
INDEX

ABATEMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6.

ACCIDENTS. See Interpleader; Jurisdiction, 2.

ACCRUAL OF CAUSE OF ACTION. See Government Contracts.

ACTIONS. See Government Contracts; Interpleader; Jurisdic-
tion, 2.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Bank Merger Act of 
1966; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Federal Trade Com-
mission; Government Contracts; Interstate Commerce Com-
mission; Judicial Review, 1-2; Procedure; Railroad Mergers, 
3; Taxes, 2.

ADMIRALTY.
1. Death of longshoreman—Unseaworthiness of the ship.—Long-

shoreman employed on a ship, whether by an independent steve-
doring company or by the shipowner, can recover for the unsea-
worthiness of the ship, and the judgment is reversed and remanded 
to the Louisiana courts, which have broad jurisdiction of such 
admiralty cases. Jackson v. Lykes Steamship Co., p. 731.

2. Unseaworthiness—Crew members—Presentation to the jury.— 
Seaman injured on respondent’s ship, who contended that vessel 
was unseaworthy because too few crewmen were assigned to perform 
a specific task in a safe and prudent manner, held entitled to present 
his theory of unseaworthiness to the jury. Waldron v. Moore- 
McCormack Lines, p. 724.
ADVERTISING. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.
ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. See Trading with the Enemy 

Act.

AMENDMENTS. See Federal Trade Commission.

ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Bank Merger Act of 1966; Divesti-
ture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Judicial 
Review, 1; Procedure, 3; Robinson-Patman Act; Settlements.

1. Clayton Act—Anticompetitive effects—Oligopolistic industry.— 
The Procter & Gamble-Clorox merger may have anticompetitive 
effects, since in the oligopolistic household liquid bleach industry the 
substitution of the powerful Procter for the smaller but dominant 
Clorox may substantially reduce the competitive structure of the
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ANTITRUST ACTS—Continued.
industry by dissuading smaller firms from competing aggressively, 
may tend to raise barriers to new entrants who would be reluctant 
to face the huge Procter, and would eliminate Procter, which the 
FTC found the most likely entrant, as a potential competitor. FTC 
v. Procter & Gamble Co., p. 568.

2. Clayton Act — Product - extension merger — Conglomerate 
merger.—Any merger, whether it is horizontal, vertical, conglom-
erate, or, as in this case, a “product-extension merger,” must be 
tested by the standard of § 7 of the Clayton Act, that is, whether 
it may substantially lessen competition, which requires a prediction 
of the merger’s impact on present and future competition. FTC v. 
Procter & Gamble Co., p. 568.
APARTMENTS. See Public Housing.

APPEALS. See also Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 1, 3; Di-
vestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; 
Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 1, 4; Rules; Settlements.

1. Certificate of probable cause—Appeal by state prisoner.— 
When federal district judge grants certificate of probable cause 
necessary to allow a state prisoner to appeal a denial of a writ of 
habeas corpus, the court of appeals must allow an indigent petitioner 
to appeal in forma pauperis and dispose of the case in accordance 
with its ordinary procedure. Nowakowski v. Maroney, p. 542.

2. Review under Iowa’s “clerk’s transcript” procedure—Effective 
appellate review.—Indigent petitioner, who was entitled to the 
assistance of appointed counsel acting in the role of an advocate, 
was precluded by his attorney’s bare election to use Iowa’s “clerk’s 
transcript” procedure from obtaining complete and effective appellate 
review of his conviction. Entsminger v. Iowa, p. 748.
APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.
ARBITRATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2.
ARMED FORCES. See Taxes, 1.
ARRESTS. See also Constitutional Law, IV; Informers; Judges;

Police Officers.
1. Consent to arrest—Exercise of civil rights.—Petitioners did not 

consent to their arrest by deliberately exercising their right to use 
segregated waiting room in a peaceful manner with the anticipation 
that they would be illegally arrested. Pierson v. Ray, p. 547.

2. Probable cause—Search and seizure—Informers.—Upon the 
basis of information supplied by an informer, who had frequently 
furnished accurate reports on narcotics activities, the police officers 
had probable cause to make the arrest and the search incidental 
thereto. McCray v. Illinois, p. 300.
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ASBESTOS FITTINGS. See National Labor Relations Act, 2.

ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure; Intervention; Settlements; Trading with the 
Enemy Act.

ATTORNEYS. See Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 
1, 3.

ATTORNEY’S FEES. See Trademarks.

AUTOMOBILES. See Constitutional Law, IV.

AUTOMOTIVE ACCIDENTS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdic-
tion, 2.

BAKERIES. See Robinson-Patman Act.

BANK MERGER ACT OF 1966. See also Judicial Review, 1;
Procedure, 3.

Burden of proof—Community convenience and need.—Defendant 
banks in an action to prevent their mergers as being anticompeti-
tive have the burden of proving that they come within the exception 
in the Act which allows a merger where its adverse effects are out-
weighed by considerations of community convenience and need. 
United States v. First City Nat. Bank, p. 361.

BANKRUPTCY ACT. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

BANKS. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1;
Procedure, 3.

BLEACH. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

BLOODSTAINS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1.

BOARD OF CONTRACT APPEALS. See Government Contracts.

BONDHOLDERS. See Judicial Review, 2; Railroad Mergers, 2.

BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-3.

BREACH OF CONTRACT. See Damages; Government Con-
tracts; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2.

BREACH OF THE PEACE. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police 
Officers.

BURDEN OF PROOF. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial 
Review, 1; Procedure, 3.

BUS TERMINALS. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; IV; VI; Divesti-
ture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 1; Settlements.

CANTEEN COVERS. See Government Contracts.
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CAPITAL STOCK. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders. 

CARPENTERS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1, 3. 

CARRIERS. See Interstate Commerce; Interstate Commerce 
Commission; Procedure, 5; Railroad Mergers, 1-3.

CATALOGUE ORDERS. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 

CAUSE OF ACTION. See Government Contracts.

CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDERS. See Federal Trade Commission.

CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE. See Appeals, 1.

CERTIORARI. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 

CHEMICAL ANALYSIS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 

CHICAGO. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5.

CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1.

CIVIL RIGHTS. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

CLAIMS. See Government Contracts; Interpleader, 1-2; Juris-
diction, 2; Trading with the Enemy Act.

CLASS VOTING. See Railroad Mergers; Stockholders, 1.

CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Bank Merger Act of 
1966; Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Federal 
Trade Commission; Intervention; Judicial Review, 1; Pro-
cedure, 3; Robinson-Patman Act; Settlements.

CLERGYMEN. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 

“CLERK’S TRANSCRIPTS.’’ See Appeals, 2.

CLOROX. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Damages;
Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-3.

COLLECTIVE VOTING. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders. 

COLORADO. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7. 

COLOR OF LAW. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 

COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3.

COMMITMENT PROCEEDINGS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2;
Procedure, 7.

COMMON CARRIERS. See Constitutional Law, I; Judicial Re-
view, 2; Railroad Mergers, 1-3; Taxes, 2.

COMMON LAW. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.
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COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Bank Merger Act of 
1966; Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Inter-
state Commerce Commission; Intervention; Judicial Review, 
1; Procedure, 3; Railroad Mergers, 3; Robinson-Patman Act; 
Settlements.

COMPLAINING WITNESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evi-
dence; Procedure, 2.

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. See Bank Merger Act 
of 1966; Judicial Review, 1; Procedure, 3.

CONFESSIONS.
Voluntariness—Totality of circumstances—Due process.—On the 

“totality of the circumstances” in this Texas murder case the con-
fession cannot be held to have been voluntary and its use as evidence 
against petitioner deprived him of due process. Clewis v. Texas, 
p. 707.

CONGLOMERATE MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

CONSENT. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

CONSOLIDATED TAX RETURNS. See Federal Power Com-
mission, 1-2; Taxes, 2.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Appeals, 2; Arrests, 1;
Confessions; Evidence; Informers; Interstate Commerce; 
Jurisdiction, 1, 4; Obscene Publications; Procedure, 1, 4, 6-7; 
Rules; Taxes, 3.

I. Commerce Clause.
Mail-order houses—State use taxes.—The Commerce Clause pro-

hibits a State from imposing the duty of use tax collection and 
payment upon a seller whose only connection with customers in the 
State is by common carrier or by mail. Nat. Bellas Hess v. Dept, 
of Revenue, p. 753.
II. Due Process.

1. Knowing use of false evidence—Paint stains or bloodstains.— 
The Fourteenth Amendment cannot tolerate a state criminal con-
viction secured by the knowing use of false evidence. Miller v. 
Pate, p. 1.

2. Sentencing procedure—Colorado’s sex offender procedure.—The 
invocation of Colorado’s statute for sentencing of sex offenders, 
which entails the making of a new charge leading to criminal punish-
ment, requires, under the Due Process Clause, that petitioner be 
present with counsel, have an opportunity to be heard, be confronted 
with witnesses against him, have the right to cross-examine and to
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
offer evidence of his own, and that there be findings adequate to 
make meaningful any appeal that is allowed. Specht v. Patterson, 
p. 605.

3. State prosecutor’s duty of disclosure—Rape trial.—The judg-
ment of the Maryland Court of Appeals, reversing the Mont-
gomery County Circuit Court’s order for a new trial, is vacated 
and the case is remanded for further proceedings. Giles v. Mary-
land, p. 66.

III. Equal Protection of the Laws.
1. Indigent prisoners—Appellate counsel.—Assistance of appellate 

counsel is an advantage which may not be denied to a criminal 
defendant solely because of indigency, on the only appeal which the 
State affords him as a matter of right; and when a defendant whose 
indigency and desire to appeal are manifest does not have the services 
of his trial counsel on appeal, knowing waiver cannot be inferred 
from his failure specifically to request appointment of appellate 
counsel. Swenson v. Bosler, p. 258.

2. Reapportionment of Texas Legislature—Population variances.— 
Population variances of the size evident here invoke the rule of 
Swann v. Adams, 385 U. S. 440, and the case is remanded to deter-
mine whether the state policy necessitates the range of deviations 
evident here. Kilgarlin v. Hill, p. 120.

3. Right to counsel on appeal—Active advocacy.—Failure to grant 
indigent petitioner seeking initial review of his conviction the services 
of an advocate, as contrasted with an amicus curiae, which would 
have been available to an appellant with financial means, violated 
petitioner’s rights to fair procedure and equality under the Four-
teenth Amendment. Anders v. California, p. 738.

IV. Fourth Amendment.
Narcotics violation—Search of automobile.—In this case the police 

did not violate the Fourth Amendment by making a search, closely 
related to the reason petitioner was arrested, of a car which they 
validly held for use as evidence in a forfeiture proceeding. Cooper 
v. California, p. 58.

V. Freedom of the Press.
Obscene publications.—These cases, involving the sale and distri-

bution of allegedly obscene publications, can be and are decided 
on their common constitutional basis that the distribution of the 
publications is protected by the First and Fourteenth Amendments 
from governmental suppression. Redrup v. New York, p. 767.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
VI. Self-incrimination.

Harmless-error rule—State trial.—The Supreme Court has juris-
diction to formulate a harmless-error rule that will protect a de-
fendant’s federal right under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments 
to be free from state penalties for not testifying in his criminal trial. 
Chapman v. California, p. 18.

VII. Sixth Amendment.
Speedy trial—State criminal procedure.—By indefinitely post-

poning the prosecution of a pending indictment, North Carolina’s 
criminal procedure permitting prosecutor to enter nolle prosequi 
“with leave,” clearly denied petitioner the right to a speedy trial 
guaranteed by the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments. Klopfer v. 
North Carolina, p. 213.

CONSTRUCTION WORKERS. See National Labor Relations
Act, 2.

CONTRACTORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-3.

CONTRACTS. See Government Contracts.

CORPORATE CHARTERS. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stock-
holders.

CORPORATIONS. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders.

COST JUSTIFICATION. See Robinson-Patman Act.

COST OF SERVICE. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2;
Taxes, 2.

COUNSEL. See Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 1, 3.

COUNTY LINES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

COURTS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI-VII; Divesti-
ture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Interpleader, 1-2;
Intervention; Jurisdiction, 1-3; Procedure, 4, 6-7; Settlements.

COURTS OF APPEALS. See Appeals, 1; Federal Trade Com-
mission; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules.

CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

CREW MEMBERS. See Admiralty, 2.

CRIMINAL LAW. See Appeals, 1-2; Arrests, 1-2; Confessions;
Constitutional Law, II; III, 1, 3; IV-VII; Evidence; In-
formers; Jurisdiction, 4; Obscene Publications; Procedure, 
1-2, 6-7.
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DAMAGES. See also Admiralty, 2; Arrests, 1; Interpleader, 1-2;
Judges; Jurisdiction, 2-3; Labor, 1-2; Police Officers; 
Trademarks.

Suit against union—Employer’s breach of contract—Apportion-
ment of liability.—Where union was sued by an employee who 
alleged wrongful discharge by the employer and the union’s arbitrary 
refusal to take his grievance to arbitration, the claimed damages, 
which were primarily those resulting from the employer’s alleged 
breach of contract, should not have been all charged to the union, 
and if liability were found, it should have been apportioned between 
the employer and the union according to the damages caused by 
the fault of each. Vaca v. Sipes, p. 171.

DECREES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure;
Intervention; Settlements.

DEDUCTIONS. See Taxes, 1.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT.
See Public Housing.

DEPENDENTS. See Taxes, 1.

DIRECTIVES. See Public Housing.

DISCLOSURE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; Pro-
cedure, 2.

DISCLOSURE OF IDENTITY. See Arrests, 2; Informers.

DISCRIMINATORY ALLOWANCES. See Federal Trade Com-
mission.

DISCRIMINATORY PRICING. See Robinson-Patman Act.

DISPUTES CLAUSE. See Government Contracts.

DISTRIBUTION OF ASSETS. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

DIVERSITY JURISDICTION. See Interpleader; Jurisdiction, 2. 

DIVESTITURE. See also Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settlements.

Guidelines for proposed decree.—In line with its three-year-old 
mandate for prompt divestiture, the Supreme Court sets forth guide-
lines for a new decree concerning gas reserves, the terms of gas-
acquisition contracts, the competitive position and financial viability 
of the New Company, and the severance of the illegal combination. 
Cascade Nat. Gas v. El Paso Nat. Gas, p. 129.

DOORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1, 3.

DRUGS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, IV; Informers.
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DUE PROCESS. See Arrests, 2; Confessions; Constitutional 
Law, I—II; Evidence; Informers; Procedure, 2, 7; Taxes, 3.

DUTY OF DISCLOSURE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evi-
dence; Procedure, 2.

ELECTION DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3;
Labor, 1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-3.

ENEMY PROPERTY. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDINGS. See Federal Trade Com-
mission.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Appeals, 2; Con-
stitutional Law, III.

EVICTION. See Public Housing.

EVIDENCE. See also Arrests, 2; Confessions; Constitutional 
Law, II; IV; VI; Informers; Jurisdiction, 1, 4; Procedure, 2; 
Rules.

Criminal law—Duty of disclosure—State rape trial.—The judg-
ment of the Maryland Court of Appeals, reversing the Montgomery 
County Circuit Court’s order for a new trial, is vacated and the 
case is remanded for further proceedings. Giles v. Maryland, p. 66.

EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3;
Labor, 1-2.

EXPENSES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Taxes, 2. 
FAILURE TO TESTIFY. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdic-

tion, 4; Procedure, 1.

FAIR REPRESENTATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3;
Labor, 1-2.

FALSE ARREST. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

FEDERAL COURTS. See Appeals, 1.

FEDERALLY ASSISTED HOUSING. See Public Housing.

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See also Taxes, 2.
1. Allocation of taxes—Consolidated tax returns—Regulated com-

panies.—The FPC formula, which allocates tax liability based upon 
consolidated returns among the group members which are regulated, 
regardless of whether they are regulated by it or by state or local 
authorities, is neither unjust, unreasonable nor a frustration of the 
tax laws. FPC v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., p. 237.
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION—Continued.
2. Jurisdiction—Determining rate base—Allocation of taxes.—The 

jurisdiction of the FPC includes the determination of cost of service 
for ratemaking, and it has the power and the duty to limit cost of 
service to real expenses. FPC v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., p. 237.

FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See also Divesti-
ture; Intervention; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules; 
Settlements.

Former Rule 2^ (a) (3)—Intervention of right.—The category 
under old Rule 24(a)(3) of “so situated” as to be “adversely 
affected” by disposition of property was not limited exclusively to 
those with an interest in property, and the State of California and 
Southern California Edison qualified as intervenors of right under 
that Rule. Cascade Nat. Gas v. El Paso Nat. Gas, p. 129.

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Admiralty, 1; Constitu-
tional Law, I; Damages; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Interstate Commerce; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2; Procedure;
Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders; Taxes, 3.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. See also Antitrust Acts, 1-2.
Clayton Act violations—Cease-and-desist orders—Enforcement 

proceedings.—FTC orders under the Clayton Act entered before 
enactment of the Act of July 23, 1959, 73 Stat. 243 (Finality Act) 
remain enforceable under § 11 of the Clayton Act. FTC v. Jantzen, 
p. 228.

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdic-
tion, 4; Procedure, 1.

FINALITY ACT. See Federal Trade Commission.

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscene 
Publications.

FLOTERIAL DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

FORFEITURE. See Constitutional Law, IV.

FORUM. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 2.

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Appeals, 2; Arrests, 2;
Confessions; Constitutional Law, II—III; V; VII; Evidence; 
Informers; Jurisdiction, 4; Obscene Publications; Procedure, 1.

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, 
IV; Informers.

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See Constitutional Law, V; Ob-
scene Publications.
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FROZEN PIES. See Robinson-Patman Act.

GAS. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Inter-
vention; Settlements.

GOOD FAITH. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS.
Disputes clause—Administrative action—Accrual of cause of 

action.—When administrative proceedings with respect to a con-
tractor’s claim subject to the disputes clause in a government con-
tract extend beyond the completion of the contract, his right of 
action “first accrues” within the meaning of 28 U. S. C. § 2401 (a) 
when the administrative action is final, and not before. Crown Coat 
Front Co. v. U. S., p. 503.

GREYHOUND BUS. See Interpleader, 1, 2; Jurisdiction, 2.

GRIEVANCE PROCEDURES. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3;
Labor, 1-2.

GUIDELINES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Proce-
dure; Intervention; Settlements.

HABEAS CORPUS. See Appeals, 1.

HARMLESS ERROR. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdiction, 
4; Procedure, 1.

HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7; Public 
Housing.

HOME. See Taxes, 1.

“HOT CARGO’’ CLAUSE. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1, 3.

HOUSEHOLD LIQUID BLEACH. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

HOUSING. See Public Housing.

HOUSTON. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1;
Procedure, 3.

ILLINOIS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, I; II, 1; In-
formers; Taxes, 3.

IMMUNITY. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

INCOME TAXES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Taxes, 2.

INDECENT LIBERTIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Pro-
cedure, 7.

INDICTMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6.

INDIGENT PRISONERS. See Appeals, 1.
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INDIGENTS. See Appeals, 1—2; Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3.

INFORMERS. See also Arrests, 2.
Disclosure of identity—Pretrial hearing—Probable cause.—A state 

court is under no absolute duty to require disclosure of an informer’s 
identity at a pretrial hearing held to determine only the question 
of probable cause for an arrest or search, where, as here, there was 
ample evidence in an open and adversary proceeding that the in-
former was known to the officers to be reliable and that they made 
the arrest in good faith on the information he supplied. McCray v. 
Illinois, p. 300.
INFRINGEMENT. See Trademarks.

INJUNCTIONS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Interstate Commerce 
Commission; Jurisdiction, 2; Railroad Mergers, 3.

INJURIES. See Admiralty, 2.
INJURY TO COMPETITION. See Robinson-Patman Act.

INSURANCE COMPANIES. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdic-
tion, 2.

INTEGRATION. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Taxes, 1.
INTERPLEADER. See also Jurisdiction, 2.

1. Insurance company—Adverse claimants.—Interpleader is au-
thorized by 28 U. S. C. § 1335 where adverse claimants “may claim” 
benefits, and petitioner insurance company need not wait until 
claimants against the insured have reduced their claims to judgment 
before seeking to invoke the benefits of the interpleader statute. 
State Farm Fire & Cas. Co. v. Tashire, p. 523.

2. Prosecution of suits—Injunction—Scope of litigation.—An in-
junction against the prosecution of suits against the insurance 
company and the alleged tortfeasors outside the confines of the inter-
pleader proceeding was not authorized by 28 U. S. C. § 2361, the 
scope of the litigation being vastly more extensive than the deposited 
proceeds of the insurance policy which constituted the “fund.” State 
Farm Fire & Cas. Co. v. Tashire, p. 523.
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See also Constitutional Law, I;

Procedure, 5; Taxes, 3.
Municipal ordinance—Burden on interstate commerce.—Chicago 

ordinance is invalid as reserving to the city the power which the 
Interstate Commerce Act gives to the railroads of determining who 
may transfer interstate passengers between railroad terminals and 
as imposing requirements the total effect of which is to.burden inter-
state commerce. Railroad Transfer Service v. Chicago, p. 351.
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. See Railroad Mergers, 1; 
Stockholders.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See also Judicial 
Review, 2; Railroad Mergers, 3.

Railroad mergers — Protected railroads — Consummation of 
merger.—In light of its findings as to the necessity for interim pro-
tection for the three small “protected railroads,” the ICC erred in 
withdrawing all of the protected conditions save the traffic ones and 
in permitting immediate consummation of the merger of the largest 
and third largest railroads in the Northeast without determining 
the ultimate fate of the three protected roads. Baltimore & 0. R. 
Co. v. United States, p. 372.

INTERSTATE PASSENGERS. See Interstate Commerce; Pro-
cedure, 5.

INTER-TERMINAL TRANSFER SERVICE. See Interstate 
Commerce; Procedure, 5.

INTERVENTION. See also Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure; Settlements.

Federal Rides of Civil Procedure—Former Rule 2^ (a) (3)—Inter-
vention of right.—The category under old Rule 24(a)(3) of “so 
situated” as to be “adversely affected” by disposition of property 
was not limited exclusively to those with an interest in property, 
and the State of California and Southern California Edison quali-
fied as intervenors of right under that Rule. Cascade Nat. Gas v. 
El Paso Nat. Gas, p. 129.

IOWA. See Appeals, 2.

JAPANESE-AMERICANS. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 

JOB PRESERVATION. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 

JUDGES. See also Appeals, 1; Arrests, 1; Constitutional Law,
VI; Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Inter-
vention; Jurisdiction, 4; Police Officers; Procedure, 1; 
Settlements.

Immunity for judicial acts—Common-law immunity.—The settled 
common-law principle that a judge is immune from liability for 
damages for his judicial acts was not abolished by 42 U. S. C. 
§ 1983. Pierson v. Ray, p. 547.

JUDGMENTS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules.

JUDICIAL IMMUNITY. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.
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JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Bank Merger Act of 1966; Gov-
ernment Contracts; Procedure, 3; Railroad Mergers, 2.

1. Bank Merger Act of 1966—De novo review.—Under the Act, 
which provides for de novo judicial review of the issues presented, 
the court shall make an independent determination of the legality 
of a bank merger and not merely review the banking agency’s action 
to determine whether it is supported by substantial evidence. United 
States v. First City Nat. Bank, p. 361.

2. Railroad mergers—Challenge by bondholder—Further consid-
eration by ICC.—Review by this Court of dismissal of complaint 
by New Haven railroad bondholder challenging ICC’s Penn-Central 
merger order held inappropriate pending outcome of ICC’s further 
consideration of that order, see Baltimore & Ohio R. Co. v. United 
States, ante, p. 372, and New Haven railroad inclusion proceedings. 
Oscar Gruss & Son v. United States, p. 776.

JURIES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdiction, 4; Pro-
cedure, 1.

JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, VI; Damages; 
Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Federal Trade Commission; 
Interpleader, 1-2; Labor, 1-2; Procedure, 1, 4; Rules.

1. Appellate courts—Judgment n. o. v.—Appellate courts are not 
barred by the Seventh Amendment’s right of jury trial from grant-
ing a judgment n. o. v. and the statutory grant of appellate juris-
diction to the courts of appeals is broad enough to include the power 
to direct entry of a judgment n. o. v. on appeal. Neely v. Eby 
Construction Co., p. 317.

2. Diversity jurisdiction—Minimal diversity.—The diversity pro-
vision of 28 U. S. C. § 1335 requires only “minimal diversity,” i. e., 
diversity of citizenship between two or more claimants without 
regard to the circumstances that other rival claimants may be co-
citizens, and minimal diversity is permissible under Article III of 
the Constitution. State Farm Fire & Cas. Co. v. Tashire, p. 523.

3. Pre-emption doctrine—Unfair labor practice—Jurisdiction of 
NLRB.—Although the NLRB has held that a union’s breach of 
the duty of fair representation is an unfair labor practice, it does 
not follow that the broad pre-emption doctrine of San Diego Build-
ing Trades Council v. Garmon, 359 U. S. 236, is applicable thereto. 
Vaca v. Sipes, p. 171.

4. Supreme Court—Harmless-error rule—Denial of constitutional 
right.—The Supreme Court has jurisdiction to formulate a harmless- 
error rule that will protect a defendant’s federal right under the 
Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to be free from state penalties 
for not testifying in his criminal trial. Chapman v. California, p. 18.



INDEX. 1059

JURY TRIAL. See Admiralty, 2; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; 
Rules.

LABOR. See also Damages; Jurisdiction, 2; National Labor Re-
lations Act, 1-3.

1. Union’s duty of representation—Breach of duty—Federal law 
applies.—Since the union’s duty, as exclusive agent, fairly to repre-
sent all members of a designated unit is based on federal statutes, 
federal law governs the employee’s cause of action for breach of 
that duty. Vaca v. Sipes, p. 171.

2. Union’s duty of representation—Settling grievances—Arbitra-
tion.—A union breaches its duty of fair representation when its 
conduct toward a member of the designated unit is arbitrary, dis-
criminatory or in bad faith, but it does not breach that duty merely 
because it settles a grievance short of arbitration. Vaca v. Sipes, 
p. 171.

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Damages;
Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2.

LANDLORDS. See Public Housing.

LANHAM ACT. See Trademarks.

LAWYERS. See Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 1, 3.

LEASES. See Public Housing.

LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

LIABILITY. See Arrests, 1; Interpleader, 1-2; Judges; Juris-
diction, 2; Police Officers.

LICENSE FEES. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5.

LIQUID BLEACH. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

LONGSHOREMEN. See Admiralty, 1.

LONGSHOREMEN’S AND HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPEN-
SATION ACT. See Admiralty, 1.

LOUISIANA. See Admiralty, 1.

MAGAZINES. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscene Publications. 

MAIL-ORDER HOUSES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 
MALAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.
MANDATES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure;

Intervention ; Settlements.

MARITIME INJURIES. See Admiralty, 2.
MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; Pro-

cedure, 2.
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MASS TORTS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 2.

MEALS. See Taxes, 1.

MEDICAL EXAMINATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3;
Labor, 1-2.

MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Bank Merger Act of 1966; 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Interstate Commerce Com-
mission; Intervention; Judicial Review, 1; Procedure, 3; 
Railroad Mergers, 1-3; Settlements; Stockholders.

MILITARY PERSONNEL. See Taxes, 1.

MINISTERS. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

MISSISSIPPI. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

MISSOURI. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Railroad Mergers, 
1; Stockholders.

MOTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6.

MOTOR CARRIERS. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5.

MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES. See Interstate Commerce; Pro-
cedure, 5.

MURDER. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, II, 1, 3; VI; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 1-2.

NARCOTICS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, IV; Informers.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT.
1. - Collective bargaining agreements—Work preservation—Primary 

and secondary objectives.—Section 8(b)(4)(B) of the Act was 
enacted, not to prohibit primary agreements and primary action 
directed to work preservation, but to prohibit “secondary” objec-
tives, i. e., the exertion of pressure on a neutral employer. Wood-
work Manufacturers v. NLRB, p. 612.

2. Primary and secondary activity—Employees of same em-
ployer—Work preservation.—Since collective activity by employees 
of the primary employer was involved, the purpose of which was to 
affect its labor policies, the conduct of members of one local union 
in support of their fellow employees, members of a different local 
at another of the employer’s plants, was not secondary and thus not 
violative of § 8 (b) (4) (B) of the Act. Houston Contractors Assn, 
v. NLRB, p. 664.

3. Work preservation—Employer and employees.—Section 8 (e) 
of the Act does not reach employees’ primary activity and does not 
prohibit agreements made to pressure their employer to preserve 
for themselves work traditionally done by them. Woodwork Manu-
facturers v. NLRB, p. 612.
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NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See Damages; Juris-
diction, 3; Labor, 1-2.

NATURAL GAS. See Divestiture; Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settle-
ments; Taxes, 2.

NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 
4; Rules.

NEGROES. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

NEW HAVEN RAILROAD. See Judicial Review, 2; Railroad
Mergers, 2-3.

NEW TRIAL. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules.

NOLLE PROSEQUI. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6.

NORTH CAROLINA. See. Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6.

OBSCENE PUBLICATIONS. See also Constitutional Law, V.
Constitutional law—Freedom of the press.—These cases, involving 

the sale and distribution of allegedly obscene publications, can be 
and are decided on their common constitutional basis that the dis-
tribution of the publications is protected by the First and Four-
teenth Amendments from governmental suppression. Redrup v. 
New York, p. 767.

ORDERS. See Federal Trade Commission.

PAINT STAINS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1.

PARTIES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; 
Intervention; Settlements.

PAUPERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3.

PENNSYLVANIA-NEW YORK CENTRAL MERGER. See Ju-
dicial Review, 2; Railroad Mergers, 2-3.

PERMANENT DUTY POST. See Taxes, 1.

PHILADELPHIA. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial
Review, 1; Procedure, 3.

PHYSICAL EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1.

PIES. See Robinson-Patman Act.

PIPELINES. See Divestiture; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settlements; 
Taxes, 2.

PLEADINGS. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1 ; 
Procedure, 3.
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POLICE OFFICERS. See also Arrests, 1; Informers; Judges.
False arrest—Good faith and probable cause.—The defense of 

good faith and probable cause which is available to police officers 
in a common-law action for false arrest and imprisonment is also 
available in an action under 42 U. S. C. § 1983. Pierson v. Ray, 
p. 547.

POLICE REPORTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; 
Procedure, 2.

POOR PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3.

POPULATION VARIANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

POST-CONVICTION PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, II, 
3; Evidence; Procedure, 2.

POTENTIAL COMPETITOR. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

POVERTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3.

PREDATORY INTENT. See Robinson-Patman Act.

PRE-EMPTION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2.

PREMACHINED DOORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1, 3.

PREMATURITY. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5.

PRETRIAL HEARING. See Arrests, 2; Informers.

PRICES. See Robinson-Patman Act.

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY ACTIVITY. See National Labor 
Relations Act, 1-3.

PRISONERS. See Appeals, 1.

PRIVILEGE. See Arrests, 2; Informers.

PROBABLE CAUSE. See Appeals, 1; Arrests, 2; Informers; 
Judges; Police Officers.

PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty, 1-2; Appeals, 1-2; Bank 
Merger Act of 1966; Confessions; Constitutional Law, II, 
2-3; III, 1; VI-VII; Divestiture; Evidence; Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure; Interpleader, 1-2; Interstate Commerce; 
Intervention; Judicial Review, 1; Jurisdiction, 1-2, 4; Public 
Housing; Rules; Settlements.

1. Criminal law—Harmless-error rule.—Before a constitutional 
error can be held to be harmless the court must be able to declare 
its belief that it was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt. Chapman 
v. California, p. 18.
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PROCEDURE—Continued.
2. Criminal law—State prosecutor’s duty of disclosure—Rape 

trial.—The judgment of the Maryland Court of Appeals, reversing 
the Montgomery County Circuit Court’s order for a new trial, is 
vacated and the case is remanded for further proceedings. Giles v. 
Maryland, p. 66.

3. Deject in pleading—Challenge to bank merger—Antitrust 
laws.—Since an action challenging a bank merger lies under the 
antitrust laws, the Government’s failure to base its actions on the 
Bank Merger Act of 1966 does not constitute a defect in pleading. 
United States v. First City Nat. Bank, p. 361.

4. New trial—Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 50 (d)—Rehearing.—Rule 
50 (d) provides a plaintiff-appellee with adequate opportunity to 
present his grounds for a new trial in the event his verdict is set 
aside on appeal, and, in addition, he may bring his grounds for a 
new trial to the trial court’s attention when the defendant first 
makes a motion for judgment n. o. v., or he may seek rehearing 
from the court of appeals after his judgment has been reversed. 
Neely v. Eby Construction Co., p. 317.

5. Prematurity—Compliance with municipal ordinance.—Peti-
tioner’s action is not premature. Though it obtained licenses from 
Chicago to operate its inter-terminal transfer service, it has con-
tinued to operate only by paying the license fees into court and 
the city has demanded that petitioner fully comply with the ordi-
nance or be subjected to penalties. Railroad Transfer Service v. 
Chicago, p. 351.

6. Speedy trial-—Prosecution’s nolle prosequi motion.—By indefi-
nitely postponing the prosecution of a pending indictment, North 
Carolina’s criminal procedure of permitting prosecutor to enter 
nolle prosequi “with leave,” clearly denied petitioner the right to a 
speedy trial guaranteed by the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments. 
Klopfer v. North Carolina, p. 213.

7. State courts—Colorado’s sentencing of sex offenders—Due 
process.—The invocation of Colorado’s statute for sentencing of sex 
offenders, which entails the making of a new charge leading to 
criminal punishment, requires, under the Due Process Clause, that 
petitioner be present with counsel, have an opportunity to be heard, 
be confronted with witnesses against him, have the right to cross- 
examine and to offer evidence of his own, and that there be findings 
adequate to make meaningful any appeal that is allowed. Specht 
v. Patterson, p. 605.

PRODUCT BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1, 3.
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PRODUCT-EXTENSION MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2.

PROSECUTORS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; VI; Evidence;
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 1-2.

PROTECTIVE CONDITIONS. See Interstate Commerce Com-
mission; Railroad Mergers, 3.

PROXIMATE CAUSE. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules.

PUBLICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscene Publi-
cations.

PUBLIC HOUSING.
Eviction of tenant—Procedure—Directive to local housing author-

ities.—Since this case, which involves a summary eviction of a tenant 
from a public housing project, would assume a different posture 
if the procedure in a directive to local housing authorities requiring 
that tenants be given reasons for eviction and an opportunity to 
reply or explain were followed, the judgment is vacated and the 
case remanded. Thorpe v. Housing Authority, p. 670.
PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7. 

RACIAL INTEGRATION. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 

RAILROAD MERGERS. See also Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion; Judicial Review, 2; Stockholders.

1. Application of state law—Class voting.—In a proposed con-
solidation of the Missouri Pacific with a subsidiary’ railroad, Missouri 
law applies and requires the application of the provisions of the 
MoPac’s corporate charter, which in turn requires a majority assent 
of the stockholders on a separate class-vote basis. Levin v. Missis-
sippi River Corp., p. 162.

2. Challenge by bondholder—Further consideration by ICC— 
Judicial review.—Review by this Court of dismissal of complaint 
by New Haven railroad bondholder challenging ICC’s Penn-Central 
merger order held inappropriate pending outcome of ICC’s further 
consideration of that order, see Baltimore & Ohio R. Co. v. United 
States, ante, p. 372, and New Haven railroad inclusion proceedings. 
Oscar Gruss & Son v. United States, p. 776.

3. Interstate Commerce Commission—Protected railroads—Con-
summation of merger.—In light of its findings as to the necessity 
for interim protection for the three small “protected railroads,” the 
ICC erred in withdrawing all of the protective conditions save the 
traffic ones and in permitting immediate consummation of the merger 
of the largest and third largest railroads in the Northeast without 
determining the ultimate fate of the three protected roads. Balti-
more & 0. R. Co. v. United States, p. 372.
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RAILROADS. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5.

RAPE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; Procedure, 2.

RATE BASE. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Taxes, 2.

RATE OF EXCHANGE. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

RE APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

RECORDS. See Appeals, 2.

REGULATED COMPANIES. See Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Taxes, 2.

REHEARING. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules.

REMEDIES. See Trademarks.

REPRESENTATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2.

RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Robinson-Patman Act.

RETAIL SALES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3.

REVIEW. See Appeals, 2.

RIGHT OF INTERVENTION. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settlements.

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 
2; III, 3.

ROBINSON-PATMAN ACT.
Price competition—Injury to competition—Predatory intent.— 

Section 2 (a) of the Clayton Act, as amended by the Robinson- 
Patman Act, does not forbid price competition but it does provide 
that sellers may not sell goods to different purchasers at different 
prices if the result may be to injure competition in either the sellers’ 
or the buyers’ market unless such discriminations are justified as 
permitted by the Act; and the existence of predatory intent bears 
on the likelihood of injury to competition. Utah Pie Co. v. Conti-
nental Baking, p. 685.

RULES. See also Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure;
Intervention; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Settlements.

New trial—Verdict set aside on appeal—Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 
50 (d).—Rule 50 (d) provides a plaintiff-appellee with adequate 
opportunity to present his grounds for a new trial in the event his 
verdict is set aside on appeal, and, in addition, he may bring his 
grounds for a new trial to the trial court’s attention when the de-
fendant first makes a motion for judgment n. o. v., or he may seek 
rehearing from the court of appeals after his judgment has been 
reversed. Neely v. Eby Construction Co., p. 317.
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SEAMEN. See Admiralty, 2.

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, 
IV; Informers.

SECONDARY BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-3.

SEGREGATION. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdic-
tion, 4; Procedure, 1.

SENTENCING. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7.

SETTLEMENTS. See also Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure; Intervention.

Attorney General—Supreme Court’s mandate.—Though the At-
torney General has the right to settle litigation, such “settlement” 
cannot circumscribe the execution of the Supreme Court’s mandate. 
Cascade Nat. Gas v. El Paso Nat. Gas, p. 129.

SEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; 
Rules.

SEX OFFENDERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7.

SHARES OF STOCK. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders.

SHERMAN ACT. See Robinson-Patman Act.

SHIPPING. See Admiralty, 1-2.

SHORTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1.

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Appeals, 2; Arrests, 2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 3; VII; Informers; Procedure, 6.

SPEEDY TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6.

STATE LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.
STATE PRISONERS. See Appeals, 1.
STATE PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, VII; Pro-

cedure, 6.

STATE STATUTES. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

STATE TAXES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3.
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII;

Government Contracts; Procedure, 6; Trading with the Enemy 
Act.

STATUTORY REMEDIES. See Trademarks.

STAYS. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1;
Procedure, 3.
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STEVEDORES. See Admiralty, 1.

STOCKHOLDERS. See also Railroad Mergers, 1.
Class voting—Proposed railroad merger—Application of state 

law.—In a proposed consolidation of the Missouri Pacific with a 
subsidiary railroad, Missouri law applies and requires the applica-
tion of the provisions of the MoPac’s corporate charter, which in 
turn requires a majority assent of the stockholders on a separate 
class-vote basis. Levin v. Mississippi River Corp., p. 162.

SUITS. See Government Contracts; Interpleader, 1-2; Juris-
diction, 2.

SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; 
Evidence; Procedure, 2.

SUPREME COURT. See Constitutional Law, VI; Divestiture; 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Jurisdiction, 
4; Procedure, 1; Settlements.

TAXES. See also Constitutional Law, I; Federal Power Com-
mission, 1-2.

1. Deductions for traveling expenses—Military officers—Perma-
nent duty post.—Expenditures for meals by military officer at 
permanent duty post to which his dependents were prohibited from 
accompanying him do not constitute deductible “traveling ex-
penses . . . [incurred] while away from home” within the meaning 
of 26 U. S. C. § 162 (a)(2). Commissioner v. Stidger, p. 287.

2. Federal Power Commission—Consolidated tax returns—Alloca-
tion of taxes.—The FPC formula, which allocates tax liability based 
upon consolidated tax returns among the group members which are 
regulated, regardless of whether they are regulated by it or by 
state or local authorities, is neither unjust, unreasonable nor a 
frustration of the tax laws. FPC v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., 
p. 237.

3. State use taxes—Collection by mail-order houses—Commerce 
Clause.—The Commerce Clause prohibits a State from imposing 
the duty of use tax collection and payment upon a seller whose only 
connection with customers in the State is by common carrier or by 
mail. Nat. Bellas Hess v. Dept, of Revenue, p. 753.

TAXICAB COMPANIES. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5.

TENANTS. See Public Housing.

TESTIMONIAL PRIVILEGE. See Arrests, 2; Informers.

TEXAS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, III, 2.

TOLLING. See Trading with the Enemy Act.
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TORT CLAIMS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 2.

TRADEMARKS.
Infringement—Lanham Act—Attorney’s fees.—Attorney’s fees are 

not recoverable under the Lanham Act, as the meticulous statutory 
provisions set forth in § 35 are exclusive of any other monetary 
remedies for violation of the trademark rights protected by the 
Act. Fleischmann Corp. v. Maier Brewing, p. 714.

TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT.
Distribution of vested assets—Creditors’ claims—Statute of lim-

itations.—Since the statutory scheme of § 34 of the Act, which was 
modeled on the Bankruptcy Act, was intended to provide a fair 
and equitable distribution of vested enemy assets to American citi-
zens and residents, the limitations period was tolled during the 
pendency of a timely suit challenging the rate of exchange ruling 
by the Attorney General and petitioners’ right to bring their suit 
was not foreclosed. Honda v. Clark, p. 484.
TRANSCRIPTS. See Appeals, 2.

TRANSPORTATION. See Interstate Commerce; Interstate Com-
merce Commission; Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 5; Railroad 
Mergers, 1-3.

TRAVELING EXPENSES. See Taxes, 1.

TREBLE-DAMAGE SUITS. See Robinson-Patman Act.

TRESPASS. See Constitutional Law, Vil; Procedure, 6.

TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; VI-VII; Evidence; Juris-
diction, 1; Procedure, 1-2, 6; Rules.

TUCKER ACT. See Government Contracts.

UNCONSTITUTIONALITY. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police
Officers.

UNDERWEAR. See Constitutional Law, II, 1.

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3;
Labor, 1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-3.

UNIONS. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-3.

UNSEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty, 1-2.

USE TAXES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3.

VERDICTS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules.*
VESTED PROPERTY. See Trading with the Enemy Act.
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VOLUNTARINESS. See Confessions.

VOTERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

VOTING. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders.

WAITING ROOM. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers.

WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1.

WARRANTS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, IV; Informers.

WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; Pro-
cedure, 2.

WORDS.
1. “After the right of action first accrues.”—28 U. S. C. § 2401 (a).

Crown Coat Front Co. v. U. S., p. 503.
2. “Home.”—Internal Revenue Code of 1954, §162 (a)(2), 26 

U. S. C. § 162 (a)(2). Commissioner v. Stidger, p. 287.

WORK PRESERVATION. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-3.

WRONGFUL DEATH. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules.

WRONGFUL DISCHARGE. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2.

WUNDERLICH ACT. See Government Contracts.

YEN CERTIFICATES. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

YOKOHAMA SPECIE BANK. See Trading with the Enemy Act.
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