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the progress of the case, without regard to usual modes of trial 
attended by some necessary delay. Appeals in some instances 
must be taken within ten days.” To prevent the estate being 
wasted in litigation and delay, “ Congress has said to the as-
signee, You shall begin no suit two years after the cause of 
action has accrued to you, nor shall you be harassed by suits 
when the cause of action has accrued more than two years 
against you. Within that time the estate ought to be nearly 
settled up and your functions discharged, and we close the 
door to all litigation not commenced before it has elapsed.”

The language of the revision in sect. 5057, though slightly 
varied from that of the original act, was not intended to give a 
different meaning. As it is susceptible of the interpretation 
that no suit shall be brought by or against the assignee, or by 
or against any person, touching an adverse interest in property 
transferred to him by the assignment, which is clearly the 
meaning of the original act, this latter construction must be 
given to the section under consideration.

Judgment affirmed.

Adam s v . Crittenden .

1. Distinct decrees in favor of or against distinct parties cannot be joined to 
render the aggregate sum sufficient to give this court jurisdiction.

2. Except in special cases, this court has no jurisdiction to re-examine the judg-
ment or the decree of the Circuit or the District Court, unless the matter in 
dispute, exclusive of costs, although it arises upon the Constitution or a 
statute of the United States, exceed the sum or value of $5,000.

Appeal  from the Circuit Court of the United States for the 
Northern District of Alabama.

The case is sufficiently stated in the opinion of the court.
Mr. William K. McAllister and Mr. James L. Pugh for the 

appellants.
Mr. David P. Lewis for the appellees.

Mr . Chief  Justi ce  Waite  delivered the opinion of the 
court.

This case was submitted under Rule 20, but on looking into
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the record we find that we have no jurisdiction. The suit was 
begun in equity by an assignee in bankruptcy and a purchaser 
of certain lands sold under an order of the bankrupt court, to 
restrain the defendant Crittenden from enforcing a decree in 
his favor against the property for $1,828.93, and the defend-
ant Weaver from enforcing another decree in her favor for 
$2,348.10. The decrees to be enjoined were entirely separate 
and distinct from each other, one having been rendered in a 
suit instituted by Crittenden, and the other in a suit by Weaver. 
The two suits presented substantially the same questions for 
adjudication, but they were in all other respects distinct. The 
two decrees were rendered on the same day, and draw interest 
from March 6, 1879. The Circuit Court, in the present suit, 
dismissed the bill on the 24th of October, 1881; and from a 
decree to that effect this appeal was taken.

The case comes clearly within the rule stated at the present 
term in Ex parte Baltimore f Ohio Railroad Company, ante, 
p. 5, to the effect that distinct decrees in favor of or against dis-
tinct parties cannot be joined to give this court jurisdiction; 
but if they could, these appellants would be in no better condi-
tion, because the aggregate of the two decrees, with interest 
added to the date of the dismissal of the bill, does not exceed 
$5,000.

Except in certain cases, of which this is not one, the mere 
fact that the matter in dispute arises under the Constitution 
or laws of the United States, or treaties made, does not give 
us jurisdiction for the review of the judgments or decrees of 
the Circuit or District Courts. If the value of the matter in 
dispute, exclusive of costs, does not, in such a case as this, 
Exceed $5,000, we cannot consider it any more than others 
in which the amount in value is less than our jurisdictional 
limit.

Appeal dismissed.
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