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Syllabus.

Nebraska, and we, necessarily, intimate no opinion in respect 
of the views on which the case was disposed of.

Writ of error dismissed.

Cap ita l  Nation al  Ban k of  Linc ol n v . Col dw at er  Na -
tio na l  Bank . Cap ital  Nat ion al  Ban k  of  Linc oln  v . Cold -
wat er  National  Ban k . Mc Donald  v . Samue l Cupp les  
Wood en  Ware  Comp an y . Mc Don al d v . Gen es ee  Erui t  
Company . Nos . 73, 74, 75, 76.

The  Chief  Just ice  : Eor the reasons given in the opinion in 
Capital National Bank v. First National Bank of Cadiz, just de-
cided, ante, 425, the writs of error in these cases are severally

Dismissed.

KECK v. UNITED STATES.

err or  to  the  dis tri ct  cou rt  of  the  unit ed  states  fo r  the
EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA.

No. 15. Argued November 10,1898. —Decided January 9,1899.

An indictment based upon that portion of Rev. Stat. § 3082, which makes it 
an offence to “ fraudulently or knowingly import or bring into the United 
States, or assist in doing so, any merchandise contrary to law,” charging 
that the defendant, on a date named, “did knowingly, wilfully and un-
lawfully import and bring into the United States, and did assist in im-
porting and bringing into the United States, to wit, into the port of 
Philadelphia,” diamonds of a stated value, “ contrary to law, and the 
provisions of the act of Congress in such cases made and provided ” is 
clearly insufficient, as the allegations are too general, and do not suffi-
ciently inform the defendant of the nature of the accusation against 
him. x

An indictment for a violation of Rev. Stat. § 2865, which charges that the 
defendant “ did knowingly, wilfully and unlawfully, and with intent to 
defraud the revenue of the United States, smuggle and clandestinely 
introduce into the United States, to wit, into the port of Philadelphia,’ 
certain “ diamonds ” of a stated value, which should have been invoiced 
and duty thereon paid or accounted for, but which, to the knowledge of 
the defendant and with intent to defraud the revenue, were not invoiced
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