the Muscatine Western.” It had at differ-
ent times executed morigages,—one upon the
main line, covering the railway, rolling stock,
and franchises held or thereafter to be ac-
quired, securing bonds to the amount of
$5,400,000; one, subsequent in date, upon the
Milwaukee extension, securing bonds to the
amount of $2,200,000; one, later in date, up-
on the Muscatine Western extension, secur-
ing bonds to the amount of $800,000; and
one, still later in date, upon the Pacific ex-
tension, securing bonds in the sum of $1,-
800,000; and, finally, one known as the “in-
come and equipment mortgage,” which was
a second mortgage upon the railway and
branches, and purporting to be a first mort-
gage upon the income and upon certain roll-
Ing stock not covered by the first mort-
gages,

On the 15th day of May, 1875, Charles L.
Frost, as surviving trustee in the “main-
line” mortgage, filed in the circuit court of
the United States for the district of Iowa
an original bill against the Burlington, Ce-
dar Rapids & Minnesota Rallway Company,
as sole defendant, to foreclose the mortgage
on the main line. By amendment the Far-
mers’' Loan & Trust Company was made a
party defendant upon an averment that sald
company were trustees In a mortgage exe-
cuted subsequent to the plaintiffs’ mortgage,
and praying that “their lien on the income
and equipment of sald road may be declared
subsequent to that of the plaintiffs’, and
they may be decreed to redeem plaintiffs’
mortgage, or their equity be barred and
toreclosed, and for such other rellef as the
plaintiffs’ case may require.” A demurrer



