
INDEX

ADMIRALTY.

1. Seamen—Maintenance and cure—Permanent disability—Lia-
bility of shipowner.—Liability for maintenance and cure does not 
extend beyond time when maximum cure possible has been effected. 
Farrell v. United States, 511.

2. Seamen—Wages—Liability of shipowner.—Seaman entitled to 
wages only until completion of foreign voyage though articles pro-
vided for term “not exceeding” twelve months. Farrell v. United 
States, 511.

3. Limitation of liability—Requirement of bond—Foreign law.— 
Requirement of bond equal to value of vessel and freight; effect of 
possibility of lesser liability under foreign law; failure to post ade-
quate bond; no bond required of United States. Black Diamond S. S. 
Corp. v. Stewart & Sons, 386.

AD VALOREM TAX. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5; VIII, 7.

ADVERTISING. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; VIII, 6; IX, 2.

AGENTS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1; Taxation, 2.

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING AGREEMENT ACT. See Con-
stitutional Law, VI, 1.

AIDERS AND ABETTORS. See Criminal Law, 1.

AIR MAIL. See Transportation, 2-3.

ALIENS.
Immigration—Mental defectives—Medical certificate—Board of 

special inquiry.—Order excluding alien as mental defective, based 
on medical certificate of appeal board not complying with Act and 
regulations, invalid. United States ex rel. Johnson v. Shaughnessy, 
806.

ALLOWANCES. See Bankruptcy, 1, 4-5.

AMPLIFIERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1.

ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Constitutional Law, III, 2; IV.
Sherman Act—Restraint of trade—Contracts.—Agreement between 

Boston sportswear jobbers and stitching contractors violated Sher-
man Act; not immunized by inclusion of labor provisions; immaterial 
that stitching contractors engaged only in intrastate commerce. 
United States v. Women’s Sportswear Assn., 460.
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APPEAL. See Bankruptcy, 5; Constitutional Law, IV; Jurisdic-
tion, I, 2; II; III, 2.

APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5.

ARMED FORCES. See also Constitutional Law, V.
1. Army—Court-martial—Pre-trial investigation—Effect of de-

fault.—Failure to conduct pre-trial investigation in prescribed manner 
did not deprive court-martial of jurisdiction nor subject judgment 
to invalidation in habeas corpus proceeding. Humphrey v. Smith, 
695.

2. Navy—Court-martial—After reenlistment following honorable 
discharge.—Navy court-martial without jurisdiction to try reen-
listed man on charge of maltreatment committed prior to honorable 
discharge. Hirshberg v. Cooke, 210.

ASSESSMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 5; VIII, 7;
Taxation.

ATTORNEYS. See Bankruptcy, 4-5; Constitutional Law, VIII, 8. 
ATTORNEYS ’ FEES. See Bankruptcy, 4-5.

AUTOMOBILES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VI, 3; VIII, 6.

BANKRUPTCY. See also Criminal Law, 2.
1. Assets—Proceeds of sale—Time of receipt.—All funds paid for 

corporate bankrupt’s assets become part of estate though received 
after rights of creditors and stockholders had been fixed and all 
allowances determined. United States v. Knight, 505.

2. Priority of claims—Tax liens—Wages.—Tax lien of United 
States which at time of bankruptcy was perfected and accompanied 
by possession of property, not postponed to wage claims by Collector’s 
relinquishment of possession of property to trustee for sale; con-
struction of § 67c. Goggin v. Division of Labor Law, 118.

3. Tax claims—Interest—Limit—Chandler Act.—Tax claims bear 
interest until date of bankruptcy, not until payment. New York v. 
Saper, 328.

4. Corporate reorganizations—Attorneys’ fees—Approval by 
court—Escrow agreement.—Reorganization court has exclusive juris-
diction to pass upon attorneys’ fees for services to group of creditors 
though not payable out of estate; power not delegable to state court; 
effect of escrow agreement. Leiman v. Guttman, 1.

5. Corporate reorganizations—Attorneys’ fees—Timeliness of ap-
plication.—Application to pass upon amount of attorneys’ fees may 
be made to reorganization court which had erroneously held that it 
was without jurisdiction, though time for appeal has expired and 
final decree has been entered. Leiman v. Guttman, 1.
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BANKRUPTCY—Continued.
6. Railroad reorganizations—Leased lines—Rights of lessor’^ stock-

holders—State law.—Jurisdiction of state court to determine question 
of proportion of stock necessary under state law to authorize sale of 
leased lines to debtor by solvent lessor; bankruptcy court should 
not have enjoined proceedings in state court. Callaway v. Benton, 
132.
BARGE LINES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5; VIII, 7.

BONDS. See Admiralty, 3; Taxation, 1.

CARMACK AMENDMENT. See Transportation, 1.

CARRIERS. See Bankruptcy, 6; Constitutional Law, VI, 2, 5; 
VIII, 7; Employers’ Liability Act; Jurisdiction, III, IV; 
Transportation.

CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDER. See Labor, 1.

CERTIFICATION. See Jurisdiction, I, 6; Labor, 2.

CERTIORARI. See Jurisdiction, I, 3; II.

CHANDLER ACT. See Bankruptcy, 2, 3.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD. See Transportation, 3.

CIVIL CONTEMPT. See Contempt, 3.

CLAIMS. See Bankruptcy, 2-3; Patents; Transportation, 1.

CLASSIFICATION. See Constitutional Law, IX, 1-2.

COERCION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.
COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Jurisdiction, I, 6; Labor, 2, 5. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. See Bankruptcy, 2-3.

COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, VI; Em-
ployers’ Liability Act; Jurisdiction, IV; Labor, 4; Public 
Utilities; Taxation, 2, 4; Transportation.

COMPANY TOWN. See Labor, 1.

COMPENSATION. See Bankruptcy, 4-5; Employers’ Liability 
Act; Jurisdiction, IV; Transportation, 2-3; Workmen’s Com-
pensation.

COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, III, 2;
IV; VI, 1; VIII, 4.

COMPLAINT. See Employers’ Liability Act, 2.

CONCURRENT FINDINGS. See Jurisdiction, I, 1.

CONDEMNATION. See Mandate.
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CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, I; Labor, 5.

CONNECTICUT. See Constitutional Law, VII.

CONSPIRACY. See Criminal Law, 1; Evidence, 4; Trial.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Bankruptcy, 6; Jurisdiction, 
III, 1,3; Labor, 2,4-5.

I. In General, p. 976.
II. Federal-State Relations, p. 976.

III. Freedom of Speech, Press and Assembly, p. 976.
IV. Search and Seizure, p. 977.
V. Double Jeopardy, p. 977.

VI. Commerce, p. 977.
VII. Full Faith and Credit, p. 977.

VIII. Due Process of Law, p. 978.
IX. Equal Protection of Laws, p. 978.
X. Involuntary Servitude, p. 979.

I. In General.
Judicial construction—Implied immunity—Congressional silence.— 

Congressional silence not approval of judicially-enunciated doctrine 
of constitutional immunity. Oklahoma Tax Comm’n v. Texas Co., 
342.

II. Federal-State Relations.
1. State regulation—Labor relations—Intermittent work stop-

pages.—Wisconsin statute barring employee interference with pro-
duction by intermittent unannounced stoppages of work, not in con-
flict with federal regulation or authority. Automobile Workers v. 
Wisconsin Board, 245.

2. State taxation—Immunity—Indian lands—Lessees.—Lessees of 
restricted Indian lands not immune from nondiscriminatory state 
gross production and excise taxes on petroleum produced from such 
lands. Oklahoma Tax Comm’n v. Texas Co., 342.

III. Freedom of Speech, Press and Assembly.
1. Freedom of speech—Sound trucks—Noise regulation.—Validity 

of conviction under ordinance forbidding operation-on streets of 
sound trucks and instruments emitting “loud and raucous noises.” 
Kovacs v. Cooper, 77.

2. Freedom of speech and press—Picketing—Injunction.—State 
court injunction against labor union members picketing for purpose 
of coercing agreement in violation of state antitrust law, valid. Gib- 
oney v. Empire Ice Co., 490.

3. Freedom of speech and assembly—Labor relations.—Wisconsin 
statute barring employee interference with production by intermit-
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
tent unannounced stoppages of work not violative of rights of freedom 
of speech and assembly. Automobile Workers v. Wisconsin Board, 
245.

IV. Search and Seizure.
Scope of guaranty.—Dismissal of antitrust indictment because 

women were excluded from grand jury, and related order for return 
of subpoenaed documents, did not bar Government’s use of that 
evidence in civil antitrust proceeding; nor did failure of Government 
to appeal. United States v. Wallace & Tieman Co., 793.
V. Double Jeopardy.

Court-martial—Tactical situation.—Second court-martial trial did 
not subject defendant to double jeopardy where, because of tactical 
situation of rapidly advancing army, first trial ended before judgment. 
Wade v. Hunter, 684.
VI. Commerce.

1. Interstate commerce—State regulation—Milk.—State’s refusal 
to permit additional facilities for receiving and shipping milk in inter-
state commerce, on grounds of destructive competition and short 
supply, invalid; not authorized by Federal Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act. Hood & Sons v. Du Mond, 525.

2. Interstate commerce—State regulation—Travel bureaus.—State 
statute forbidding sale or arrangement of transportation if carrier 
has no I. C. C. permit, valid notwithstanding similar federal law; 
not vitiated by heavier penalties nor possibility of double punishment. 
California v. Zook, 725.

3. State regulation—Advertising on vehicles—Effect on interstate 
commerce.—Traffic regulation forbidding advertising on vehicles, 
except of business or products of owner, valid. Railway Express 
Agency v. New York, 106.

4. State regulation—Labor relations—Work stoppages.—Wisconsin 
statute barring employee interference with production by intermittent 
unannounced stoppages of work, valid. Automobile Workers v. Wis-
consin Board, 245.

5. State taxation—Interstate barge line—Mileage ratio.—Ad va-
lorem tax on interstate barge line, based on ratio of miles of line 
within State to total miles of line, valid. Ott v. Mississippi Barge 
Line, 169.
VII. Full Faith and Credit.

Ex parte divorce—Effect.—Connecticut decree declining to give 
effect to Nevada ex parte divorce did not deny latter full faith and 
credit. Rice v. Rice, 674.

823978 0—49---- 61
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
VIII. Due Process of Law.

1. Federal regulation—Labor relations.—National Labor Relations 
Act’s interference with employer’s property rights in company-owned 
meeting hall not violative of Fifth Amendment. Labor Board v. 
Stowe Spinning Co., 226.

2. State regulation—Insurance companies—Funeral insurance.— 
South Carolina statute barring life insurance companies from the 
undertaking business, and forbidding undertakers to act as agents 
for life insurance companies, valid; not arbitrary or unreasonable. 
Daniel v. Family Ins. Co., 220.

3. Id.—Motive of legislature.—Statute not vitiated by fact that 
“insurance lobby” secured enactment. Id.

4. State regulation—Antitrust laws—Injunction against peaceful 
picketing.—State court injunction against labor union members 
picketing for purpose of coercing agreement in violation of state anti-
trust law, valid. Giboney v. Empire Ice Co., 490.

5. State regulation—Unfair labor practices—Intermittent work 
stoppage.—Wisconsin statute barring employee interference with pro-
duction by intermittent unannounced stoppages of work, valid. 
Automobile Workers v. Wisconsin Board, 245.

6. State regulation—Traffic regulation—Advertising on vehicles.— 
Traffic regulation forbidding advertising on vehicles, except of busi-
ness or products of owner, valid. Railway Express Agency v. New 
York, 106.

7. State taxation—Foreign corporations—Interstate barge lines— 
Apportionment.—Ad valorem tax on interstate barge line, based on 
ratio of miles of line within State to total miles of line, valid; claims 
of errors in assessment not considered where absence of state remedy 
not suggested. Ott v. Mississippi Barge Line, 169.

8. Judicial proceedings—Contempt of court—Summary punish-
ment.—Counsel who in argument to jury persisted in irrelevancies 
and whose summary sentence for contempt was increased during alter-
cation with judge, not denied due process. Fisher v. Pace, 155.
IX. Equal Protection of Laws.

1. Insurance companies—Funeral insurance.—South Carolina stat-
ute barring life insurance companies from the undertaking business, 
and forbidding undertakers to act as agents for life insurance com-
panies, valid. Daniel v. Family Ins. Co., 220.

2. Traffic regulation—Advertising on vehicles—Exemptions.—Traf-
fic regulation forbidding advertising on vehicles, except of business 
or products of owner, valid. Railway Express Agency v. New York, 
106.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
X. Involuntary Servitude.

What constitutes—Labor relations—State regulation.—Wisconsin 
statute barring employee interference with production by intermittent 
unannounced stoppages of work, not violative of Thirteenth Amend-
ment. Automobile Workers v. Wisconsin Board, 245.
CONTEMPT. See also Constitutional Law, VIII, 8.

1. What constitutes.—Record sustained conviction of counsel for 
contempt in presence of court. Fisher v. Pace, 155.

2. Summary punishment.—Power of court to punish summarily for 
contempt committed in presence. Fisher v. Pace, 155.

3. Civil contempt—Violation of injunction—Fair Labor Standards 
Act—Remedy.—Intent of contemnor immaterial; effect of generality 
of decree; power of federal court in suit by Wage-Hour Adminis-
trator to order employer to purge contempt by paying employees 
unpaid statutory wages. McComb v. Jacksonville Paper Co., 187.
CONTRACTS. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, III, 2;

Labor, 3, 5.

CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE. See Employers’ Liability 
Act, 1.

CORPORATIONS. See Bankruptcy, 1, 4—6; Constitutional Law, 
VI, 5; Judgments; Taxation, 2-3.

COURT OF CLAIMS. See Jurisdiction, IV.

COURTS. See Bankruptcy, 4-6; Constitutional Law, I; V; VII;
VIII, 4, 8; Contempt; Injunction; Jurisdiction; Procedure; 
Public Utilities; Statutes, 2.

COURTS-MARTIAL. See Armed Forces; Constitutional Law, V;
Habeas Corpus.

COURTS OF APPEALS. See Jurisdiction, I, 3-5; II; Pro-
cedure, 1.

CREDITORS. See Bankruptcy.

CRIMINAL LAW. See also Armed Forces; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1; IV; V; VIII, 6, 8; Evidence, 3-5; Procedure, 2.

1. Offenses—Aiding and abetting—Evidence.—Conviction on sub-
stantive counts of indictment charging also conspiracy, sustained on 
theory and evidence of aiding and abetting. Nye & Nissen v. United 
States, 613.

2. Verdict—Sufficiency of evidence—Jury function.—Substantial 
evidence supported verdict of guilty of aiding and abetting violation 
of Bankruptcy Act; Court of Appeals’ reversal’was improper inter-
ference with jury function. United States v. Knight, 505.

823978 0—49---- 62
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CURE. See Admiralty, 1.

DAIRIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Taxation, 4.

DAMAGES. See Transportation, 1.

DEBT. See Taxation, 1.

DECREES. See Bankruptcy, 5; Constitutional Law, VII; Con-
tempt, 3.

DEFENSE SUPPLIES CORPORATION. See Judgments; Juris-
diction, I, 5.

DEFICIT. See Taxation, 3.

DIRECT APPEAL. See Jurisdiction, III, 2.

DIRECTED VERDICT. See Employers’ Liability Act, 3.

DISABILITY. See Admiralty, 1; Workmen’s Compensation.

DISCHARGE. See Armed Forces.

DISCOUNT. See Taxation, 1.

DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; IX, 1-2; 
Labor, 1.

DISSOLUTION. See Judgments.

DISTRICT COURTS. See Jurisdiction, III.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. See Evidence, 1, 5; Jurisdiction, 1,4.

DIVIDENDS. See Taxation, 3.

DIVORCE. See Constitutional Law, VII.

DOMICILE. See Constitutional Law, VII.

DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, V.

DOUBLE PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III; VIII.

DURESS. See Constitutional Law, III,' 2.

EARNINGS. See Taxation, 2-3.

EIGHT HOUR LAW. See Labor, 3.

ELECTRICITY. See Taxation, 4.

ELECTRIC WELDING. See Patents.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; 
III, 2-3; VIII, 1; X; Contempt, 3; Employers’ Liability Act; 
Labor; Workmen’s Compensation.
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EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT.
1. Liability of carrier—Negligence as basis—Contributory negli-

gence.—Carrier not insurer of employees’ safety; basis of liability 
is negligence; criterion of negligence; contributory negligence does 
not bar recovery but affects amount proportionately. Wilkerson v. 
McCarthy, 53.

2. Negligence—Sufficiency of complaint—Cause of injury.—State 
court decision that allegations of complaint were insufficient to sustain 
recovery affirmed. Reynolds v. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., 207.

3. Negligence—Evidence—Sufficiency.—Evidence sufficient to sup-
port jury finding of negligence; directed verdict against plaintiff 
erroneous. Wilkerson v. McCarthy, 53.

ENLISTED MEN. See Armed Forces.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAWS. See Constitutional Law, IX.

EQUITY. See Injunction; Jurisdiction, III, 1; Public Utilities.

ERROR. See Procedure, 2.

ESCROW. See Bankruptcy, 4.

ESTOPPEL. See Patents.

EVIDENCE. See also Constitutional Law, IV; Criminal Law; Em-
ployers’ Liability Act, 3; Mandate; Procedure, 2; Trial.

1. Rules of evidence—Formulation—District of Columbia.—For-
mulation of rules of evidence for District of Columbia, in absence of 
specific congressional legislation, is matter of local law for highest 
local court. Griffin v. United States, 704.

2. Judicial notice—Foreign law.—When foreign law must be 
proved as a fact. Black Diamond S. S. Corp. v. Stewart & Sons, 
386.

3. Admissibility—Criminal cases—Other offenses.—Evidence of 
offenses similar to offense charged admissible on issue of intent. 
Nye & Nissen v. United States, 613.

4. Admissibility—Hearsay—Declaration of conspirator.—Declara-
tion of conspirator after conspiracy and objectives had ended, inad-
missible against co-conspirator; theory of implied conspiracy to con-
ceal crime rejected. Krulewitch v. United States, 440.

5. Homicide—Self-defense—Uncommunicated threats.—Case re-
manded to District of Columbia court to determine local rule as to 
admissibility of uncommunicated threats where self-defense claimed. 
Griffin v. United States, 704.

EXCISE TAX. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.
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EXEMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; IX, 2.

EX PARTE DIVORCE. See Constitutional Law, VII.

EXPEDITING ACT. See Jurisdiction, I, 2.

EYES. See Workmen’s Compensation.

FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT. See Contempt, 3.

FEDERAL AGRICULTURAL MARKETING AGREEMENT ACT.
See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See Public Utilities.

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II.

FEES. See Bankruptcy, 4-5.

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; VIII, 1.

FINAL JUDGMENT. See Jurisdiction, I, 6; II.

FINDINGS. See Jurisdiction, I, 1; IV.

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III.

FLUXES. See Patents.

FOOD, DRUG & COSMETIC ACT. See Mandate.

FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1;
VIII, 7.

FOREIGN COUNTRIES. See Labor, 3.

FOREIGN LANGUAGES. See Jurisdiction, III, 1.

FOREIGN LAW. See Admiralty, 3; Evidence, 2.

FORFEITURE. See Patents.

FORMER JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, V.

FORWARDERS. See Transportation, 1.

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III;
VIII; IX.

FREEDOM OF SPEECH, PRESS AND ASSEMBLY. See Con-
stitutional Law, III.

FREIGHT. See Admiralty, 3; Transportation, 1.

FREIGHT FORWARDERS. See Transportation, 1.

FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. See Constitutional Law, VII.

FUNERAL INSURANCE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.

GAIN. See Taxation, 1-2.

GAS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Public Utilities.
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GIFTS. See Taxation, 1.

GRAND JURY. See Constitutional Law, IV.

GROSS PRODUCTION TAX. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.

HABEAS CORPUS. See also Armed Forces, 1.
Court-martial judgment—Scope of review.—Court in habeas corpus 

proceeding can not pass upon guilt or innocence of person convicted 
by court-martial. Humphrey v. Smith, 695.

HARMLESS ERROR. See Procedure, 2.

HAWAII. See Injunction; Jurisdiction, II; III, 1-2.

HEARING. See Mandate.

HEARSAY. See Evidence, 4; Procedure, 2.

HIGHWAYS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VI, 2-3; VIII, 6;
IX, 2.

HOMICIDE. See Evidence, 5.

HONORABLE DISCHARGE. See Armed Forces.

HOURS OF SERVICE. See Labor, 3.

HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Constitutional Law, VII.

IMMIGRATION. See Aliens.

IMMUNITY. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, I; II, 2;
IV; V.

INCOME TAX. See Taxation, 1-3.

INDIANS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.

INDICTMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV; Trial.

INDUSTRY. See Workmen’s Compensation; Taxation, 4.

INFRINGEMENT. See Jurisdiction, I, 1; Patents.

INJUNCTION. See also Bankruptcy, 6; Constitutional Law, II, 
1; III, 2-3; VIII, 4; Contempt, 3; Jurisdiction, III.

Issuance of writ—Discretion.—Federal district court should have 
denied injunction against enforcement of Hawaiian law regulating 
teaching of foreign languages, which was enforcible only by civil pro-
ceeding and had not been construed by territorial courts. Stainback 
v. Mo Hock Ke Lok Po, 368.

INSOLVENCY. See Bankruptcy.

INSURANCE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.

INTENT. See Contempt, 3; Evidence, 3.
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INTEREST. See Bankruptcy, 3.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional 
Law, VI; Employers’ Liability Act; Jurisdiction, IV; Labor, 
4; Public Utilities; Taxation, 2; Transportation.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 2; Jurisdiction, IV; Transportation, 2.

INVOLUNTARY SERVITUDE. See Constitutional Law, X.

IRAN. See Labor, 3.

IRAQ. See Labor, 3.

JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, V.

JOBBERS. See Antitrust Acts.

JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 8; Contempt.

JUDGMENTS. See also Armed Forces; Bankruptcy, 5; Consti-
tutional Law, V; VII; Jurisdiction, I, 3; II; IV; Mandate; 
Procedure, 1.

Validity—Enforcement—Dissolution of corporation.—Judgment 
for Defense Supplies Corporation, in suit begun before dissolution 
and adjudged within 12 months after Joint Resolution of June 30, 
1945, enforcible though R. F. C. not substituted. Defense Supplies 
Corp. v. Lawrence Warehouse Co., 631.

JUDICIAL NOTICE. See Evidence, 2.

JURISDICTION. See also Armed Forces; Bankruptcy, 4-6;
Habeas Corpus; Mandate; Public Utilities.

I. Supreme Court.
II. Courts of Appeals.

III. District Courts.
IV. Court of Claims.

References to particular subjects under title Jurisdiction.—Appeal, 
I, 2; II; III, 2; Bankruptcy, III, 3; Certiorari, 1,3; II; Concurrent 
Findings, I, 1; Direct Appeal, III, 2; Expediting Act, I, 2; Final 
Judgment, I, 6; II; Findings, I, 1; IV; Hawaii, II, III, 1-2; In-
fringement, I, 1; Injunction, III; Interstate Commerce Commission, 
IV; Judgment, I, 3; II; IV; Local Law, I, 4, 7; Mail, IV; Patents, 
I, 1; Territories, III; Three-Judge Court, II; III, 2.

I. Supreme Court.
1. Review of federal courts—Concurrent findings.—Effect of con-

current findings of courts below in patent infringement case. Graver 
Mfg. Co. v. Linde Co., 271.
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JURISDICTION—Continued.
2. Review of federal courts—Expediting Act.—That District 

Court’s dismissal was without prejudice to filing another suit did not 
make cause unappealable. United States v. Wallace & Tiernan Co., 
793.

3. Review of federal courts—Certiorari before judgment.—Cer-
tiorari to review case in Court of Appeals before judgment. Stain- 
back v. Mo Hock Ke Lok Po, 368.’

4. Review of federal courts—Local law—District of Columbia.— 
Only in exceptional cases will Court review determination of local 
law by Court of Appeals for District of Columbia. Griffin v. United 
States, 704.

5. Review of Court of Appeals.—Power of this Court to set aside 
erroneous action of Court of Appeals though that court had no juris-
diction of merits. Defense Supplies Corp. v. Lawrence Warehouse 
Co., 631.

6. Review of state courts—Final judgment.—Wisconsin Board’s 
certification of union as collective bargaining representative, sustained 
by highest state court, was reviewable “final judgment.” La Crosse 
Telephone Corp. v. Wisconsin Board, 18.

7. Review of state courts—State law.—Construction of state board’s 
order by State Supreme Court conclusive. Automobile Workers v. 
Wisconsin Board, 245.

II. Courts of Appeals.
Review of district courts—Final decisions.—Final judgment of Dis-

trict Court for Hawaii erroneously composed of three judges appeal-
able to Court of Appeals and reviewable here by certiorari to that 
court before judgment. Stainback v. Mo Hock Ke Lok Po, 368.

III. District Courts.
1. Injunction—Discretion—Territorial law.—District Court should 

have denied injunction against enforcement of Hawaiian law regulat-
ing teaching of foreign languages, which was enforcible only by civil 
proceeding and had not been construed by territorial courts. Stain- 
back v. Mo Hock Ke Lok Po, 368.

2. Three-judge court—Enjoining state statute—Hawaii.—Provision 
for three-judge federal court in suit to enjoin enforcement of state 
statute, and for direct appeal to this Court, not applicable to Ter-
ritory of Hawaii. Id.

3. Bankruptcy—Enjoining proceedings in state court—Question of 
state law.—Bankruptcy court in railroad reorganization erred in 
enjoining state court proceeding to determine number of votes re-
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JURISDICTION—Continued.
quired under state law to authorize sale of lessor’s entire assets. 
Callaway v. Benton, 132.

TV. Court of Claims.
Orders of I. C. C.—Rates for transporting mail—Money judg-

ment.—Court of Claims without jurisdiction to award money judg-
ment to railroad as additional compensation for transporting mail, 
contrary to findings and orders of I. C. C. United States v. Jones, 
641.

JURY. See Constitutional Law, IV; Criminal Law, 2; Employers’ 
Liability Act, 3.

LABOR. See also Admiralty, 1, 2; Antitrust Acts; Bankruptcy, 2; 
Constitutional Law, II, 1; III, 2-3; VIII, 1,4-5; X; Contempt, 
3; Employers’ Liability Act; Jurisdiction, I, 6; Workmen’s 
Compensation.

1. National Labor Relations Act—Unfair labor practice—Discrimi-
nation against union.—Employer’s discriminatory denial to union of 
use of company-town meeting hall was unfair labor practice; scope 
of cease-and-desist order. Labor Board v. Stowe Spinning Co., 226.

2. National Labor Relations Act—Certification of bargaining rep-
resentative—Validity of state action—Labor Management Relations 
Act.—State board’s certification of collective bargaining representa-
tive of employees of telephone company invalid; different result not 
required by Labor Management Relations Act. La Crosse Telephone 
Corp. v. Wisconsin Board, 18.

3. Eight Hour Law—Coverage—Foreign countries.—Eight Hour 
Law not applicable to United States projects in Iraq and Iran. 
Foley Bros. v. Filardo, 281.

4. State regulation—Unfair labor practice—Intermittent work 
stoppages.—Validity of order of Wisconsin Board barring employee 
interference with production by intermittent unannounced stoppages 
of work. Automobile Workers v. Wisconsin Board, 245.

5. State regulation—Unfair labor practice—Maintenance-of-mem-
bership clause.—Order of Wisconsin Board nullifying maintenance- 
of-membership clause in contract of employer with union, valid; not 
in conflict with policies of Congress; National Labor Relations Act, 
Labor Management Relations Act, War Labor Board. Algoma Co. v. 
Wisconsin Board, 301.

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Labor, 2, 5.

LANGUAGES. See Injunction.

LEASE. See Bankruptcy, 6; Constitutional Law, II, 2.
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LIENS. See Bankruptcy, 2.

LIFE INSURANCE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.

LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. See Admiralty, 3.

LIMITATIONS. See Armed Forces; Bankruptcy, 5.

LIQUIDATION. See Taxation, 3.

LOBBIES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Statutes, 1.

LOCAL LAW. See Evidence, 1, 5; Jurisdiction, I, 4, 7.

LONGSHOREMEN’S & HARBOR WORKERS’ ACT. See Work-
men’s Compensation.

LOUDSPEAKERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1.

LOUISIANA. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5; VIII, 7.

MAIL. See Jurisdiction, IV; Transportation, 2-3.

MAINTENANCE AND CURE. See Admiralty, 1.

MAINTENANCE-OF-MEMBERSHIP. See Labor, 5.

MALTREATMENT. See Armed Forces.

MANDATE.
Supreme Court—Remand to Court of Appeals—Failure to follow 

mandate.—Court of Appeals erred in remanding to District Court 
for determination of fact here held immaterial and in not affording 
Government a hearing on question of sufficiency of evidence to sustain 
condemnation under Food, Drug & Cosmetic Act notwithstanding 
erroneous exclusion of other evidence. United States v. Urbuteit, 
804.

MANN ACT. See Evidence, 4.

MARITIME LAW. See Admiralty.

MARRIAGE. See Constitutional Law, VII.

MASTER AND SERVANT. See Contempt, 3; Employers’ Lia-
bility Act; Labor; Workmen’s Compensation.

MEDICAL CERTIFICATE. See Aliens.

MEETING HALL. See Labor, 1.

MENTAL DEFECTIVES. See Aliens.

MILK. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1; Taxation, 4.

MINERAL LANDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.

MISSOURI. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

MOTIVE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Statutes, 1.
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MOTOR VEHICLES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VI, 2-3;
VIII, 6; IX, 2.

MURDER. See Evidence, 5.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 1; VIII, 1; Labor, 1-2, 5.

NATURAL GAS ACT. See Public Utilities.

NAVY. See Armed Forces.

NEGLIGENCE. See Employers’ Liability Act.

NEVADA. See Constitutional Law, VII.

NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 3.

NOISE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1.

OIL. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.

OKLAHOMA. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.

ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VI, 3.

PARTIAL DISABILITY. See Workmen’s Compensation Act.

PARTIES. See Judgments.

PASTEURIZATION. See Taxation, 4.

PATENTS. See also Jurisdiction, I, 1.
Validity—Claims—Invention.—Process and certain flux claims of 

Jones patent, for electric welding process, invalid; other flux claims 
valid and infringed; right to relief for infringement had not been 
forfeited by abuse of patent. Graver Mfg. Co. v. Linde Co., 271.

PAYMENT. See Bankruptcy, 2-4; Contempt, 3; Workmen’s Com-
pensation.

PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

PERMANENT DISABILITY. See Admiralty, 1; Workmen’s
Compensation.

PERMIT. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

PERSONAL SERVICES. See Bankruptcy, 4-5.

PETROLEUM. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.

PICKETING. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

PIPE-LINE COMPANIES. See Public Utilities.

PLEADING. See Employers’ Liability Act, 2.

POLICE POWER. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

POSSESSION. See Bankruptcy, 2.
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POWER COMMISSION. See Public Utilities.

PREJUDICIAL ERROR. See Procedure, 2.

PRE-TRIAL INVESTIGATION. See Armed Forces, 3.

PRIORITY. See Bankruptcy, 2.

PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty, 3; Armed Forces, 3; Bank-
ruptcy, 4-6; Employers’ Liability Act, 2-3; Evidence; Judg-
ments; Jurisdiction; Mandate.

1. Summary judgment—Review—Power of appellate court.—On 
review of District Court’s summary judgment for defendant, Court 
of Appeals may not award personal money judgment for plaintiff on 
other claim which defendant had no opportunity to dispute. 
Fountain v. Filson, 681.

2. Harmless error—Admission of evidence—Criminal cases.—Er-
roneous admission of hearsay declaration not harmless error when 
it might have tipped scales against accused. Krulewitch v. United 
States, 440.

PROCESS PATENT. See Patents.

PROFITS. See Taxation, 1-3.

PROOF. See Evidence; Trial.

PROSTITUTION. See Evidence, 4.

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE. See Aliens.

PUBLIC UTILITIES.
Natural Gas Act—Rate order—Impounded funds.—Distribution of 

funds impounded by Court of Appeals pending review of valid order 
of Federal Power Commission directing reduction of rates on inter-
state sales of natural gas for resale. Federal Power Comm’n v. 
Interstate Gas Co., 577.

PUBLIC WORKS. See Labor, 3.

RAILROADS. See Bankruptcy, 6; Employers’ Liability Act;
Jurisdiction, IV; Transportation, 1-2.

RAILWAY MAIL PAY ACT. See Transportation, 2.

RATES. See Public Utilities; Transportation, 2-3.

RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE CORPORATION. See Judg-
ments; Jurisdiction, I, 5.

REORGANIZATION. See Bankruptcy, 4-6.

RES JUDICATA. See Constitutional Law, IV.
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RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Antitrust Acts.

RESTRICTED LANDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2.

RETROACTIVITY. See Transportation, 3.

RIGHT OF ASSEMBLY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3.

RULES OF EVIDENCE. See Evidence.

SALES. See Bankruptcy, 1-2,6; Public Utilities.

SCHOOLS. See Jurisdiction, III, 1.

SEAMEN. See Admiralty, 1-2.

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, IV.

SECURITIES. See Taxation, 1.

SELF-DEFENSE. See Evidence, 5.

“SHARE EXPENSE’’ TRAVEL. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts.

SHIPPING. See Admiralty.

SOUND TRUCKS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1.

SOUTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.

SPORTSWEAR. See Antitrust Acts.

STATUTES. See also Constitutional Law; Jurisdiction, III; La-
bor, 3.

1. Validity—Motive—Lobbies.—Statute not vitiated by fact that 
enactment was secured by “insurance lobby.” Daniel v. Family Ins. 
Co., 220.

2. Validity—Wisdom—Courts.—Wisdom of statute is not concern 
of Court. Railway Express Agency v. New York, 106.

STAY ORDER. See Public Utilities.

STOCKHOLDERS’ PROTECTIVE COMMITTEE. See Bank-
ruptcy, 4.

STREETS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VI, 2-3; VIII, 6; IX, 2.

STRIKES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Labor, 4.

SUBPOENA. See Constitutional Law, IV.

SUBSIDIARIES. See Taxation, 2-3.

SUBSTITUTION. See Judgments.

SUMMARY JUDGMENT. See Procedure, 1.

SUPREME COURT. See Jurisdiction, I.
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TAXATION. See also Bankruptcy, 2-3; Constitutional Law, II, 
2; VI, 5; VIII, 7.

1. Federal taxation—Income tax—Purchase of own obligations at 
discount.—Taxpayer’s gain from purchase of own bonds at discount, 
directly and indirectly from holders, includible in gross income and 
not excludible as “gift.” Commissioner v. Jacobson, 28.

2. Federal taxation—Income tax—Corporations—Subsidiaries.— 
Income of wholly owned subsidiaries which were utilized by parent 
corporation to carry on business activities was taxable to them and 
not to parent alone; subsidiaries here not true agents of parent. Na-
tional Carbide Corp. v. Commissioner, 422.

3. Federal taxation—Income tax—Corporate distribution—Parent 
corporation which had absorbed subsidiaries.—Distribution by parent 
corporation taxable as income though deficits of absorbed subsidiaries 
exceeded earnings and profits of parent. Commissioner v. Phipps, 
410.

4. Federal taxation—Electrical energy—Commercial consump-
tion.—Electrical energy sold to dairy plants engaged in collecting, 
pasteurizing and distributing fresh milk was for “commercial” con-
sumption and taxable under I. R. C. §3411; addition of pasteuriza-
tion to other activities did not make business industrial. Wisconsin 
Electric Power Co. v. United States, 176.

TEACHERS. See Jurisdiction, III, 1.

TELEPHONE COMPANIES. See Labor, 2.

TERRITORIES. See Jurisdiction, III.

THIRTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, X.

THREATS. See Evidence, 5.

THREE-JUDGE COURT. See Jurisdiction, II; III, 2.

TIME. See Bankruptcy, 5; Transportation, 1.

TOTAL DISABILITY. See Admiralty, 1; Workmen’s Compensa-
tion.

TRADE UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; III, 2-3; VI, 4; 
VIII, 4-5; X; Jurisdiction, I, 6; Labor.

TRAFFIC REGULATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3; VIII, 
6; IX, 2.

TRANSPORTATION. See also Bankruptcy, 6; Constitutional 
Law, VI, 2; Employers’ Liability Act; Jurisdiction, IV.

1. Freight forwarders—Relation to railroads—Claims for loss or 
damage—Carmack Amendment.—Relation of freight forwarder to 
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TRANSPORTATION—Continued.
railroads as that of shipper; claim of forwarder against railroad for 
loss or damage required to be filed within nine months. Chicago, 
M., St. P. & P. R. Co. v. Acme Fast Freight, 465.

2. Transportation of mail—Rates—Railway Mail Pay Act.—Order 
of Interstate Commerce Commission fixing rates for transporting mail, 
valid; Court of Claims without jurisdiction to award money judg-
ment for additional compensation. United States v. Jones, 641.

3. Air mail—Rates—Retroactive application.—Civil Aeronautics 
Board without authority to make mail rate retroactive to period 
prior to commencement of rate proceeding. T. W. A. v. Civil Aero-
nautics Board, 601.

TRAVEL BUREAUS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

TRIAL. See also Armed Forces; Constitutional Law, IV; V; VII;
VIII, 8; Mandate; Procedure.

Variance—Indictment and proof.—No fatal variance between con-
spiracy charged and proof. Nye & Nissen v. United States, 613.

TRUCKS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VI, 3.

TRUSTEES. See Bankruptcy, 2.

UNCOMMUNICATED THREATS. See Evidence, 5.

UNDERTAKERS. See Constitutional Law, VIII; 2; IX, 1.

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICE. See Labor, 1, 4r-5.

UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; III, 2-3; VI, 4; VIII, 
4r-5; X; Jurisdiction, 1,6; Labor.

UNITED STATES. See Admiralty, 3; Bankruptcy, 2-3; Labor, 3.

VARIANCE. See Trial.

VERDICT. See Criminal Law, 2; Employers’ Liability Act, 3.

VESSELS. See Admiralty.

VOYAGE. See Admiralty, 2.

WAGE-HOUR ADMINISTRATOR. See Contempt, 3.

WAGES. See Admiralty, 2; Bankruptcy, 2; Contempt, 3.

WAR. See Armed Forces; Constitutional Law, V.

WAR LABOR BOARD. See Labor, 5.

WELDING. See Patents.

WHITE SLAVE ACT. See Evidence, 4.

WILLFULNESS. See Contempt, 3.
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WISCONSIN. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Jurisdiction, I, 6; 
Labor, 2,4-5.

WOMEN. See Constitutional Law, IV.

WOMEN’S SPORTSWEAR. See Antitrust Acts.

WORDS.
1. “Agency” contracts.—National Carbide Corp. v. Commissioner, 

422.
2. “All payments.”—Bankruptcy Act, Ch. X. Leiman v. Gutt-

man, 1.
3. “Commercial” consumption.—Internal Revenue Code, §3411. 

Wisconsin Electric Co. v. United States, 176.
4. “Disability.”—Longshoremen’s & Harbor Workers’ Compensa-

tion Act. Lawson v. Suwannee S. S. Co., 198.
5. “Dividend.”—Revenue Act of 1936. Commissioner v. Phipps, 

410.
6. “Final judgment.”—Judicial Code, §237 (a). La Crosse Tele-

phone Corp. v. Wisconsin Board, 18.
7. “Gift.”—Revenue Act of 1938; Internal Revenue Code. Com-

missioner v. Jacobson, 28.
8. “Not exceeding” twelve months.—Farrell v. United States, 511.
9. “To make such rates effective from such date as it shall deter-

mine to be proper.”—Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938. T. W. A. v. 
Civil Aeronautics Board, 601.

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION.
Longshoremen’s & Harbor Workers’ Act—Total disability—Loss of 

second eye—Liability of employer.—Employer liable only for partial 
disability of employee who lost one eye previously by non-industrial 
cause and other in employment; remainder of compensation for total 
disability payable from statutory fund. Lawson v. Suwannee S. S. 
Co., 198.
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