
Ixiv APPENDIX.

OMITTED CASES IN THE REPORTS OF THE 
DECISIONS OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 
UNITED STATES.

Our researches have discovered three hundred and fifty-one such 
unreported cases. Three hundred and ten opinions were given in 
these cases, the same opinion being sometimes applied to several 
cases. Many of these opinions were very short, often not more 
than two or three lines. Some of them were given in announcing 
the entry of judgment on the stipulation <5f the parties, or for 
incompleteness in the record, or for noncompliance with the rules of 
the court, with neither facts nor law involved. Some were occupied 
entirely with a discussion of the facts on which the issue turned, 
with no question of law involved. Some contained neither facts nor 
law, but ordered judgment to be entered on the authority of some 
other case or cases referred to; and some were decided partly on 
the facts and partly on authority. It would be presuming too much 
upon the good nature of the profession to print such opinions at 
length. Therefore, after printing the cases which do not come 
under either of these categories, (one hundred and thirty in all, 
with one hundred and twelve opinions,) two hundred and twenty- 
one cases will be grouped together in a tabulated statement, which 
shows as to each whether it was decided on the facts, or on the 
stipulation of the parties, or on the authority of another case; and 
if so, of what case.

L — OMITTED CASES NOW REPORTED IN FULL.

LIST OF CASES SO REPORTED IN FULL.

Ambler v. Whipple........................ ccvi
American Wood Paper Co. v.

Heft..............................................xcii
Andrews v. Congar..................clxxxiii

Bacon v. International Bank.. .ccxvi
Baird v. United States..................... cvi
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad y.

Marshall County Supervisors, .xcix
Bergner v. Palethorp...................ccviii
Boise County Commissioners v.

Gorman.......................................cxxv
Brooks v. Martin................... Ixxiv, n.

Carson v. Ober...............................
Chicago v. Bigelow..................... XC1U
Clark v. United States.............. Ixxxv
Clarke v. United States............ Ixxxvi
Connecticut Gen. Life Ins. Co. v.

Burnstine....................... cU1
Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. Co., 

Petitioner........................... clxxx
Cox v. United States ex rel. Mc-

Garrahan.......................................'
Crandall v. Nevada.................. lxxxlU
Crane v. Kansas Pacific Railway

Co......................................... clx¥111
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