INDEX

ABATEMENT. See Taxation, 3.
ACCOUNTING. See Jurisdiction, I, 2.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Aliens; Armed Forces;
Constitutional Law, I, 2; IV, 2; Federal Power Commis-
sion; Federal Trade Commission; Jurisdiction, ITI, 1-2; IV, 4;
V; Labor; Public Utilities.

ADMIRALTY. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1; Jurisdiction,
I, 1; Limitations.

1. Liability of United States—Suits in Admiralty Act—Negli-
gence—Evidence—Sufliciency of evidence of negligence in case of
seaman who contracted polio; reviewing court may not set aside
judgment not “clearly erroneous.” MecAllister v. United States, 19.

2. Jones Act—Death of tortfeasor—Survival of action—Action
under Jones Act for death of seaman survives death of tortfeasor;
Act to be liberally construed. Cox v. Roth, 207.

3. Warranty of seaworthiness—Ezxtends to crew—Breach of war-
ranty —Seaman injured by vicious crewman entitled to recovery from
shipowner for breach of warranty of seaworthiness; warranty of
seaworthiness extends to the crew as well as to the ship and the gear.
Boudoin v. Lykes Bros. S. S. Co., 336.

4. Marine insurance—Breach of warranty—What law governs—
There being no established federal admiralty rule, state law governs
terms and conditions of marine insurance contract. Wilburn Boat
Co. v. Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co., 310.

ADMISSIONS. See Constitutional Law, III; Evidence, 4.
ADMISSION TO BAR. See Attorneys, 1.
ADVERTISING. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2.

AFTFIRMATION.

Form of affirmation—Word “solemnly” not essential—Criminal
cases—Trial court’s refusal to permit defendant and witnesses to
testify because they declined on religious grounds to use the word
“solemnly” in affirmation, erroneous; conviction reversed. Moore v.
United States, 966.

AGENCY. See Criminal Law.
AGRICULTURE. See Evidence, 1.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

985




986 INDEX.

ALASKA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

ALIENS.

1. Naturalization—Declaration of intention—Saving clause—Alien
who filed declaration of intention prior to 1952 Act had right protected
by saving clause, though petition for naturalization filed after effective
date. United States v. Menasche, 528.

2. Naturalization—Hearing—Deportation proceeding—Alien who
filed petition for naturalization two days before 1952 Act could not
compel final hearing thereon before determination of deportation pro-
ceeding, though latter was instituted after effective date of Act and
was based solely on grounds initiated by that Act. Shomberg v.
United States, 540.

AMBIGUITY. See Federal Trade Commission.

ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Constitutional Law, V, 1; Juris-
diction, V; Taxation, 1.

1. Sherman Act—=Scope—Legitimate theatre—Business of produc-
ing, booking and presenting legitimate theatrical attractions on
multistate basis not exempt from Sherman Act. United States v.
Shubert, 222.

2. Sherman Act—=Scope—Professional boxing contests—Business of
promoting professional championship boxing contests on multistate
basis and selling rights to televise, broadecast and film such contests
for interstate transmission not exempt from Sherman Act. United
States v. International Boxing Club, 236.

3. Clayton Act—Robinson-Patman Act—Destruction of intrastate
competition—Unlawful for interstate bakery to cut prices in inter-
state sales with purpose and effect of destroying intrastate competitor.
Moore v. Mead’s Fine Bread Co., 115.

APPEAL. See Admiralty, 1; Armed Forces; Constitutional Law,
VIII, 5-6, 8; IX, 3; Jurisdiction; Procedure; Stay.

ARBITRATION. See Jurisdiction, I, 2.

ARMED FORCES. See also Tort Claims Act.

1. Universal Military Training and Service Act—Conscientious
objectors—Jehovah’s Witnesses—Appeal Board’s denial of conscien-
tious objector exemption sustained; sincerity of claim unproved;
requirement that local board “reopen” and ‘“reclassify” satisfied;
conviction for refusal to submit to induction affirmed. Witmer v.
United States, 375.

2. Universal Military Training and Service Act—Conscientious
objectors—Jehovah’s Witnesses—Willingness to engage in “theocratic
war” and to fight at Armageddon did not bar conscientious objector
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ARMED FORCES—Continued.
exemption; conviction for refusal to submit to induction reversed.
Sicurella v. United States, 385.

3. Universal Military Training and Service Act—Conscientious
objectors—Jehovah’s Witnesses—Registrant deprived of statutory
hearing by failure of Department of Justice to furnish fair résumé
of adverse FBI report; conviction for refusal to submit to induction
reversed. Simmons v. United States, 397.

4. Universal Military Training and Service Act—Conscientious
objectors—Jehovah’s Witnesses—Registrant deprived of statutory
hearing by failure to furnish him a copy of the recommendation
made by the Department of Justice to the Appeal Board; rights
not adequately protected by provision for “rehearing”; conviction
for refusal to submit to induction reversed. Gonzales v. United
states, 407.

5. Universal Military Training and Service Act—Conscientious
objectors—Procedure—Appeal Board’s denial of conscientious objec-
tor exemption, without having referred registrant’s file to the Depart-
ment of Justice, invalid; conviction for violation of Act reversed.
Bates v. United States, 966.

ATHLETICS. See Antitrust Acts, 2.
ATTACHMENT. See Priority, 1.
ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Aliens; Armed Forces; Indictment.

ATTORNEYS. See also Constitutional Law, VIII, 7-8; Contempt;
Priority, 2; Public Utilities.

1. Admission to bar—Federal courts—Grounds for refusal—Dis-
trict Court’s refusal to grant application for admission to bar
unwarranted. In re Levy, 978.

2. Disbarment—Supreme Court—Rule 8 —Order of disbarment set
aside; majority of participating justices required for order of disbar-
ment under Rule 8. In re Isserman, 1.

ATTORNEY'S FEES. See Priority, 2.
BAKERIES. See Antitrust Acts, 3.

BANKS. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1.

BARGAINING REPRESENTATIVE. See Labor.
BEQUESTS. See Taxation, 4.

BOATS. See Admiralty.

BOOKING AGENCIES. See Antitrust Acts, 1.
BOXING. See Antitrust Acts, 2.

BREACH OF WARRANTY. See Admiralty, 34.




988 INDEX.

BROADCASTING. See Antitrust Acts, 2.

BURDEN OF PROOF. See Evidence.

CARRIERS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2.

CERTIFTICATION. See Labor.

CERTIORARI. See Jurisdiction, II, 1; Stay.

CHARITABLE BEQUESTS. See Taxation, 4.

CHINA. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1.

CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3.

CODEFENDANT. See Trial, 1.

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3; Labor.
COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, V, 1-2.

COMPENSATION. See Admiralty; Constitutional Law, IV, 1-2;
Tort Claims Act.

COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts.
CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, II1; Evidence, 4.
CONFLICT OF LAWS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Limitations.

CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1-3; IV; V, 1; Criminal
Law.

CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. See Armed Forces, 1-5.
CONSPIRACY. See Trial, 1.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Admiralty, 4; Antitrust Acts;
Jurisdiction, I, 3; II, 2; IV, 2, 4; V; Limitations; Oil and
Gas.

I. In General, p. 988.
II. Search and Seizure, p. 989.
III. Self-Incrimination, p. 989.
IV. Eminent Domain, p. 989.
V. Commerce, p. 989.
VI. Contracts, p. 990.
VII. Full Faith and Credit, p. 990.
VIII. Due Process of Law, p. 990.
IX. Equal Protection of Laws, p. 991.

I. In General.

1. Admiralty Clause—Marine insurance—Federal jurisdiction.—
Marine insurance policy was maritime contract within admiralty
jurisdiction. Wilburn Boat Co. v. Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co., 310.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW-—Continued.

2. Powers of Congress—Legislation—District of Columbia—Power
of Congress over District of Columbia includes all legislative powers
of a state; validity of D. C. Redevelopment Act; delegation of
authority to administrative agencies. Berman v. Parker, 26.

3. Powers of Congress—Tazxation—Gambling tax—26 U. 8. C.
§ 3290, making it a federal offense to engage in business of accepting
wagers without paying tax preseribed, valid as applied to violation
in District of Columbia where wagering is federal offense. Lewis v.
United States, 419.

II. Search and Seizure.

Wagering tax—Ezhibit of tax stamp—One who had not purchased
tax stamp was without standing to raise question whether 26 U. S. C.
§ 3293 contravened prohibition of unreasonable search and seizure.
Lewis v. United States, 419.

III. Self-Incrimination.

Fifth Amendment—Gambling tax —Requirements of Act imposing
gambling tax, 28 U. 8. C. § 3290, did not violate privilege against
self-incrimination. Lewis v. United States, 419.

IV. Eminent Domain.

1. Fifth Amendment—Just compensation—Alaskan Indians—Tee-
Hit-Ton Indians without constitutional right to compensation for
United States’ taking of timber from Alaskan lands in which Tee-Hit-
Tons claimed compensable interest; permissive Indian occupancy may
be extinguished by Congress without payment of compensation.
Tee-Hit-Ton Indians v. United States, 272.

2. District of Columbia—Redevelopment Act—Just compensa-
tion.—District of Columbia Redevelopment Act, providing for taking
of private property under power of eminent domain for compre-
hensive redevelopment of section of city to eliminate slums and
blighted areas, constitutional. Berman v. Parker, 26.

V. Commerce.

1. Powers of Congress—Interstate commerce—Local trade—Power
of Congress to prevent opportunities afforded by interstate commerce
from being used to injure local trade. Moore v. Mead’s Fine Bread
Co., 115.

2. State regulation—Interstate commerce—Motor carriers—State
may not suspend federally certificated motor carrier’s right to use
highways in interstate commerce, as punishment for repeated viola-
tions of state laws. Castle v. Hayes Freight Lines, 61.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW-—Continued.

VI. Contracts.

Insurance contracts—State regulation—Direct action statute—
Direct action provisions of Louisiana statute did not impair obliga-
tion of insurance contracts subsequently entered into. Watson v.
Employers Liability Assurance Corp., 66.

VII. Full Faith and Credit.

State statutes—Direct action statute —Full Faith and Credit Clause
does not compel state to subordinate its direct action statute to laws
of other state where insurance policy was issued. Watson v.
Employers Liability Assurance Corp., 66.

VIII. Due Process of Law.

1. Federal regulation—Natural Gas Act—Rate of return—Claim
that Federal Power Commission’s rate reduction order resulted in
unreasonable and confiscatory rate was unsupported. Federal Power
Commission v. Colorado Interstate Gas Co., 492.

2. State regulation—Eye specialists—Oklahoma law —Oklahoma
statute forbidding optician to fit or duplicate lenses without pre-
seription of ophthalmologist or optometrist, valid; ban on solicitation
and advertising valid; exclusion of eye specialists from retail stores
valid. Williamson v. Lee Optical Co., 483.

3. State regulation—Insurance business—Direct action statute—
Louisiana law allowing persons injured in State to bring direct action
against tortfeasor’s insurer valid, though contract was out-of-state
and forbade direct action. Watson v. Employers Liability Assurance
Corp., 66.

4. State regulation—Insurance business—Foreign corporations.—
State law compelling foreign insurance companies to consent to direct
actions does not deny due process. Watson v. Employers Liability
Assurance Corp., 66.

5. Civil procedure—Dismissal of appeal—Judgment debtor—Dis-
missal of appeal from money judgment, to safeguard collectibility,
did not deprive judgment debtor of due process. National Union v.
Arnold, 37.

6. Civil procedure—Review—Necessity —Statutory review must be
nondiscriminatory, but is not a requirement of due process. National
Union v. Arnold, 37.

7. Criminal cases—Right to counsel—W aiver —State court’s refusal
of opportunity to defendant to obtain counsel on habitual criminal
charge denied due process; right unaffected by waiver of counsel on
other charge; right to be heard through own counsel. Chandler v.
Warden Fretag, 3.
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8. Criminal cases—Right to counsel—State prisoner entitled to
hearing in federal habeas corpus proceeding on undetermined question
whether at time of trial he was mentally competent to defend self
without counsel; failure of accused without counsel to raise question
of insanity on appeal did not waive constitutional right. Massey v.
Moore, 105.

IX. Equal Protection of Laws.

1. State regulation—Opticians—Exemptions —Oklahoma statute
subjecting opticians to regulation, but exempting sellers of ready-to-
wear eyeglasses, valid. Williamson v. Lee Optical Co., 483.

2. State regulation—Insurance business—Direct action statute—
Louisiana direct action statute which applied equally to foreign and
domestic liability insurance companies did not deny equal protection
of laws. Watson v. Employers Liability Assurance Corp., 66.

3. Civil procedure—Dismissal of appeal—Judgment debtor—Dis-
missal of appeal from money judgment, to safeguard collectibility,
did not deprive judgment debtor of equal protection of laws.
National Union v. Arnold, 37.

CONTEMPT. See also Attorneys, 2.

Criminal contempt—Summary disposition—Propriety ~—Summary
conviction of defense counsel with whom federal judge became per-
sonally embroiled during trial, set aside for new trial before different
judge. Offutt v. United States, 11.

CONTRACTS. See Admiralty, 4; Constitutional Law, I, 1; VI;
VII; VIII, 3; Evidence, 1; Jurisdiction, III, 2; IV, 3.

CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 4; IX, 2; Taxa-
tiom, 2.

CORPUS DELICTI. See Evidence, 4.
CORROBORATION. See Evidence, 4.

COUNSEL. See Attorneys; Comstitutional Law, VIII, 7-8; Con-
tempt; Priority, 2; Public Utilities.

COUNTERCLAIM. See Jurisdiction, II, 1; IV, 1.

COURTS. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, VIII, 3-8; IX, 2-3;
Contempt; Jurisdiction; Procedure; Stay; Trial.

COURTS OF APPEALS. See Jurisdiction, III; Procedure, 1.
CREW. See Admiralty.
CRIMINAL CONTEMPT. See Contempt.
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CRIMINAL LAW. See also Affirmation; Armed Forces, 1-5; Con-
stitutional Law, I, 3; III; V, 2; VIII, 7-8; Contempt; Evi-
dence, 2-4; Indictment; Procedure; Statutes; Stay; Trial.

Federal offenses— False statements— U. 8. “department or
agency.”—Disbursing Office of House of Representatives was U. 8.
“department or agency” within 18 U. 8. C. § 1001 forbidding false
statements in any matter within jurisdiction thereof. United States
v. Bramblett, 503.

DAMAGES. See Taxation, 1.

DEATH. See Admiralty, 2; Stay; Taxation, 4.
DECEDENTS. See Taxation, 4.

DECLARATION OF INTENTION. See Aliens, 1.
DEDUCTIONS. See Taxation, 4.

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY. See Constitutional Law, I, 2.
DEPARTMENT. See Criminal Law.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. See Aliens; Armed Forces, 3—4;
Indictment.

DEPARTMENT STORES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.
DEPORTATION. See Aliens, 2.

DIRECT ACTION STATUTE. See Constitutional Law, VI; VII;
VIII, 3-4; IX, 2; Jurisdiction, IV, 2.

DISABILITY. See Tort Claims Act.

DISBARMENT. Sece Attorneys, 2.

DISMISSAL. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 5; IX, 3.
DISTRESS. See Priority, 3.

DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. See Indictment.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. See Constitutional Law, I, 2-3.
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP. See Jurisdiction, IV, 2.
DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, VIIL.
ELECTIONS. See Labor.

EMINENT DOMAIN, See Constitutional Law, IV.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEE. See Jurisdiction, IV, 34; V;
Labor.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAWS. See Constitutional Law, IX.
ESTATE TAX. See Taxation, 4.
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EVIDENCE. See also Admiralty, 1; Affirmation; Indictment;
Labor.

1. Contracts—Breach—Potato price support —Evidence insuffi-
cient to prove that importer sold seed potatoes for table stock
purposes in violation of contract to protect price-support program.
United States v. Guy W. Capps, Inc., 296.

2. Crimes—Taz evasion—“Net worth” method of proof—Convic-
tions of attempts to evade income taxes, based on “net worth”
method of proof, sustained. Holland v. United States, 121; Friedberg
v. United States, 142; Smith v. United States, 147; United States v.
Calderon, 160.

3. Crimes—Tazx evasion—“Net worth” method of proof —Cases
remanded to Courts of Appeals for consideration in light of this
Court’s “net worth” decisions. Remmer v. United States, 904;
Goldbaum v. United States, etc., 905.

4. Crimes—Eztrajudicial admissions—Corroboration —Corrobora-
tion of defendant’s extrajudicial exculpatory statements required;
sufficiency of corroborative evidence; proof of corpus delicti. Opper
v. United States, 84. See also Smith v. United States, 147; United
States v. Calderon, 160.

EXCESSIVE PROFITS. See Jurisdiction, IIT1, 2; Taxation, 3.
EXCESS PROFITS TAX. See Taxation, 3.

EXECUTION. See Stay.

EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. See Taxation, 1.

EXEMPTION. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Armed Forces, 1-5; Con-
stitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.

EXPORTS. See Evidence, 1.
EYEGLASSES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.
FALSE STATEMENTS. See Criminal Law.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. See Armed
Forces, 3.

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER ACT. Sece Constitutional Law,
V, 2.

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See also Constitutional Law,
VIII, 1; Oil and Gas.

Natural Gas Act—Rate order—Review —Court of Appeals may
not, sua sponte, consider objection to rate reduction order which
company had not urged before Commission in application for rehear-
ing nor invalidate order imposing condition on merger under which
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company is operating; Administrative Procedure Act, § 10 (e), did
not require different result. Federal Power Comm’n v. Colorado
Interstate Gas Co., 492.

FEDERAL QUESTION. See Jurisdiction, I,3.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION.

Orders of Commission—Ambiguity—Review —Order of Commission
not ambiguous; modification by Court of Appeals reversed, with
instructions to restore order of Commission. Federal Trade Com-
mission v. Rhodes Pharmacal Co., 940.

FEES. See Priority; Public Utilities.

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; IiI; IV,
VIII, 1.

FINAL DECISION. See Jurisdictiom, I, 2; II, 1.

FOOD. See Evidence, 1.

FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 4;
IX, 2.

FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1.
FORESTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII;
IX.

FRANEFURTER, J.—Temporary assignment to Second Circuit,
885.

FRAUD. See Criminal Law; Taxation, 1.

FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. See Constitutional Law, VIL.
GAMBLING. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; II; IIL.
GARNISHMENT. See Priority, 2.

GAS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Federal Power Commission;
0il and Gas.

GIFT. See Taxation, 1.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES. See Criminal Law; Jurisdiction,
111, 2.

GRAND JURY. See Indictment.

GROSS INCOME. See Taxation, 1-2.

HABEAS CORPUS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 8.
HABITUAL CRIMINAL. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 7.




INDEX. 995

HARLAN, J.—Appointment, p. IX.

HEARING. See Aliens, 2; Armed Forces, 3-5; Constitutional
Law, VIII, 5-8; IX, 3.

HIGHWAYS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2.

HOLDING COMPANY ACT. See Public Utilities.
HOSPITALS. See Tort Claims Act.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. See Criminal Law,
HOUSING. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

ILLINOIS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2.
IMMIGRATION ACT. See Aliens.

IMMUNITY. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1.

IMPORTS. See Evidence, 1.

INCOME TAX. See Evidence, 2-3; Taxation, 1-2.
INCOMPETENT PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 8.
INDIANS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

INDICTMENT. See also Procedure, 1.

Validity—Evidence—Grand jury —Indictments for violations of
federal tax laws valid though based on evidence presented to grand
jury by United States Attorney without authorization of Attorney
General. Sullivan v. United States, 170.

INDUCTION. See Armed Forces.
INJUNCTION. See Jurisdiction, I, 2; IV, 4; V.
INSANITY. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 8.
INSIDER PROFITS. See Taxation, 2.
INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Trial, 2.

INSURANCE. See Admiralty, 4; Constitutional Law, I, 1; VI;
VII; VIII, 3-4; IX, 2; Jurisdiction, IV, 2.

INTEREST. See Taxation, 3.
INTERNAL REVENUE. See Evidence, 2-3; Taxation.
INTERNATIONAL LAW. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional
Law, V, 1-2.

INVESTMENT COMPANY ACT. See Taxation, 2.
JACKSON, J.—Death, p. vir.
JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES. See Armed Forces.

318107 O - 55 - 53
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JOINT TRIAL. See Trial, 1.
JONES ACT. See Admiralty, 2; Limitations.
JUDGES. See Contempt.

JUDGMENTS. See Admiralty, 1; Attorneys, 2; Constitutional
Law, VIII, 5; IX, 3; Jurisdiction; Procedure; Stay.

JURISDICTION. See also Admiralty, 1-2; Constitutional Law,
I, 1; VIII, 3-4; Federal Power Commission; Federal Trade
Commission; Procedure; Public Utilities; Stay.

I. In General, p. 996.

II. Supreme Court, p. 996.
III. Courts of Appeals, p. 996.
IV. Distriet Courts, p. 997.

V. State Courts, p. 997.

I. In General.

1. Federal courts—Admiralty—Scope of review—Reviewing courts
may not set aside judgment of admiralty court not “clearly erroneous.”
MecAllister v. United States, 19.

2. Federal courts—Appeal—Denial of stay pending arbitration.—
Order of district court, in action for accounting, refusing stay pending
arbitration, not appealable; not “final decision” under 28 U. S. C.
§ 1291; not refusal of interlocutory injunction under 28 U. S. C.
§ 1292 (1). Baltimore Contractors, Inc. v. Bodinger, 176.

3. Federal question.—Priority as between federal tax lien and
state attachment lien is federal question determinable finally by federal
courts. United States v. Aeri, 211.

II. Supreme Court.

1. Review—Finality of judgment—Counterclaim —Judgment dis-
missing counterclaim reviewable, though on certiorari counterclaim
was reduced to mere demand for setoff. National City Bank v.
Republic of China, 356.

2. Review of Courts of Appeals—Decision holding state law uncon-
stitutional —Appeal proper to review Court of Appeals’ decision
holding state law invalid under Federal Constitution. Watson v.
Employers Liability Assurance Corp., 66.

III. Courts of Appeals.

1. Natural Gas Act—Federal Power Commission—Scope of re-
view.—Court of Appeals may not, sua sponte, consider objection to
rate reduction order which company had not urged before Commission
in application for rehearing nor invalidate order imposing condition
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on merger under which company is operating; Administrative Proce-
dure Act, § 10 (e), did not require different result. Federal Power
Comm’n v. Colorado Interstate Gas Co., 492.

2. Review of Tax Court—Renegotiation Act—Tax Court’s deter-
mination, not of amount of excessive profits, but that government
agency had made no renegotiable contract, was reviewable by Court
of Appeals. TUnited States v. California Eastern Line, 351.

IV. District Courts.

1. Suit by foreign government—Counterclaim —Where a foreign
government sues an American bank in a federal district court,
sovereign immunity is no defense to a counterclaim by the bank.
National City Bank v. Republic of China, 356.

2. Diversity jurisdiction—Direct action against insurer—Louisiana
law—Federal district court had jurisdiction of direct action under
Louisiana law against insurer alone, where diversity of citizenship
existed between plaintiff and insurer though not between plaintiff
and insured tortfeasor; tortfeasor not indispensable party; court
should not decline jurisdiction as matter of discretion. Lumbermen’s
Casualty Co. v. Elbert, 48.

3. Labor Management Relations Act—Collective bargaining con-
tracts —Distriet court without jurisdiction under § 301 of suit against
employer by union alone to enforce rights of individual employees
to salary. Association of Employees v. Westinghouse Electric Co.,
437.

4. Injunction—State court proceedings—District court precluded
by 28 U. S. C. § 2283 from enjoining, at suit of private litigant, state
court proceeding involving subject matter alleged to be within exclu-
sive jurisdiction of National Labor Relations Board. Amalgamated
Workers v. Richman Brothers Co., 511.

V. State Courts.

Injunction—Taft-Hartley Act—State court without jurisdiction to
enjoin, as violation of state restraint-of-trade law, union conduct
which was within jurisdiction of National Labor Relations Board.
Weber v. Anheuser-Busch, Inc., 468.

JURY. See Evidence; Indictment; Trial, 2.
JUST COMPENSATION. See Constitutional Law, IV.

LABOR. See also Jurisdiction, IV, 3-4; V.

National Labor Relations Act—Representation election—Repudia-
tion by employees—One-year rule—Board entitled to enforcement
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LABOR—Continued.

of order requiring employer to bargain with certified union, notwith-
standing employer’s receipt of evidence soon after election that
majority of employees had repudiated union; administrative rule
barring another election until one year after certification sustained.
Brooks v. Labor Board, 96.

LANDLORD AND TENANT. See Priority, 3.

LANDS. See Constitutional Law, IV; Oil and Gas.

LEASE. See Oil and Gas; Priority, 3.

LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2.

LIABILITY INSURANCE. See Constitutional Law, VI; VII;
VIII, 3-4; IX, 2; Jurisdiction, IV, 2.

LIENS. See Jurisdiction, I, 3; Priority.

LIMITATIONS.

Jones Act—Limitation period—State law —Three-year period of
limitations applicable to actions under Jones Act not diminishable by
state law. Cox v. Roth, 207.

LOUISIANA. See Constitutional Law, VI; VIII, 3; IX, 2; Juris-
diction, IV, 2.

MARINE INSURANCE. See Admiralty, 4; Constitutional Law,
I, 1.

MARITIME COMMISSION. See Jurisdiction, III, 2.

MASTER AND SERVANT. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3-4; V; Labor.

MENTAL COMPETENCY. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 8.

MERGER. See Jurisdiction, III, 1.

MILITARY TRAINING. See Armed Forces.

MISSOURI. See Jurisdiction, V.

MONOPOLY. See Antitrust Acts; Jurisdiction, V.

MONTANA. See Oil and Gas.

MOTION PICTURES. See Antitrust Acts, 2.

MOTOR CARRIERS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2.

NATIONALITY ACT. See Aliens.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See Jurisdiction, IV,
3-4; V; Labor.

NATURAL GAS ACT. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Federal
Power Commission; Oil and Gas.

NATURALIZATION. See Aliens.
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NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty, 1-2; Constitutional Law, VIII, 3;
Jurisdiction, IV, 2; Tort Claims Act.
‘“NET WORTH’’ CASES. See Evidence, 2-3.
NEW TRIAL. See Contempt; Procedure, 1.
NOLO CONTENDERE. See Procedure, 2.
OATH. See Affirmation.
OHIO. See Priority, 1.

OIL AND GAS. See also Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Federal
Power Commission.

Leases—Term—=School lands—Montana law relative to term of
oil and gas leases on school lands, not inconsistent with federal law.
Montana ex rel. Johnson v. State Board of Land Comm’rs, 961.

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

OPHTHALMOLOGISTS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX| 1.

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

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

PAY. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3.

PENALTIES. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; V, 2.

PERSONAL INJURIES. See Admiralty, 1-3; Constitutional Law,
VI; VII; VIII, 3-4; IX, 2; Jurisdiction, IV, 2; Tort Claims Act.

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

PLEA. See Procedure, 2.

POLIOMYELITIS. See Admiralty, 1.

POTATOES. See Evidence, 1.

PRICE CUTTING. See Antitrust Acts, 3.

PRICE SUPPORT. See Evidence, 1.

PRIORITY.

1. Federal tax lien—Ohio attachment lien—Priority of federal tax
lien over Ohio attachment lien. United States v. Aeri, 211.

2. Federal tax lien—Texas garnishment lien—Attorney’s fees—
Priority of federal tax lien over Texas garnishment lien; over allow-
ance of attorney’s fees to garnishee. United States v. Liverpool &
London Ins. Co., 215.

3. Federal tax lien—South Carolina distress lien—Priority of fed-

eral tax lien over South Carolina landlord’s distress lien; landlord not
“purchaser” within I. R. C., § 3672. United States v. Scovil, 218.
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PRIZE FIGHTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2.

PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty; Affirmation; Aliens; Armed
Forces; Constitutional Law, II; VI; VII; VIII, 3-8; IX, 3;
Contempt; Evidence, 2-4; Federal Power Commission; Federal
Trade Commission; Indictment; Jurisdiction; Labor; Limita-
tions; Public Utilities.

1. Criminal cases—Indictment dismissed—New trial—Court of
Appeals’ judgment directing dismissal of indictment sustained, rather
than subsequent judgment directing new trial. Sapir v. United States,
373.

2. Rules of Criminal Procedure—Plea of nolo contendere—With-
drawal after sentence—Denial of motion, after sentence, for leave
to withdraw plea of nolo contendere not abuse of discretion where
“manifest injustice” not shown. Sullivan v. United States, 170.

PROMOTERS. See Antitrust Acts, 2.
PROSECUTING ATTORNEYS. See Indictment.
PUBLIC USE. See Constitutional Law, IV.

PUBLIC UTILITIES.

Holding Company Act—Reorganization of subsidiary—Fees—
Jurisdiction of S. E. C. over fees to be paid by holding company for
services in connection with reorganization of subsidiary under § 11
of the Public Utility Holding Company Act; “sale” and “acquisition”
under Act. Securities & Exchange Comm’n v. Drexel & Co., 341.

PUNITIVE DAMAGES. See Taxation, 1.
PURCHASER. See Priority, 3.
RADIO. See Antitrust Acts, 2.

RATES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Federal Power Commis-
sion; Jurisdiction, ITI, 1.

REDEVELOPMENT ACT. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2.
REHEARING. See Armed Forces, 4; Jurisdiction, ITI, 1.
RELIGION. See Affirmation; Armed Forces.
RENEGOTIATION ACT. See Jurisdiction, III, 2.

RENT. See Priority, 3.

REORGANIZATION. See Public Utilities.
REPRESENTATION ELECTION. See Labor.

REPUBLIC OF CHINA. See Jurisdiction, IV, 1.
RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Antitrust Acts; Jurisdiction, V.
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RETAIL STORES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2.

RETROACTIVE LAWS. See Taxation, 3.

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 7-8.

ROADS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2.

ROBINSON-PATMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3.

RULES. See Attorneys, 2.

RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See Procedure, 2.

SALARY. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3.

SALE. See Antitrust Acts, 3; Evidence, 1; Priority, 3; Public
Utilities.

SAVING CLAUSE. See Aliens, 1.

SCHOOL LANDS. See Oil and Gas.

SEAMEN. See Admiralty, 1-3.

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, II.

SEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty, 3.

SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT. See Taxation, 2.

SECURITIES & EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Public Utili-
ties.

SEED POTATOES. See Evidence, 1.

SELECTIVE SERVICE. See Armed Forces.
SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III.
SENTENCE. See Procedure, 2; Stay.

SETOFF. See Jurisdiction, II, 1.

SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

SLUMS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2.

SOLEMNLY. See Affirmation.

SOLICITING. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2.
SOUTH CAROLINA. See Priority, 3.

SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY.
Suit by foreign government—Counterclaim —Where a foreign gov-
ernment sues an American bank in a federal district court, sovereign

immunity is no defense to a counterclaim by the bank. National
City Bank v. Republic of China, 356.

SPECTACLES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; IX, 1.
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SPORTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2.
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See Limitations.

STATUTES. See also Admiralty, 2; Constitutional Law; Words.
Construction—Criminal statutes—Strict construction rule does not

require that statute be given narrowest possible meaning in disregard

of legislative purpose. United States v. Bramblett, 503.

STAY. See also Jurisdiction, I, 2; IV, 4.

Death sentence—Stay of execution.—Execution of death sentence
imposed by state court ordered stayed by this Court pending filing and
disposition of petition for certiorari. Irvin v. Chapman, 866.
STORES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2.

SUBSIDIARIES. See Public Utilities.
SUITS IN ADMIRALTY ACT. See Admiralty, 1.
SUMMARY PROCEDURE. See Contempt.

SUPREME COURT. See also Attorneys, 2; Stay.
1. Death of MR. JUSTICE JACKSON, p. VIL
2. Appointment of MR. JusTicE HARLAN, p. IX.

3. Order temporarily assigning MR. JusTICE FRANKFURTER to
Second Circuit as Circuit Justice, p. 885.

SURVIVAL OF ACTIONS. See Admiralty, 2.
TAFT-HARTLEY ACT. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3-4; V; Labor.

TAXATION. See also Constitutional Law, I, 3; II; III; Evidence,
2-3; Indictment; Jurisdiction, III, 2; Priority.

1. Income tax—“Gross income”’—Punitive damages—Recovery of
punitive damages for fraud or antitrust violation held taxable in-
come; punitive damages not “gift” and not otherwise exempt. Com-
missioner v. Glenshaw Glass Co., 426.

9. Income taz—“Gross income’—“Insider profits.”—Payments
received by corporation pursuant to “insider profits” provisions of
Securities Exchange Act and Investment Company Act held taxable
gain. General American Investors Co. v. Commissioner, 434.

3. Excess profits tax—Abatement—Interest—Abatement of excess
profits tax, through I. R. C. § 722, not retroactive; taxpayer relieved
from payment of interest on deficiency from date of abatement, not
from original due date of tax. United States v. Koppers Co., 254.

4. Federal estate tax—Deductions—Charitable bequests—Charita-
ble bequest that is to take effect only if decedent’s childless 27-year-old
daughter dies without descendants surviving her and her mother
held not deductible. Commissioner v. Estate of Sternberger, 187.
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TAX COURT. See Jurisdiction, III, 2.

TEE-HIT-TON INDIANS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.
TELEVISION. See Antitrust Acts, 2.

TESTIMONY. See Affirmation; Evidence.

TEXAS. See Admiralty, 4; Priority, 2.

THEATRES. See Antitrust Acts, 1.

THEOCRATIC WAR. See Armed Forces, 2.

TIMBER. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

TORT CLAIMS ACT.

Liability of United States—Discharged veterans—Negligent hos-
pital treatment—United States liable under Act to veteran who,
after discharge, was injured by negligent treatment of service-con-
nected disability in Veterans Administration hospital. United States
v. Brown, 110.

TORTS. See Admiralty, 1-2; Constitutional Law, VIII, 3; Juris-
diction, 1V, 2; Tort Claims Act.

TRANSPORTATION. See Constitutional Law, V, 2.

TRIAL. See also Affirmation; Constitutional Law, VIII, 7-8; Con-
tempt; Evidence, 2-4.

1. Criminal cases—Conspiracy—Joint trial —No reversible error
in trial of defendant jointly with codefendant. Opper v. United
States, 84.

2. Criminal cases—Instructions to jury—Propriety—Instructions
to jury in “net worth” tax evasion conviction did not constitute
reversible error. Holland v. United States, 121; Friedberg v. United
States, 142.

UNIONS. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3-4; V; Labor.
UNITED STATES ARBITRATION ACT. See Jurisdiction, I, 2.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. See Indictment.

UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING AND SERVICE ACT.
See Armed Forces.

VENDOR AND VENDEE. See Priority, 3.
VETERANS. See Tort Claims Act.

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION. See Tort Claims Act.
WAGERING. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; III.
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WAGES. See Jurisdiction, IV, 3.

WAIVER. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 7-8.
WAR. See Armed Forces.

WARRANTY. See Admiralty, 3—4.
WITNESSES. See Affirmation.

WORDS.

1. “Acquisition.”—Public Utility Holding Company Act. Securi-
ties & Exchange Comm'n v. Drexel & Co., 341.

2. “Agency” of the United States—18 U. S. C. § 1001. United
States v. Bramblett, 503.

3. “Among the several States.”—Sherman Act. United States v.
Shubert, 222; United States v. International Boxing Club, 236.

4. “Clearly erroneous.”—McAllister v. United States, 19.

5. “Condition.”—Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952.
United States v. Menasche, 528.

6. “Department or agency” of the United States—18 U. 8. C.
§ 1001. United States v. Bramblett, 503.

7. “Equal in disposition and seamanship to the ordinary men in
the calling.”—Boudoin v. Lykes Bros. S. S. Co., 336.

8. “Ezxpressly authorized by Act of Congress.”—28 U. S. C. § 2283.
Amalgamated Clothing Workers v. Richman Bros. Co., 511.

9. “Federal question.”—Association of Employees v. Westinghouse
Corp., 437.

10. “Final” decision—28 U. S. C. § 1291. Baltimore Contractors,
Inc. v. Bodinger, 176.

11. “Gross income.”—Internal Revenue Code, 1939, §22 (a).
Commissioner v. Glenshaw Glass Co., 426 ; General American Investors
Co. v. Commissioner, 434.

12. “Hearing.”—Universal Military Training & Service Act.
Simmons v. United States, 397.

13. “Manifest injustice.”—Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.
Sullivan v. United States, 170.

14. “Necessary in aid of its jurisdiction.”—28 U. 8. C. § 2283.
Amalgamated Clothing Workers v. Richman Bros. Co., 511.

15. “Notwithstanding.”—Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952.
Shomberg v. United States, 540.

16. “Otherwise specifically provide.”—Immigration and Nationality
Act of 1952. United States v. Menasche, 528.

17. “Participation in war in any form.”—Universal Military Train-
ing & Service Act. Sicurella v. United States, 385.
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WORDS—Continued.

18. “Purchaser.”—Internal Revenue Code, § 3672. United States
v. Scovil, 218.

19. “Reopen” and “reclassify.”—Selective Service Regulations.
Witmer v. United States, 375.

20. “Right in process of acquisition.”—Immigration and Nationality
Act of 1952. United States v. Menasche, 528.

21. “Sale.”—Public Utility Holding Company Act. Securities &
Exchange Comm’n v. Drexel & Co., 341.

22. “Solemnly” not essential in affirmation—Moore v. United
States, 966.

23. “Status.”—Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952. United
States v. Menasche, 528.

24. “Trade or commerce.”—Sherman Act. United States v. Shu-
bert, 222; United States v. International Boxing Club, 236.
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