
INDEX TO OPINIONS 

ABANDONMENT. See Statutes, I. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Armed Forces; Com-
munications Act; Constitutional Law, II; VII, 2-3; Federal 
Trade Commission; Jurisdiction, I, 3; 111; IV, 3-4; Longshore-
men's Act. 

ADMIRALTY. See also Longshoremen 's Act, 1-2. 
I. Partition of vesu/:,-Federol courts-State court,.-Federal 

district courts have power to order vessels sold for partition; st.ate 
court al:;o competent in proceeding in personom; partition remedy 
in state court available to owners of majorit,y interest. Madruga 
v. Superior Court., 556. 

2. Liability of shipowner-Negligence-ltldeperadent co11trodor.-
Liability of shipowner to employee of independent contractor for 
unse.'\worthinei:;s and negligence; federal not state law governs; con-
tributory negligence no bar but may mitigate damages; judgment 
against shipowner not reducible by amount of employer's compensa-
tion p:1,yments under Longshoremen's Act; shipowner not entitled 
to contribution from employer for latwr's negligence. !'ope & Talbot 
v. Hawn, 406. 
AIR TRANSPORTATION. See Jurisdiction, TV, 3. 
ALL WRITS ACT. Se,, Mandam118; Procedurs, 6. 
AMMONIUM NITRATE. See Tort Claims Act. 
ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Communications Act. 

I. Scope-Btaines, of basebo/.1,-Busine.ss of baseball not subject 
lo existing antilru•l laws. Toolson v. New York Yankees, Inc., 356. 

2. Clayton Act- Conspiracy-Treble damoge8-Trial.-Directed 
verdict. £or plaintiff properly refused on evidence; issue of eo11,.~p1mcy 
by motion picture producers and distributors properly submitted to 
jury; propriety and adequacy of instructions to jury. Theatre En-
terprises v. Paramount Corp., 537. 

3. Robinson•Patman Act-Di.~crimination in price-Violations.-
Buyer not violator i£ lower price:; he induces are within one of seller's 
defenses or not known by buyer not to be "'thin one of seller's de-
fenses; burden of introducing evidence as to justification. Auto-
matic Canteen Co. v .. F'ederal Trade Comm'n, 61. 
APPEAL. See Armed Forces; Constitutional Law, I; VII, 2; 

Federal Trade Commission; Jurisdiction; Procedure. 
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1034 INDEX TO OPINIOXS. 
ARBITRATION. See Securities, 2. 
ARKANSAS. See Jurisdiction, II, I. 
ARMED FORCES. See also Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Courts-

Martial; Criminal Law, J; Tort Claims Act. 
I. Univewu Military Troini1lg & Service Act-Ezempti1ms-

Mini&ters of religion.- Denial of ministerial exemption wat1 without 
basis in facl ; conviction for refusal to submit lo induction reversed. 
Dickinson v. United States, 389. 

2. Selective Service Act-C'omcie11tiou., object1m-,1ppea1 pro-
ce.dure.- A ppeal procedure for conscientious objectors satisfied re .. 
qu1rements of Aet, though not permitted to sec invc.,;;;tigator's report 
and not informed of identity of interviewees; function and duties of 
Department of Justice. United States v. Nugent, I. 
ASSESSMENTS. See Constitutional Law, V; VII, 3. 
ATOMIC ENERGY ACT. See Criminal Law, I. 
AUTOMOBILES. See Jurisdiction, IV, I; Labor, I. 
BAGGAGE. See Transportation. 

BAIL. 
Supreme Court-Admission to bail-Surety bmd.-Applications 

for ba,i granted by Supreme Court. Galvan v. Prc,;s, 882; Accardi 
v. Shaughnessy, 892. 
BAILMENT. See Transportation. 

BASEBALL. See Antitrust Acts, I. 
BILL OF RIGHTS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

BONDS. See Ball. 

BROKERS. See Secnrlties, 2. 
BURDEN OF PROOF. See Antitrust Acts, 3; Securities, I. 

BUYERS. See Antitrost Acts, 3. 
CALIFORNIA. See Admiralty, I; Jurisdiction, 11, 2-3. 

CARMACK AMENDMENT. See Transportation. 

CARRIERS. Sec Constitutional Law, V; Vil, 3; Transportation. 

CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDER. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 
CENSORSHIP. Seo Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
CITIZENSHIP. See Limitations, 2. 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3. 
CIVIL RIGHTS. Sec District of Columbia, 2. 



IXDRX TO OPIXIO:.\TS. 
CLAIMS. See Tort Claims Act. 
CLASSIFICATION. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 
CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts; Communications Act. 
COERCION. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4. 
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COMMERCE. Sec Antitrust Acts; Communications Act; Consti• 
tutiona.l Law, V; Criminal Law, 3; Labor, 1 i Transportation. 

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION. See Limitations, 1, 3. 
COMMUNICATIONS ACT. 

Authority of Commi$sum-Radiotelegraph companies-New cir-
cuits- Public intereat-Competitimi.-Authorization to radiotele-
gr-dph company to open new overseas circuits, ba..~ solely on en• 
oouragement of competition, not sustainable; authorization not invalid 
under § 314 by reason of rs<liotelcgraph company's corporste affilia-
tion, where no decrease of competition would result.. Federal Com-
municatiom1 Comm'n v. RCA Communications, Inc., 86. 
COMMUNISM. See Criminal Law, I; Limitations, 2. 
COMPETITION. Sec Antitrust Acts; Communications Act. 

CONDEMNATION. See Jurisdiction, IV, 2. 
CONFESSION OF ERROR. See -Procedure, 4. 

CONFESSIONS. Se• Constitutional Law, VII, 4; Procedure, 4. 
CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, III; VII, 2; Crimiual Law, I. 
CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES. See Criminal Law, 2. 
CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. Sec Armed Forces, 1-2; Con-

stitutional Law, VII, 2. 
CONSCRIPTION. See Armed Forces. 
CONSENT. See Jurisdiction, IV, I. 
CONSPIRACY. See Antitrust Acta. 2; Criminal Law, I; Limita-

tions, 2. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Courts-Martial; Criminal 

Law, 3; Jurisdiction, II, 1; IV, J, 3; Labor, 1-2; Longshore-
men's Act. I; Procedure, 4. 

I. In Gmeml, p. 1036. 
II. Federal-State Relations, p. 1036. 

Ill. Legislative Power, p. lo.36. 
IV. ~·reooorn of Speech and Press, p. 1036. 
V. Commerce, p. 10.'!6. 

VJ. Contracts, p. 1036. 
VII. Due Process of I....w, 1>. 1036. 

VIII. Equal Protection of Laws, p. 1037. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW-Continued. 
I. In General. 

Challenging constitutionality-Standing to sue-Right, of others.-
Principle that challenger must ~ert injury to self; exceptions; 
racial restrictive covenants. Barrows v. Jackson, 249. 
II. Federal-State Relations. 

L<ibor M allagement Relations Act-Effect on st<lt~ r~dies.-
\Vhere employer's gri<'vance was within jurisdiction of Federal Board, 
alternative or supplemental b1ate remedies precluded. Garner v. 
Teamsters Union, 485. 
Ill. Legislative Power. 

Powers of Congress-Di,trict of Columbi<1- Del£gation of lawmalc-
ing authority.-Power of Congress to delegate lawmaking authority 
to local go,.ernment created by Org-dnic Act of 187 I for the District 
of Columbia. District of Columbia v. Thompson Co., 100. 
IV. Freedom of Speech and Press. 

I. Newspapers-City license tax.-Corona Daily Independent v. 
City ol Coron&, 833 (Douous, J ., dissenting from denial of 
certiorari) . 

2. Motion pictures-Cemorship.-Superior Films, Inc. v. Depart-
ment of Education, 587. 
V. Commerce. 

Interstate railroad-Hi{Jh·u,ay cr03$ings-State regulation.-As-
~ment against railroad of costs of grade separation improvement, 
in excess of benefits received, not undue burden on interstate com-
merce. Awhison, T. & S. F. R. Co. v. Public Utilities Comm'n, 346. 
VI. Contracts. 

Controct Clau•-Racwl restrictive covenants-Judgments of 
caurt..-Contract ClauS(! directed against legislative not judicial 
action; not violated by state court's refusal to enforce racial restric-
tive covenant. Barrows v. Jackson, 240. 

vn. Due Process of Law. 
I. Racial restrictive coveria11ts- Enforcement- State ccurtt.-

Racial restrictive covenant unenforceable in action at law in state 
court against co-covenantor to recover damag~ £or breach. Barrows 
v . .Jackson, 249. 

2. Selective Service Act,-Co,1scie11tious objectors-Appeal pro-
cedure.-Selective Service Act, as const.rued and applied in respect 
of appeal procedure for conseicntious objectors, valid. United States 
v. Nugent, 1. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW-Continued. 
3. Railroath-Ilighway crouiT'i}&-Co•t• of improvement,.-ltail-

road not entitled to allocation of col:lts of grade separation improve-
ments according to benefit•; validity or asseesmeot or 50% ol costs. 
Atebi80n, T. & S. F. R. Co. v. Public Utilities Comm'n, 346. 

4. Criminal /aw-State courts-Confeuions-Coercion-OtMr evi-
dence.-Fair hearing on coercion i&'1.le; admissibility of confessions 
as basis for conviction; jury rejecting confes,q:ions could base con-
viction on other sufficient evidence; admissibility of confessions to 
which obj er ting defendant was not party; Fourteenth Amendment 
does not embrace hearsay evidence rule; oonvictions of murder sus-
tained . Stein v. New York, 156. 

&. Crimi11ol law-State C()Urts-l/legally obtained evidence.-
Maryland statuoo permitting admission of illegally obtained evidence 
not invalid as affirmatively s:mctioning illegal searches and seizures. 
Salsburg v. Maryland, 545. 
Vlll. Equal Protection of Laws. 

J. Racial re8trictive covenant,-Enforcement-State couru.-
R..1cial restrictive covenant unenforceable in action at law in state 
C'.ourt against eo-eovcnantor to recover damages for breach. Barrows 
v. Jackson, 249. 

2. Criminal I-Ow-State courts-Illegally seized evidence.-l'lfary-
land statute making illegally seized evidence generally inadmissible in 
misdemeanor prooecut.ions in state courts but adm~;ble in prosecu-
tions for certain gambling misdemeanors in particular county, valid. 
Salsburg v. Marylanrl, M5. 
CONTRACTS. See Admiralty, 2; Constitutional Law, VI; Se-

curities, 2. 
CONTRIBUTION. Sec Adminlt:y, 2. 
CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE. Se. Admiralty, 2. 
CORAM NOBIS. See Procedure, 6. 
CORPORATIONS. See also CoDllllnnicatioos Act; Securities, J. 

Power,-.State /.aw.-Whether Texas charitable corporation could 
expend tmst funds for Arkansas project was question of Texas law. 
Arkansas v. Texas, 368. 
COSTS. Sec Antitrust Acta, 3; Conatilutional Law, V; Vil, 3. 
COUNSEL. See Procedure, I. 
COURT RULES. See Rules. 

21M20 0-$4- 68 



1038 INDEX TO OPINIONS. 
COURTS. See Admiralty; Antitrust Acta, 2-3; Constitutional 

Law, I; 11; VI; VII, 1-2, 4-.1; VIII; Courts-Martial; Federal 
Tra.de Commission; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction; Labor, 2; 
Mandamus; Procedure: Rules. 

COURTS-MARTIAL. See also Habeas Corpus, 2. 
Jurisdiction-Military review-Civil courts.- Court-mattial con-

victions of mur<IN and rape, and de.'\th sentences, not reviewable by 
habeas corpus in federal dlstrict court, where military review not 
shown to have been inadequate. Borns v. \Vilson, 137, 844. 
COURTS OF APPEALS. Seo Federal Trade Commission; Juris-

diction, I, 3; Ill; Procedure, 7. 
COVENANTS. Constitutional Law, VII, I; Vlll, I. 
CRIMINAL LAW. See al8o Armed Forces; Constitutional Law, 

VII, 4-5; VIII, 2; Courts-Martial; District of Columbia, 2; 
Habeas Corpus; Limitations, 2-3; Procedure, 4-7; Rules; 
Statutes; Stay. 

I. Espionage Act-Death. sentence-Atomic Energy Act.-Atomic 
Energy Act did not preclude death sentenr,e upon conviction under 
indictment under Espionage Act ; provisions of Espionage Act not 
repealed nor limited by Atomic Energy Act. Rosenberg v. United 
States, 273. 

2. Perjury-lndictment-Sufficiency.-Indictment for perjury not 
required to a11ege n.une or authority of person who administered 
oath; compliance ~•ith Rule of Criminal Procedure 7 (e). United 
States v. Debrow, 374. 

3. Gambling devica-1,iterstate shipment-Co~truction and con-
stitutimuility of Pederal Act.-Judgment dismissing indictments and 
libel based on Act prohibiting shipment of gambling devices in inter-
state commncc, :i,ffirmed. United States v. Five GambJing De\•ices, 
441. 
CROSSINGS. See Constitutional Law, V; VII, a. 
DAMAGES. See Admiralty, 2; Antitrust Acta, 2; Constitutional 

Law, I; VJ; VII, I; VIII, I; Transportation. 
DEALERS. See Labor, I. 

DEATH. Sec Constitutional Law, Vil, 4; Courts-Martial; Crimi-
nal Law, I. 

DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3. 
DELEGATION or POWER. See Constitntional Law, III. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. See Armed Forces, 2; Constitu-

tional Law, VII, 2. 
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DIRECTED VERDICT. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
DISCRETIONARY FUNCTION. See Tort Claims Act. 
DISCRIMINATION. See Antitrust Acts, 3; Constltntlonal Law, 

VIII; District of Columbia, 2. 
DISTRIBUTORS. See Antitrust Acts, 2; Labor, I. 
DISTRICT COURTS. See Eabea.s Corpus; Jurisdiction, IV. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Sec also Constitutional Law, III; 

Statul<!s, l. 
I. Government-Organic Act-Legi•lative pqu...,r.-Scope of legis-

lative power of D. C. Oovrrnmrnt und<'r Organic Act of J8il. Di.~ 
trict of Columbia v. Thompson Co., JOO. 

Z. Rodal discriminotiot1-Re8touronts-Volidity aTld eriforceobility 
of /au.-..-District of Columbia Acts of 1872 and 1873, forbidding 
racial discrimination by restaumnts, valid and enforceable; query 
whether 1872 Act repealed by 1873 Act. Di.strict of Columbia v. 
Thompson Co., 100. 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1-2. 
DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, VII. 
EMINENT DOMAIN. See Jurisdiction, IV, 2. 
EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEE. See Admiralty, 2; Labor; Long-

sboremen's Act; Securities, 1. 

EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAWS. Ser Constitutional Law, VIII. 
ESPIONAGE. See Criminal Law, I. 
ESTATE TAX. See Taxation. 
EVIDENCE. See Antitrust Acts, 2-3; Armed Forces, I ; Consti-

tutional Law, VII, 4--5; VIII, 2; Federal Trade Commission; 
Longshoremen's Act, 2 i Procedure, 4; Securities, 1. 

EXECUTIVE CLEMENCY. See Stay, 2. 
EXEMPTIONS. See Armed Forces; Securities, I; Tort Claims 

Act. 
EXPLOSIVES. See Tort Claims Act. 
FAIR REARING. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2-4. 
F ALBE CLAIMS ACT. See Limitations, 3. 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. See Armed Forces, 

2; Constitution a.I Law, VII, 2. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION. See Communi-

cations Act, 



1040 INDEX TO OPINIONS. 
FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Procedure, 6. 
FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. Sec also 

Criminal Law, 2; Procedure, 5-7. 
Amendment of Rule 37, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, 941. 

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, 11. 

FED&RAL TRADE COMMISSION. See also Antitrust Acta, 3. 
Cease-and-desist orde,-Review-Evidence.- Court of Appeals 

judgment setting a.ide cease-and-desist order of Commission vacated 
and <'lLUse remanded with directions. Federal Trade Comm'n "· 
Carter Products, Inc., 327. 
FERTILIZ&R. See Tort Claims Act. 
FIFTH AMENDM&NT. See Constitutional Law, Vil, 2. 
FINAL JUDGMENT. See Jurisdiction, II, 3. 
FmE. See Tort Claims Act. 
FmST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, JV. 
FORFEITURE. See Criminal Law, 3. 
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; IV; 

VII; VIII. 
FRAUD. See Limitations, 2-3; Securities, 2. 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND PRESS. See Conatitu<ional Law, 

IV. 
GAMBLING. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Criminal Law, 3. 
GRADE CROSSINGS. See Constitutional Law, V; VII, 3. 
HABEAS CORPUS. See also Courts-Martial. 

I. Supreme Court-Oriqinal writ-Denial.-Motion for leave to 
file petition for original writ of habeas corpus denied. R.oeonberg , •. 
Denno, 271. 

2. Judgment of court-martial-Collateral attack by hab«u 
ccrpus.-Bums v. Wilson, 137,844. 
HANDBILLS. Soo Labor, 3. 
HARDSHIP. See Mandamus; Statutes, I. 
HARML&SS ERROR. See Procedure, 7. 
HEARING. See Constitutional Law, VII; VIII; Courts-Martial. 
HEARSAY. See Armed Forces, 2; Constitutional Law, VII, 4. 
HIGHWAYS. See Constitutional Law, V; VII, 3; Jurisdiction, 

JV, I. 
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HOLDING COMPANIES. See Jnrisdiction, III. 
INCONVENIENCE. See Mandamus. 
INDEMNITY. See Admiralty, 2. 
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INDEPENDENT CONTRACTORS. See Admiralty, 2. 
INDICTMENT. See Criminal' Law, 2-3; Limitations, Z-3; Pro-

cedure. 5. 
INJUNCTION. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3; Labor, 2. 
INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
INTERNAL REVENUE. See Taxation. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acla; Commnnica-

tiona Act; Constitutional Law, V; Criminal Law, 3; Labor, 1; 
Transportation. 

INTERVENTION. See Procedure, I. 
INVESTIGATORS. See Armed Forces, 2. 
JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES. See Armed Forces, I. 
JUDGES. See Mandamns. 
JUDGMENTS. See Federal Trade Commlasion; Jurisdiction; 

Procednre, 6-7. 
JURISDICTION. See also Admiralty; Constitutional Law, I; II; 

VII, 1; VIII; Oourta•Martia.l; Habeas Corpus, 2; Labor, 2; 
Longsboremen's Act, I; l\1andamus; Procedure; Tort Claims 
Act. 

I. In General, p. 1041. 
II. Supreme Court, p. 1042. 

III. Courts of Appeals, p. 1042. 
IV. District Courts, p. JOO. 

I. In General. 
l. Pre8enting queation-By "nut fri,end.11-Consideration.-Su. 

preme Court considered allegedly substantial question though pre-
sented by counsel who had not been retained by petitioners; inter-
vention by stranger as "next friend" discountenanced. Rooenberg 
v. United States, 273. 

2. Stay-Power-Justice of Supreme Court.- Power of Associate 
Justice of Supreme Court to issue stay. Itooen~rg v. United States, 
273. 

a. Federal CommumcatioM Act--Order, of Commi,sio,i-Judi<:ial 
revitw.-Functfon of court on review of order of Federal Communi .. 
cations Commission. Federal Communications Comm'n v. RCA 
Communications, 86. 
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JURISDICTION-Coolinued. 
II. Supreme Court. 

I. Original, juri,diction-S11its betW<?en State3-State law.-Con-
troversy as one between States; indispensable parties; motion for 
leave t<> file complaint continued pending state court.,' dewrmination 
of question of state law. Arkansas v. Texas, 368. 

2. Review of state co-urts.-Judgmeot of California Supreme Court 
denying review of order ol Public Utilities Commission upheld statute 
as applied and was appealable under 28 U.S. C. § 1257 (2). Atchi-
son, T. & S. F. R. Co. v. Public Utilities Comm'n, 346. 

3. Review of st<Jte courts-FiMl judgmrnts.-California Supreme 
Court's refusal t<> issue writ ol prohibition was reviewable final judg-
ment. :Wadruga v. Superior Court, 556. 

4. Stay by Jmtice-Pc,wer to vacate.-Power of Supreme Court t<> 
,;el aside •lay issued by individual Justice. Ro.senberg v. United 
States, 273. 
III. Courta or Appeals. 

Public Utility Holding Company Act-Review of order of Cc,m-
mi.!3ion.-Court ol Appeals on review under § 24 (a) of Act was 
without jurisdiction over tho~e provisions of reorgani1.ation plan 
which C.Ommission had made operative on enforcement by District 
Court. General Protective Committee v. S. E. C., 521. 
IV. District Courta. 

I. Diver,ity juri&dicti<>n- Ve11ue- N01iresidents.-Nonresident did 
nol consent to be sued in federal court by merely operating vehicle 
on highways of State i jurisdiction of st.ate courts irrelevant to right.s 
under 28 U.S. C. § 1391 (a). Olberding v. IUinois Central R. Co., 
338. 

Z. Scope of diversity jurisdictilm-Rem<>val from state court-
Stote condemnation proceeding.-Complaint in District Court, seek-
ing review of state condemnation proceeding on grounds of diversity 
or citiu•nship, dismissed; party not "defendant" not authorized to 
remove proceeding from state court to federal court; order denying 
remand review('(! though not appcalable ii it stood alone. Chicago, 
R. I. & P. R. Co. v. Stude, 574. 

3. Declarot()ry judgments-Injunctioo-State commis,ion.-De-
claratory judgment and injunction against State Commission reversed 
on authority of P.ublic Service Comm'n v. Wycoff Co., 344 U.S. 237. 
Public Utilities Comm'n v. United Air Lines, 402. 

4. Requirement of erhoustum ()f admi,,i$trotive remedy.-Fraoklin 
v. Jonco Aircraft Corp., 868. 
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JURY. See Antitrust Acts, 2; Constitutional Law, VII, 4. 
LABOR. Sec also Admiralty, 2; Long:shoremen 's Act; Securities, !. 

I. National, Lobor Relations Art- Coverage-Local automobile 
deoler.- Act applicable to local automobile dealer who was integral 
part of manufacturer's national distribution system. Howell Chevro-
let Co. v. Labor Board, 482. 

2. Labor Management Relations Ac~Jurndiction of Board-State 
courts.-Employer's grievance was within jurisdiction of Board and 
not subject to relief by injunction in state courts. Garner v. Team-
stera Union, 485. 

3. Taft-llartley Act-Discharge "for cause"- Reinstatement.- Dis-
chargc of employees who distributed handbill,; disparaging product 
of employer was "for cause"; Bo.'\rd sustained in not requiring rein-
statement. Llbor Board v. Electrical Workers, 464. 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Constitutional 

Law, II; Labor, 2-3. 
LEAGUES. See Antitrust Acts, I. 

LEGISLATIVE POWER. See Constitutional Law, Ill. 
LIBEL. See Admiralty, I; Criminal Law, 3. 
LICENSES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1-2; District of Colum-

bia, 2. 
LIIIIITATION OF LIABILITY. See Transportation. 
LIIIIITATIONS. 

!. Suit by Commodity Credit Corporatwn-Six-yeor limitatwn-
When right "aecru.ed."- Right to sue on claim arising prior to 1948 
Act "accrued" when right came into existence, not when Act became 
effective; claim barred by 6-year limitation. United States v. Lind-
say, 568. 

2. Crimes-lndictment-Appli,;ab/,e limitation,.-Indictment for 
violations of Nationality Act and conspiracy barred by general 3-ye.Ar 
limitation; Wartime Suspension of Limitations Act applicable only 
to war frauds of pecuniary nature or concerning property; saving 
clause of 1948 Act did not save &-year limitation of Nationality Act. 
Bridges v. United States, 209. 

3. False Claims Act- Applicable limitation- Wartime Suspension 
Act.- Three-year limitation suspended by Wartime Suspension of 
Limitations Act as to violations in 1945 and 1946 of folse claims clause 
of FalS(! Claims Act; operation of Wartime Suspension Act. United 
States v. Grainger, 235. 
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LONGSHOREMEN'S ACT. See also Admiralty, 2. 

I. Sccpe and applicatio11 of Act.- Avondale Marine Ways, Inc. v. 
Hcndem>n, 366. 

2. Notiee of injuNJ- Failure to give timely writte·n notice.- Dcputy 
Commissioner's finding that employer had not.ice of injury within 
meaning of§ 12 (d) was justified; claim not barred. Voris v. Eike!, 
328. 
LOUISIANA. See Procedure, 3. 
MANDAMUS. 

Propriety of writ- f'ederal district judge- Transfer order.-Man-
<hunu• not appropriace remedy to compel federnl district judge to 
vacate severance and transfer order issued under 28 U.S. C. § 1406 (a) 
on ground of improper venue; prevention of inconvenience and hard-
ship not justification; right to writ must be clear and indisputable. 
Rankers Life & Casualty Co. v. !Iolland, 379. 
MANUFACTURERS. See Labor, I. 
MARINE RAILWAY. Soo Longshoremen ' s Act, I. 

MARITIME LAW. Soo Admiralty; Longshoremen'• Act. 
MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, Vll, 5; Vlll, 2. 
MASTER AND SERVANT. Sec Admiralty, 2; Labor; Long-

shoremen 's Act ; Secnrltles, I. 
MILITARY COURTS. See Courts-Martial. 
MILITARY TRAINING. See Armed Forces. 
MINISTERS. See Armed Forces, I. 

MISDEMEANORS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2. 
MISREPRESENTATION. See Securities, 2. 
MISSISSIPPI. See Procedure, 3. 
MONOPOLY. See Antitrust Acts. 

MOTION PICTURES. See Antitrust Acts, 2; Constitutional Law, 
JV, 2. 

MOTOR VEHICLES. See Jurisdiction, IV, I; Labor, I. 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, 111; IV, 
1; DI.strict of Columbia. 

MURDER. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4; Courts-Martial. 
NATIONALITY ACT. See Limitations, 2. 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. &e Labor. 
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NATURALIZATION. See Limitations, 2. 
NAVIGABLE WATERS. See Admiralty. 
NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty, 2; Tort Claims Act. 
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NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, VI; VII, I; VIII, I; District 
of Columbia, 2. 

NEWSPAPERS. See Constitutional Law, JV, J. 
NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, VU, 4. 
NEXT FRIEND. &e Jurisdiction, I, 1; Procedure, J. 
NONRESIDENTS. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1-2. 
NOTICE. &le Longshoremen 's Act, 2. 
OATH. See Criminal Law, 2; Procedure, 5. 
ORGANIC ACT. See Constitutional Law, Ill; District of Colum-

bia, I. 
ORIGINAL JURISDICTION. See Jurisdiction, II, I. 
PARTIES. See Constitutional Law, I; Jurisdiction, 1, 1; JI, I; 

IV, 1-2. 
PARTITION. See Admiralty, 1. 
PASSENGERS. See Transportation. 
PERJURY. See Criminal Law, 2; Procedure, 5. 
PERSONAL INJURIES. See Admiralty, 2; Longshoremen'• Act; 

Tort Claims Act. 
PLEADING. See Criminal L&w, 2; Procedure. 
POLICE POWER. See Constitution&! Law, IV, 2; VII, 3, 5; 

VIII, 2. 
POLICE REGULATIONS. &e District of Co!nmbia. 
PRESIDENT. See St&:,, 2. 
PRICE DISCRIMINATION. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 
PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty; Antitrust Acts, 2-3; Armed 

Forces; Constitutional Law, I; II; V; VI; Vll, 1--5; VIII, 
1-2; Courts-Martial; Criminal Law; Habe&S Corpus; Juris-
diction; Liblitations; Mandamus; Securities, 2. 

l. Suprem~ Court-J>resenting q'l.le$Wm-By un~t /riend.11
-

Supreme Court considered allegedly substantial question though pre-
sented by counsel who had not been retained by ~titioners; inter-
vention by stranger as "next friend" diocountenanced. Rosenberg v. 
United States, 273. 
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PROCEDUR:&-Continued. 
2. Supreme Court-Motion for reconsideration- Denial.- DeniAI of 

motion for reconsideration of question of Court's power to ,·ac.ate 
stay issued by in<lividual Justice, and for oral argument. Rosenberg 
v. United States, 324. 

3. Supreme Court-Original juri,di,ction-Appointment of Special 
M aster.-Mississippi v. Louisiana, 862. 

4. Confes•ion of error-Review of record-Re11UJnd.-U pon review 
of rooord and in light of Government's confession of error, cause 
remanded to Di•trict Court for further proceedings. Shelton v. 
United States, 270. 

5. Criminal procedu.re-Jndi,ctment-Federal Rulu.-lndictment 
for perjury not required to allege name or authority of person who 
adminisu-red oath; Rule 7 (c) construed. United States v. Debrow, 
374. 

6. Criminal procedure-Federal courts-All-Writs Section-Coram 
nobfa.- Under 28 U. S. C. § 1651 (a), federal di•trict court, in pro-
ceeding in nature of coram nobi$ h.,d power to set aside allegedly 
unconstitutional conviction though sentence had been fully servedj 
28 U. S. C. § 2255 not exclusive. United States v. Morgan, 502. 

7. Criminal procedure-Pederol Rules-Harmless error.-Irregu-
larity in taking appeal after sentence but before entry of judgment 
should have been disregarded under Rule 52 (a). Lemke v. United 
States, 325. 
PROCESS. See Jurisdiction, IV, I. 
PROFESSIONAL BASEBALL. Sec Antitrust Acts, I. 
PROHIBITION. See Jurisdiction, II, a. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4-5; 

VIII, 2. 
PUBIJC INTEREST. See Communications Act. 
PUBIJC OFFERING. See Securities, I. 
PUBIJO UTIIJTIES. See Constitutional Law, V; VII, 3; Juris-

diction, II, 2; III; IV, 3. 
PUBLIC UTILITY HOLDING COMP ANY ACT See Jurisdiction, 

III. 
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. Sec Constitutional Law, I; VI; 

VII, I; VIII, I; District of Columbia, 2. 
RADIO. See Communications Act; Labor, 3. 
RAILROADS. Sec Constitutional Law, V; VII, 3; Transportation. 



INDEX TO OPINIONS. 1047 

RAPE. See Courts-Martial. 
REAL ESTATE. See Constitutional Law, I; VI; VII, l; VIII, I. 
REDCAPS. Sec Transportation. 
REGISTRATION. Sec Securitieo, I. 
REINSTATEMENT. See Labor, 3. 
RELIGION. See Armed Forces, 1-2; Constitutional Law, Vil, 2. 
REMAND. See Jnriadiction, IV, 2; Procedure, 4. 
REMOVAL. See Jurisdiction, IV, 2. 
REORGANIZATION. See Jurisdiction, Ill. 
REPEAL. See Criminal Law, 1; Statutes, 1-2. 
RESTAURANTS. See District of Columbia, 2. 
RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Antitrust Acta. 
RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Procedure, 6. 
ROBINSON-PATMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 
ROSENBERG CASE. 

See Rosenberg v. Denno, 271; Rosenberg v. United States, 273,322, 
324. 
RULES. Sec also Criminal Law, 2; Jurisdiction; Procedure. 

I. Revi8ed Rule, of Supreme Court, p. 943. 
2. Criminal Rllles. Amendment of Rule 37 of Federal Rules of 

Criminal Procedure, p. 941. 
SALES. See Admiralty, l; Antitrust Acts, 3; Securities. 

SAVING CLAUSE. See Limitations, 2. 
SEARCH AND SEIZURE. Sec Constitutional Law, VII, 5; VIII, 

2; Procedure, 4. 

SEA WORTHINESS. Sec Admiralty, 2. 
SECURITIES. 

I. Securitiu Act of 19/lS-Regutratum requirement.-Exemp• 
ti<ms.-Corporation's offering of •hare• of stock to "key employees," 
not exempt from registration requirements as transaction "not in .. 
voh•ing any public offering"; burden of proof. Securities & Ex-
change Comm'n v. Ralston Purina Co., 119. 

2. Securities Act of 193/J-Civil. liability-Arbitration tJ!}reement.-
Arbitration agreement was void under § 14 and DO bar to suit under 
§ 12 (2) by customer against broker for misrepresentation in sale 
of securities. Wilko v. Swan, 427. 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Jurisdic-

tion, Ill; Securities. 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. See Armed Forces; Constitutional 

Law, VII, 2. 
SENTENCE. See Courts-Martial; Criminal Law, l; Procedure, 

6-7. 
SEVERANCE. See Mandamus. 
BEERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, I. 
SHIPS. $ee Admiralty. 
SPECIAL MASTER. See Procedure, 3. 

SPIES. See Criminal Law, I. 
STARE DECISIS. See Antitrust Acts, I. 
STATES. See Constitutional Law; Jurisdiction, II, 1-3; IV, 1--3; 

Procedure, 3. 
STATUTES. See also Constitutional Law; Criminal Law; District 

of Columbia; Limitations; Words. 
I. V alidity- E11forceme11t-Abandonment - Repeol.- Di,trict of 

Columbia Acts of 1872 and 1873, forbidding racial discrimination 
by restaurants, valid and enforceable; not inconsistent with later 
Ac~~ of Congress; not abandoned or repealed; hardship of enforce-
ment did not affect validity; query whether 1872 Act repealed by 
1873 Art. District of Columbia v. Thompson Co., 100. 

2. Repeal-Implication--Overlap.-Overlap not ropeal pro 14nto 
unless provisions repugnant. Rosenberg v. United States, 273. 
STAY. See also Jurisdiction, I, 2; II, 4; Procedure, 2. 

I. Ju,tice of Supreme Court-Power to issue-Propriety of ;,.,,,. 
onu.-Powcr of Associate .Justice of Supreme Court to issue stay; 
power of Court to vacMe st!l.y issued by Associate Justice; st.ay 
issued by Associate Justice vacated. Rosenberg v. United $!Ates, 
273. 

2. Propriety of ;,.,,,a,,ce-Pleo for ezecutive clemency.-Denial of 
further stay pending action by Pre;iden~ on petition for executive 
clemency. Rosenberg "· Uniwd SIAtes, 322. 
STEVEDORES. See Longshoremen 's Act. 
STOCK. See Securities. 
SUPREME COURT. See Bail; Jurisdiction, 11; Procedure, 1--4; 

Rules; Stay. 
SURETY. See Bail. 
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TAFT-BARTLEY ACT. See Labor, 2-3. 
TARIFFS. See Transportation. 
TAVERNS. See District of Columbia, 2. 
TAXATION. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 1; V; VII, 3. 
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Federal estate tax-Transfers in trust-Power to terminate.-Tnist 
property includable in gross estate or decedent who reserved power to 
turn it over to beneficiaries 11t any time. Lober v. United States, 335. 
TELEGRAPH COMPANIES. See Communications Act. 
TELEVISION. See Labor, 3. 
TERRITORIES. See Constitutional Law, III. 
TEXAS. S,,. Jurisdiction, II, I; Tort Claims Act. 
TEXAS CITY DISASTER. See Tort Claims Act. 
THEATRES. Sec Antitrust Acta, 2. 
THIRD DEGREE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 4. 
TORT CLAIMS ACT. 

Liability of United Statu-Exemptiom-"Discretionary function 
or duty."-Unitcd States not liable on claims arising out of Texas 
City disaster; Act inapplicable to claims based on "discretionary 
function or duty"; Act created no absolute liability. Dalchitc v. 
United States, 15. 
TRADE COMMISSION. &e Autitrost Acts, 3; FederaJ Trade 

Commission. 
TRANSFER. St'<! Mandamus; Taxation. 
TRANSPORTATION. &e also Constitutional Law, V; VII, 3; 

Jurisdiction, l V. 
Railroad.-Lost baggage-Limitatu,n of /iability.-Liability of in-

terstate carrier for actual value of lost baggage handled by redcap. 
New York, N. H. & li. n. Co. v. Notbnagle, 128. 
TREBLE DAMAGES. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
TRIAL. See Antitrust Acts, 2-3; Constitntioual La.w, I; VIl, 4--o; 

VIII. 
TRUCKS. See Labor, 2. 
TRUSTS. See Taxation. 
UNJ' AIR LABOR PRACTICE. See Labor. 
UNIONS. See Labor. 
UNITED STATES. See Limitations, 3; Tort Claims Act. 
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UNITED STATES ARBITRATION ACT. See Securities, 2. 
UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING & SERVICE ACT. See 

Armed Forces, I. 

UNSEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty, 2. 
UTILITIES. See Jurisdiction, Ill. 
VALUE. See Transportation. 
VENUE. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1-2; Mandamus. 
VERDICT. See Anlitrnst Acts, 2. 
VESSELS. Sec Admiralty. 
WAIVER. See Jurisdiction, IV, I; Secnrities, 2. 
WAR. See Armed Forces; Constitntional Law, VII, 2; Courts-

Martial; Criminal Law, I; Limitations, 2-3; Tort Claims Act. 
WARTIME SUSPENSION OF LIMITATIONS ACT. Sec Limita-

tions, 2-3. 
WORDS. 

I. "Accrued."- Commodily Credit Corporation Charter Act. 
United Stat.es v. Lindsay, 568. 

2. "Baggage carried on pa:ssenger trains.11-Carmack Amendment. 
New York, N. H. & H. R. Co. v. Nothnagle, 128. 

3. "Clear and indisputablc."-Bankers Lile & Casualty Co. v. 
Holland, 379. 

4. "Competent."-First Judiciary Act. :Madruga v. Superior 
Court, 556. 

5. "Defendant."-28 U.S. C. § 1441 (a). Chicago, R. I. & P.R.. 
Co. v. Stude, 574. 

6. Discharge "for cause."-Taft-Hartley Act. Labor Board v. 
Electrical Workers, 46'. 

7. "Discreti-Onary function or duty."-Tort Claims Act. Dalehit.e 
v. United States, 15. 

8. "Exclusive kgislalicn" over District of Coiumbia.~onst., Art. 
I, §8, cl. 17. District of Columbia v. Thompson Co., 100. 

9. "Final."-Universal Military Training & Service Act. Dickin-
son v. United States, 389. 

10. "Hearing."-Selective Service Act, § 6 (j). Unit.ed States v. 
Nugent, I. 

11. "lnvolvi,ig fraud . .. in any manner."-Wartime Suspension 
of Limitations Act. Bridges v. United States, 209; United States v. 
Grainger, 235. 
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WORDS-Continued. 
12. "Police regulations."- District of Columbia Code, 1901, § 16:Ml. 

District of Columbia v. Thompson Co., 100. 
13. "Public i,iterest."- Federa.l Communications Act. Federal 

Communications Comm'n v, RCA Communications, 86. 
14. "Public offering."-Securities Act of 1933, § 4 (I). Securities & 

Exchange Comm'n v. Halston Purina Co., 119. 
15. "Relating to municipal a/Jairs."-Distriet of Columbia C«!e, 

1901, § 1636. District of Columbia v. Th-Ompson Co., 100. 
16. "Rightful $11-0jects of legi.,latian."-Organic Act of 187 I. Dis-

trict of Columbia v. Thompson Co., JOO. 
17. "Btipul.ation" to "waive compliance.11- Securities Act, § 14. 

Wilko v. Swan, 427. 
18. "Sub,tantial right,."-Rules of Criminal Procedure, 37 (a)(2). 

Lemke v. United States, 325. 
19. Transactions "not i-nvolvfng any vublic offering."-Securities 

Act of 1933. Securities & Exchange Comm'n v. Ralston Purina Co., 
119. 

20. "Value d.ecla.red in writing."-Cannaek Amendment. New 
York, N. Ji. & Ji. Jl. Co. v. Nothnagle, 128. 
WORKMEN 'S COMPENSATION. Sec Adminlty, 2; Longshore-

men 's Act. • 
WRITS. , See J uriadlction, II, 3; M""damus ; Procedure, 6. 

U. S. GCWERlil!Oll PRINTme OFTia: o--1es. 
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