
INDEX

ADJUSTMENT BOARD. See Labor, 7.

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES. See Constitutional Law, IV;
Equity, 1.

1. Administrative Regulations. Weight of administrative con-
struction in judicial interpretation. Bowles v. Seminole Rock Co., 
410.

2. Administrative Decisions. Weight accorded rulings of Ad-
ministrator of Wage and Hour Division. Jewell Ridge Corp. v. 
Local, 161.

ADMISSION TO BAR. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 1.

ALABAMA LABOR LAW. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; Labor, 8.

ALIMONY. See Divorce, 2.

ALL-WRITS ACT. See Jurisdiction, II, 4-5.

ANTITRUST ACTS. See Jurisdiction, II, 4-5; IV, 1.
1. Sherman Act. Labor Unions. Combination of labor union 

with non-labor group to restrain competition and monopolize 
marketing of goods in interstate commerce, violated Sherman Act; 
Clayton and Norris-LaGuardia Acts no defense; scope of injunc-
tion. Allen Bradley Co. v. Union, 797.

2. Id. Refusal of members of union to accept employment by 
interstate carrier not violation of Sherman Act, though carrier 
forced out of business. Hunt v. Crumboch, 821.

3. Sherman Act. Export Associations. Exercise by Federal 
Trade Commission of powers under Webb-Pomerene Act not pre-
requisite to suit by United States to restrain violation of Sherman 
Act by export association. U. S. Alkali Assn. v. U. S., 196.

4. Procedure. Preliminary Injunction. When unauthorized. 
De Beers Mines v. U. S., 212.

APPLICATION. See Patents for Inventions, 1.

APPORTIONMENT. See Decree; Waters.

ARIZONA TRAIN LIMIT LAW. See Constitutional Law, II.

ARMED FORCES. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 1; Criminal 
Law, 3.
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902 INDEX.

ASSESSMENT. See Taxation, 1,5; II.

ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 1.

AWARD. See Labor, 7.

BANKRUPTCY.
Reorganization Proceedings. Chapter X. Lease. Enforcement 

of covenant providing for termination of lease upon adjudication 
of insolvency of lessee. Finn v. Meighan, 300.

BIGAMY. See Divorce, 1.

BITUMINOUS COAL MINES. See Labor, 2.

BRADFORD ACT. See Constitutional Law, I, 8; Labor, 8.

BUND. See Criminal Law, 3.

BUSES. See Interstate Commerce Act, 4.

BUSINESS ASSOCIATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, (B), 1.

CARRIERS. See Antitrust Acts, 2.

CASE. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; Jurisdiction, I, 1-2.

CEILING PRICE. See Prices.

CERTIORARI. See Jurisdiction, II, 3-5.

CIVIL RIGHTS.
Depriving Person of Constitutional Right. Criminal Code § 20. 

Elements of offense; meaning of “willfully” and “under color of 
law”; beating of negro prisoner to death by local officers. Screws 
v. U. 8., 91.

CLASSIFICATION. See Constitutional Law, V, (B), 1-2.
CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1.
COAL MINES. See Labor, 2.
COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Labor, 7-9.
COLOR OF LAW. See Civil Rights.
COMMUNICATIONS ACT. See Telephones.
COMPENSATION. See Labor, 2-3.
COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.
CONSPIRACY. See Criminal Law, 3.
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See Civil Rights; Criminal Law, 1-2.

I. In General, p. 903.
II. Commerce Clause, p. 903.

III. First Amendment, p. 903.
IV. Fifth Amendment, p. 903.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
V. Fourteenth Amendment.

(A) Due Process Clause, p. 903.
(B) Equal Protection Clause, p. 904.

I. In General.
1. Judicial Power. Extent. Proceeding as one involving case 

or controversy. In re Summers, 561.
2. Treason. Overt Act. Aid and comfort to enemy; sufficiency 

of overt act; scope of two-witness rule. Cramer v. U. S., 1.
3. Full Faith and Credit. Divorce. North Carolina convictions 

of bigamous cohabitation not invalid as denial of full faith and 
credit to Nevada divorce decrees. Williams v. North Carolina, 226.

4. Id. Pennsylvania decree for support of wife not denial of 
full faith and credit to husband’s Nevada divorce decree. Esen- 
wein v. Commonwealth, 279.

5. Regulation of Labor Unions. Constitutionality of Bradford 
Act of Alabama. Federation of Labor v. McAdory, 450; C. I. 0. v. 
McAdory, 472.

6. Constitutionality of Statute. Who may challenge. Federa-
tion of Labor v. McAdory, 450.

7. Id. Unnecessary decision as to constitutionality avoided. 
Id.

8. Id. Court will not decide question of constitutionality of 
legislation in suit which is not adversary. C. I. O. v. McAdory, 472.
II. Commerce Clause.

Interstate Commerce. State Regulation. Arizona statute 
limiting freight trains to 70 cars and passenger trains to 14 cars, 
invalid as applied to interstate trains. Southern Pacific Co. n . 
Arizona. 761.
III. First Amendment.

Religious Freedom. See In re Summers, 561.
IV. Fifth Amendment.

Due Process. Administrative Proceedings. Hearing. Pro-
cedure before Labor Board as satisfying requirements of due 
process; adequate hearing before final order becomes effective 
sufficient. Inland Empire Council v. Millis, 697.
V. Fourteenth Amendment.

(A) Due Process Clause.
1. Liberty. Religious Freedom. Denial of admission to prac-

tice law on ground of applicant’s conscientious scruples against 
serving in state militia in wartime, valid. In re Summers, 561.

2. Notice and Hearing. Claim of denial of opportunity to be 
heard not supported by record. Esenwein v. Commonwealth, 279.

664818°—46----- 61
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
3. Id. That litigant had no opportunity to submit testimony 

of legislators as to intent of Act in suit, not denial of due process. 
Chase Securities Corp. n . Donaldson, 304.

4. Statutes of Limitations. Validity of statute abolishing de-
fense of limitations. Chase Securities Corp. v. Donaldson, 304.

5. Criminal Cases. Punishment of person for act as crime 
though ignorant of facts making it so, not denial of due process. 
Williams v. North Carolina, 226.

6. Id. Manner in which court was organized denied no con-
stitutional right of defendant. Akins v. Texas, 398.

7. Id. Racial discrimination in selection of grand jury not 
established though but one Negro on panel. Akins v. Texas, 398.

8. Id. Query as to validity of proportional limitation of jurors 
according to race. Id.

(B) Equal Protection Clause.
1. Classification. Labor Organizations. Alabama law regu-

lating labor unions did not deny equal protection though inappli-
cable to business associations and organizations subject to Railway 
Labor Act. Federation of Labor v. McAdory, 450.

2. Foreign Corporations. Taxation. Validity of taxing foreign 
corporation differently than domestic corporation. Lincoln Ins. 
Co. v. Read, 673.

3. Statutes of Limitations. Statute abolishing defense of limi-
tations did not deny equal protection of laws. Chase Securities 
Corp. v. Donaldson, 304.

4. Criminal Cases. Racial discrimination in selection of grand 
jury not established though but one Negro on panel. Akins v. 
Texas, 398.

5. Id. Query as to validity of proportional limitation of jurors 
according to race. Id.

CONTRACTS. See Labor, 2-3; Taxation, I, 3.
CONTROVERSY. See Constitutional Law, 1,1; Jurisdiction, 1,1-2. 
CORPORATIONS. See Taxation, I, 1.

1. Foreign Corporations. Taxation. Differentiation in taxation 
of foreign and domestic corporations. Lincoln Ins. Co. v. Read, 
673.

2. Rights of Stockholders. Stockholder as “person aggrieved” 
and entitled to review of S. E. C. order under Public Utility Hold-
ing Company Act; right of stockholder not dependent on whether 
proceeding has character of derivative suit. American Power Co. 
v. S. E. C., 385.
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COVENANT. See Bankruptcy.
CRIMINAL LAW. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 5-8; V, (B), 

4-5.
1. Treason. Overt Act. Aid and comfort to enemy; sufficiency 

of overt act; scope of two-witness rule. Cramer n . U. S., 1.
2. Offenses. Criminal Code Depriving person of consti-

tutional right; meaning of “willfully” and “under color of law”; 
beating of negro prisoner to death by local officers. Screws v. 
U. 8., 91.

3. Offenses. Selective Service Act. Conspiracy. Evidence in-
sufficient to sustain conviction of members of German-American 
Bund of conspiracy knowingly to counsel others to evade service 
in armed forces. Keegan v. U. S., 478.

4. Bigamous Cohabitation. North Carolina convictions did not 
deny full faith and credit to Nevada divorce decrees. Williams v. 
North Carolina, 226.

CUSTOM. See Labor, 2.

DEATH. See Taxation, I, 3-4.
DECLARATORY JUDGMENT. See Judgments, 1; Jurisdiction, I, 

2-3; Labor, 8.
DECREE.

Interstate Rivers. Decree apportioning water of North Platte 
River. Nebraska v. Wyoming, 665.

DERIVATIVE SUIT. See Corporations, 2.
DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, V, (B), 1-5.
DIVIDEND. See Taxation, I, 1.
DIVORCE. See Judgments, 2-3.

1. Jurisdiction. Domicil. Nevada divorce decrees not denied 
full faith and credit by North Carolina convictions of bigamous 
cohabitation. Williams n . North Carolina, 226.

2. Id. Pennsylvania decree for support of wife not denial of 
full faith and credit to husband’s Nevada divorce decree. 
Esenwein v. Commonwealth, 279.

DOMICIL. See Divorce, 1-2; Jurisdiction, I, 4.
DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, IV; V, (A), 1-8.
ELECTION. See Labor, 4.
EMERGENCY PRICE CONTROL ACT. See Prices.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEE. See Constitutional Law, I, 5;
V, (B), 1; Labor.
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EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT.
Limitation of Actions. Two-year limitation; when action 

"commenced.” Herb v. Pitcairn, 77.

ENEMY. See Constitutional Law, 1,2.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAWS. See Constitutional Law, V, 
(B), 1-5.

EQUITABLE APPORTIONMENT. See Decree; Waters.
EQUITY. See Injunction, 1-3.

1. Equitable Remedies. Exhaustion of administrative remedy 
as prerequisite to equitable relief. U. S. Alkali Assn. v. U. S., 
196.

2. Id. When injunction inappropriate remedy. DeBeers Mines 
v. U. 8., 212.

ESTATE TAX. See Taxation, I, 3-4.

EVIDENCE. See Criminal Law, 1, 3; Interstate Commerce, 2.

EXEMPTION. See Constitutional Law, V, (B), 1-2; Interstate 
Commerce, 4.

EXPENSES. See Taxation, I, 2.

EXPORT ASSOCIATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 3; Jurisdiction, 
II, 4.

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT. See Labor, 1-3.

FAIR TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, IV; V, (A), 2-8; V, (B), 
3-5.

FARES. See Interstate Commerce, 2-4; Transportation, 1-2, 4.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. See Antitrust Acts, 3.

FINDINGS. See Interstate Commerce, 2.

FLORIDA LABOR LAW. See Labor, 9.

FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, (B), 2; 
Taxation, II.

FORFEITURE. See Bankruptcy.

FREEDOM OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 1.

FREIGHT TRAINS. See Constitutional Law, II.
FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. See Constitutional Law, I, 3-4;

Criminal Law, 4.

FUTURE INTERESTS. See Taxation, I, 5.
GERMAN-AMERICAN BUND. See Criminal Law, 3.
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GIFT TAX. See Taxation, I, 5.

GRAND JURY. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 7-8; V, (B), 4-5.

HEARING. See Constitutional Law, IV; V, (A), 2-8; V, (B), 
3-5; Labor, 4—7.

HOLDING COMPANY ACT. See Jurisdiction, I, 6; Public 
Utilities.

HOTELS. See Telephones.

HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3-4; Crim-
inal Law, 4; Divorce, 1-2.

INCENTIVE WORKERS. See Labor, 3.

INCOME TAX. See Taxation, I, 1-2.

INFRINGEMENT. See Patents for Inventions, 4.

INJUNCTION. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 4; Equity, 1-2; Public Util-
ities.

1. Discretion to Issue. Walling n . Hardwood Co., 419.
2. Propriety of Remedy. Preliminary injunction in Sherman Act 

suit, restraining foreign defendants from removing or disposing of 
property in United States, unauthorized. De Beers Mines v. U. S., 
212.

3. Id. District court did not abuse discretion in enjoining hotels 
from collecting, contrary to tariff regulation, surcharges on guests’ 
long distance calls, though telephone companies not enjoined. Am-
bassador, Inc. v. U. S., 317.

INK. See Patents for Inventions, 3.

INNKEEPERS. See Injunction, 3.

INSOLVENCY. See Bankruptcy.

INSURANCE. See Taxation, I, 3-4.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3; Constitu-
tional Law, II; Labor, 1; Telephones.

1. Railroads. State Regulation. Arizona statute limiting 
freight trains to 70 cars and passenger trains to 14 cars, invalid as 
applied to interstate trains. Southern Pacific Co. v. Arizona, 761.

2. Railroads. Intrastate Rates. Authority of I. C. C. Order 
authorizing increase of intrastate coach fares to level of interstate 
fares, unsupported by findings and evidence. North Carolina v. 
U. S., 507; Alabama v. U. S., 535.

3. Id. Commission can not require intrastate fares to be raised 
above reasonable level. Id.
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE—Continued.
4. Motor Carriers. Jurisdiction of Commission. Commercial 

zone exemption; fares of company operating streetcars and buses 
in integrated system; through routes. U. S. v. Capital Transit 
Co., 357.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See Interstate Com-
merce, 2-4.

INTERVENORS. See Labor, 5.

INTER VIVOS TRANSFERS. See Taxation, I, 3-5.

INTRASTATE FARES. See Interstate Commerce, 2-3; Transpor-
tation, 1-2.

INVENTION. See Patents for Inventions, 1-4.

JUDGMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3-4.
1. Declaratory Judgments. Federation of Labor v. McAdory, 

450; C. I. 0. v. McAdory, 472.
2. Collateral Attack. Divorce decree may be collaterally at-

tacked in other State on jurisdictional grounds. Williams v. North 
Carolina, 226.

3. Id. North Carolina convictions of bigamous cohabitation not 
invalid as denial of full faith and credit to Nevada divorce decrees. 
Williams n . North Carolina, 226.

4. Conclusiveness. Prior decree of this Court did not foreclose 
second trial on issue of domicil. Williams n . North Carolina, 226.

5. Id. When Labor Board not entitled to revocation of en-
forcement order theretofore obtained. Mine Workers n . Eagle- 
Picher Co., 335.

JURISDICTION.
I. In General, p. 909.

II. Jurisdiction of this Court, p. 909.
III. Jurisdiction of Circuit Courts of Appeals, p. 909.
IV. Jurisdiction of District Courts, p. 910.

References to particular subjects under title Jurisdiction: All-
Writs Act, II, 4-5; Antitrust Acts, II, 4r-5; IV, 1; Board of 
Appeals, IV, 3; Bradford Act, II, 6; Case or Controversy, I, 1—2; 
II, 7; Certification, IV, 2; Certiorari, II, 3-5; Declaratory Judg-
ments, I, 3; II, 2; Divorce, 1,4; Domicil, I, 4; Export Associations, 
II, 4; Forma Pauperis, III, 1; Holding Company Act, I, 6; III, 2; 
Injunction, II, 5; Labor Board, I, 5; III, 4; IV, 2; Mandate, II, 3; 
Opinion, II, 3; Parties, I, 5-6; Patent Office, IV, 3; Preliminary 
Injunction, II, 5; Securities Commission, III, 2; Sherman Act, 
II, 4r-5; IV, 1; States, II, 1; Tax Court, III, 3.
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JURISDICTION—Continued.
I. In General.

1. Case or Controversy. In re Summers, 561.
2. Id. Requirement of case or controversy in declaratory 

judgment proceeding. Federation of Labor v. McAdory, 450; 
C. 1.0. v. McAdory, 472.

3. Declaratory Judgment Proceeding. Inappropriateness of 
issues for decision in declaratory judgment proceeding. Federation 
of Labor v. McAdory, 450.

4. Divorce. Domicil as basis of jurisdiction to divorce. 
Williams v. North Carolina, 226.

5. Parties. Standing to seek review of C. C. A. order denying 
petition of Labor Board. Mine Workers v. Eagle-Picher Co., 335.

6. Id. Right of stockholder as “party aggrieved” to review of 
order under Public Utility Holding Company Act. American 
Power Co. v. & E. C., 385.

II. Jurisdiction of this Court.
1. Original Jurisdiction of this Court. Suit between States for 

equitable apportionment of water of interstate river. Nebraska v. 
Wyoming, 589.

2. Declaratory Judgment Remedy. Discretion to grant or 
withhold; issues as inappropriate for decision. Federation of 
Labor v. McAdory, 450.

3. Certiorari. Timeliness of application filed within three 
months of “order for mandate,” though more than three months 
after “opinion.” Commissioner v. Estate of Bedford, 283.

4. Certiorari. All-Writs Act. Review under Judicial Code 
§ 262 of district court order denying motion of export association 
to dismiss suit brought by United States to restrain violation of 
Sherman Act. U. S. Alkali Assn. v. U. S., 196.

5. Id. Review under Judicial Code § 262 of district court order 
granting preliminary injunction in suit by United States under 
Sherman Act. De Beers Mines v. U. S., 212.

6. Review of State Courts. This Court without jurisdiction to 
determine in first instance whether Bradford Act of Alabama con-
flicts with National Labor Relations Act. C. I. 0. v. McAdory, 472.

7. Id. Proceeding as involving case or controversy within federal 
judicial power. In re Summers, 561.
III. Jurisdiction of Circuit Courts of Appeals.

1. Appeal in Forma Pauperis. Allowance by District Court J 
effect. Coy n . U. S., 841.

2. Review of S. E. C. Order under Public Utility Holding Com-
pany Act. American Power Co. v. 8. E. C., 385.
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JURISDICTION—Continued.
3. Review of Tax Court. Decision by Tax Court of clear-cut 

question of law does not foreclose decision by C. C. A. Trust of 
Bingham v. Commissioner, 365.

4. Labor Board Orders. Enforcement. Mine Workers n . Eagle- 
Picher Co., 335.
IV. Jurisdiction of District Courts.

1. Antitrust Acts. Jurisdiction of suit by United States to re-
strain violations of Antitrust Acts by export associations. U. S. 
Alkali Assn. v. U. S., 196.

2. Review of Labor Board Certification. Inappropriate to de-
termine whether National Labor Relations Act bars independent 
suit under § 24 of Judicial Code to review certification of bargain-
ing representative. Inland Empire Council v. Millis, 697.

3. Review of Board of Appeals of Patent Office. Jurisdiction 
under R. S. § 4915 to review decision of Board of Appeals rejecting 
claim as not reading on disclosure. Hoover Co. v. Coe, 79.

JURY. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 7-8; V, (B), 4-5.
LABOR. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Constitutional Law, IV; V, (B), 

1; Jurisdiction, IV, 2.
1. Fair Labor Standards Act. Coverage. Maintenance em-

ployees of office building. 10 East 40th St. Bldg. v. Callus, 578; 
Borden Co. v. Borella, 679.

2. Fair Labor Standards Act. Computing Work Week. Bitu-
minous Coal Mines. Time spent by miners in travel underground 
between portal and working face, required to be included in work-
week and compensated accordingly; contrary custom or contract 
can not prevail. Jewell Ridge Corp. v. Local, 161.

3. Fair Labor Standards Act. Regular Rate. Determination 
of “regular rate” for piece and incentive workers; wage agreements 
as violative of § 7 (a). Walling v. Hardwood Co., 419; Walling v. 
Hamischfeger Corp., 427.

4. National Labor Relations Act. Hearing under §9 (c) as 
“appropriate”; adequacy of hearing prior to election ordered by 
Board. Inland Empire Council v. Millis, 697.

5. Id. Standing of intervenor to seek review of C. C. A. order 
denying petition to revoke enforcement order, though Board 
elected not to seek review. Mine Workers v. Eagle-Picher Co., 
335.

6. Id. After obtaining C. C. A. decree of enforcement, Labor 
Board not entitled as of right to have order remanded to it for 
prescription of other relief. Id.
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LABOR—Continued.

7. Railway Labor Act. Award of Adjustment Board. Author-
ity of collective bargaining representative with respect to accrued 
monetary claims of individual employees; when settlement and 
award not conclusive. Elgin, J. & E. R. Co. v. Burley, 711.

8. State Regulation of Labor Unions. Validity of Bradford Act 
of Alabama; inappropriateness of issues for decision in declaratory 
judgment proceeding. Federation of Labor v. McAdory, 450; 
C. I. 0. v. McAdory, 472.

9. Id. Florida Act invalid as in conflict with collective bar-
gaining provisions of National Labor Relations Act. Hill v. 
Florida, 538.

LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See Labor, 4-6.

LABOR UNIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Labor, 7-9.

LANDLORD AND TENANT. See Bankruptcy.

LEASE. See Bankruptcy.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 3; 
Statutes, 1.

LEGISLATURE. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 3.

LIBERTY. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 1.

LIFE INSURANCE. See Taxation, I, 4.

LIMITATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 4; Jurisdiction, 
II, 3; Taxation, I, 5.

1. Validity of Statute abolishing defense of limitations; rule of 
Campbell v. Holt reaffirmed. Chase Securities Corp. v. Donald-
son, 304.

2. Operation of Limitation. Two-year limitation under Em-
ployers’ Liability Act; when action “commenced.” Herb v. 
Pitcairn, 77.

LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE. See Telephones.

MAINTENANCE EMPLOYEES. See Labor, 1.

MANDATE. See Jurisdiction, II, 3.

MASTER AND SERVANT. See Labor.

MAXIMUM PRICE REGULATION. See Prices.

MILITARY SERVICE. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 1; Crim-
inal Law, 3.

MINERS. See Labor, 2.
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MINES. See Labor, 2.

MONOPOLY. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

MOTOR CARRIERS. See Interstate Commerce, 4; Transporta-
tion, 4.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See Labor, 4-6.

NEGLIGENCE. See Employers’ Liability Act.

NEGROES. See Civil Rights; Constitutional Law, V, (A), 7—8; V, 
(B), 4-5.

NEVADA DIVORCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 3-4; Criminal 
Law, 4.

NORRIS-LaGUARDIA ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1.

NORTH PLATTE RIVER. See Waters.

NOTICE. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 2-3.

OFFICE BUILDING. See Labor, 1.

OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION. See Prices.

OPINION. See Jurisdiction, II, 3.

OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD. See Constitutional Law, IV; V, 
(A), 2-3.

OVERTACT. See Treason.

OVERTIME. See Labor, 1-3.

PARI MATERIA. See Statutes, 2.

PARTIES. See Constitutional Law, 1,6; Jurisdiction, 1,5-6; Labor, 
5-7.

Right of Review. Stockholder as “person aggrieved” and entitled 
to review of S. E. C. order under Public Utility Holding Company 
Act. American Power Co. v. S. E. C., 385.

PARTY AGGRIEVED. See Jurisdiction, I, 6.

PASSENGER TRAINS. See Constitutional Law, II.

PATENT OFFICE. See Patents for Inventions, 1.

PATENTS FOR INVENTIONS.
1. Application. Rejection. Review. Jurisdiction of district 

court under R. S. §4915 to review decision of Board of Appeals 
rejecting claim as not reading on disclosure. Hoover Co. n . Coe, 79.

2. Validity Generally. Invention must involve more ingenuity 
than work of mechanic skilled in the art. Sinclair & Carroll Co. 
v. Interchemical Corp., 327.
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PATENTS FOR INVENTIONS—Continued.

3. Validity. Invention. Gessler Patent No. 2,087,190 for 
printer’s ink non-volatile at room temperature but volatile when 
heated, invalid for want of invention. Sinclair & Carroll Co. v. 
Interchemical Corp., 327.

4. Infringement Suits. Better practice is for court to inquire 
fully into validity of patent. Sinclair & Carroll Co. v. Interchem-
ical Corp., 327.

PIECE WORK. See Labor, 3.

POLICE. See Criminal Law, 2.

PORTAL. See Labor, 2.

PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION. See Antitrust Acts, 4.

PRICES.
Interpretation of Regulation. Determination of seller’s ceiling 

price under Maximum Price Regulation No. 188. Bowles v. 
Seminole Rock Co., 410.

PRINTER’S INK. See Patents for Inventions, 3.

PROCEDURE. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Constitutional Law, I, 6-8; 
IV; V, (A), 2-4, 6-7; Equity, 1; Jurisdiction, I, 2-3, 5-6; II, 3-7; 
III, 1-4; IV, 1-3.

1. Declaratory Judgments. Issues as inappropriate for de-
cision. Federation of Labor v. McAdory, 450; C. I. 0. v. 
McAdory, 472.

2. Rules of Civil Procedure. Rule 70, authorizing attachment 
or sequestration, operative only after judgment. De Beers Mines 
n . U. S., 212.

PROCESSING TAX. See Taxation, I, 6.

PUBLIC UTILITIES. See Telephones.
Public Utility Holding Company Act. Stockholder as “person 

aggrieved” and entitled to review of S. E. C. order. American 
Power Co. v. S. E. C., 385.

PUBLIC UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY ACT. See Jurisdiction, 
I, 6; Public Utilities.

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 
7-8; V, (B), 4-5.

RAILROADS. See Constitutional Law, II; Interstate Commerce, 
1-4.

RAILWAY LABOR ACT. See Constitutional Law, V, (B), 1; 
Labor, 7.
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RATES. See Interstate Commerce, 2-4; Labor, 3; Telephones.

REGULAR RATE. See Labor, 3.

RELIGIOUS FREEDOM. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 1.

REMEDIES. See Equity, 1; Jurisdiction, II, 2.

REORGANIZATION. See Bankruptcy.

REPEAL. See Statutes, 3.

RES JUDICATA. See Judgments, 2-4.

RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

REVERSION. See Taxation, I, 3.

RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Procedure, 2.

SECURITIES & EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Jurisdiction, 
III, 2; Public Utilities.

SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. See Criminal Law, 3.

SETTLEMENT. See Labor, 7.

SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

SINGLE-PREMIUM CONTRACT. See Taxation, I, 3.

STATES. See Constitutional Law, I, 3-4; Jurisdiction, II, 1.
Interstate Rivers. Use of Water. Equitable apportionment of 

water of North Platte River. Nebraska n . Wyoming, 589.

STATUTES. See Constitutional Law.
1. Construction. Legislative History. Jewell Ridge Corp. v. 

Local, 161.
2. Construction. Statutes in pari materia. Trust of Bingham 

v. Commissioner, 365.
3. Repeal. Repeal by implication not favored. U. S. Alkali 

Assn.v. U.S., 196.

STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, (A), 
4; V, (B), 3.

STOCKHOLDER. See Corporations, 2; Jurisdiction, I, 6.

STREET CARS. See Transportation, 4.

STREET RAILWAYS. See Transportation, 4.

SUPPORT. See Divorce, 2.

SURCHARGE. See Telephones.

TARIFF. See Injunction, 3; Telephones.
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TAXATION.

I. Federal Taxation.
II. State Taxation.

I. Federal Taxation.
1. Income Tax. Distribution by corporation having “effect of 

distribution of taxable dividend” under § 112 (c) (2) of 1936 Act. 
Commissioner v. Estate of Bedford, 283.

2. Id. Expenses of trustees in contesting tax and in winding up 
trust after expiration as expenses for “management of prop-
erty held for production of income.” Trust of Bingham v. Com-
missioner, 365.

3. Estate Tax. Computation. Transfers “intended to take 
effect in possession or enjoyment at or after death”; single- 
premium contracts; possession by decedent of reversionary in-
terest at time of death. Goldstone v. U. S., 687.

4. Id. Amounts receivable “as insurance under policies taken 
out by decedent on own life.” Id.

5. Gift Tax. Computation. Gifts of “future interests”; $50,000 
exclusion under 1932 Act; burden on taxpayer to show gift not of 
“future interest”; adjustment of net gift figure for earlier year not 
barred by limitations. Commissioner v. Disston, 442.

6. Processing Tax. Claim for Refund. Compliance with re-
quirements of Treasury Regulations; waiver. Angelus Milling Co. 
v. Commissioner, 293.

7. Treasury Regulations. Validity of T. R. 103, § 19.23 (a)-15, 
purporting to deny deduction of litigation expense unless to pro-
duce income. Trust of Bingham v. Commissioner, 365.

8. Review of Tax Court Decisions. See Trust of Bingham v. 
Commissioner, 365.
II. State Taxation.

Foreign Corporations. Differentiation in taxation of foreign and 
domestic corporations. Lincoln Ins. Co. v. Read, 673.

TAX COURT. See Jurisdiction, III, 3; Taxation, I, 8.
TELEPHONES.

Telephone Companies. Communications Act. Hotels properly 
enjoined from violating tariff regulation forbidding collection of 
surcharges on guests’ long distance calls. Ambassador, Inc. v. 
U. S., 317.

THROUGH ROUTES. See Interstate Commerce, 4; Transporta-
tion, 4.

TRADE UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; VI, (B), 1; Juris-
diction, II, 6; Labor, 7-9.
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TRAIN LIMIT LAW. See Constitutional Law, II.

TRAINS. See Constitutional Law, II.

TRANSPORTATION.
1. Railroads. Intrastate Fares. Authority of I. C. C. Order 

authorizing increase in intrastate coach fares to level of interstate 
fares, unsupported by findings and evidence. North Carolina v. 
U. 8., 507; Alabama v. U. 8., 535.

2. Id. Commission can not require intrastate fares to be raised 
above reasonable level. Id.

3. Railroads. State Regulation. Arizona statute limiting 
freight trains to 70 cars and passenger trains to 14 cars, invalid as 
applied to interstate trains. Southern Pacific Co. v. Arizona, 761.

4. Motor Carriers. Federal Regulation. Jurisdiction of I. C. C. 
Commercial zone exemption; fares of company operating streetcars 
and buses in integrated system; through routes. U. 8. v. Capital 
Transit Co., 357.

TREASON.
Overt Act. Two-Witness Rule. Sufficiency of overt act; scope 

of two-witness rule. Cramer v. U. 8., 1.

TREASURY REGULATIONS. See Taxation, I, 6-7.

TRUSTS. See Taxation, I, 2.

UNIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Constitutional Law, I, 5; VI, 
(B), 1; Jurisdiction, II, 6; Labor, 7-9.

WAGES AND HOURS. See Administrative Agencies, 2; Labor, 1-3.

WAIVER. See Taxation, I, 6.

WAR. See Constitutional Law, 1,2; V, (A), 1.

WATERS.
Interstate Rivers. Use of Water. Equitable apportionment of 

water of North Platte River. Nebraska v. Wyoming, 589.

WEBB-POMERENE ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3.

WILLFULLY. See Civil Rights; Criminal Law, 2.

WITNESSES.
Two-Witness Rule. Scope of two-witness rule in prosecution 

for treason. Cramer n . U. 8., 1.
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