
INDEX

ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE. See Taxes.

ACCRUAL METHOD. See Taxes.
ACQUIESCENCE. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Re-

view; Relief.
ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION. See Extraordinary Remedies; 

Judicial Review; Relief.
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. See Selective Service Regu-

lations.
ADMIRALTY. See also Jones Act.

Wrongful death—Federal maritime law—Unseaworthiness.—Peti-
tioner is not foreclosed from bringing action under federal maritime 
law, based on unseaworthiness, for wrongful death of her husband, 
a longshoreman, as wrongful-death action under such law is main-
tainable for breach of maritime duties. Moragne v. States Marine 
Lines, p. 375.
ALIENS. See Jones Act.
ANTIWAR DEMONSTRATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V;

Jurisdiction, 2.

APPEALS. See also Procedure, 1; Selective Service Regulations.
Direct appeal to Supreme Court—Order denying declaratory judg-

ment.—An order granting or denying only a declaratory judgment 
may not be appealed to Supreme Court under 28 U. S. C. § 1253, 
which permits “an appeal to the Supreme Court from an order 
granting or denying ... an interlocutory or permanent injunction.” 
Mitchell v. Donovan, p. 427.
ARBITRATION. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia 

Act; Procedure, 7, 9.
ARKANSAS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.
ARMED FORCES. See Constitutional Law, IV-V; Jurisdiction, 

2; Selective Service Act; Selective Service Regulations.
ARRESTS. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 

1-2.
ASSIGNMENT OF CASES. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judi-

cial Review; Relief.
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BAD DEBT RESERVES. See Taxes.

BALLOTS. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

BELATED ISSUE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.

BELIEFS. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective Service Act.

BENEFIT REDUCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II; Proce-
dure, 6.

BLACKMAIL. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

BURDEN OF PROOF. See also Constitutional Law, III, 1-2.
1. Motion for summary judgment—Refusal of service in lunch-

room—Conspiracy.—Respondent did not carry out its burden, as 
party moving for summary judgment, of showing absence of genuine 
issue of any material fact, as it did not foreclose possibility that 
there was policeman in store when petitioner was awaiting service 
(from which jury could infer an understanding between officer and 
an employee of respondent that petitioner not be served) and its 
failure to meet that burden requires reversal. Adickes v. Kress 
& Co., p. 144.

2. Summary judgment — Moving party — Opposing affidavits. — 
Because respondent failed to meet its initial burden as the party 
moving for summary judgment, petitioner was not required to come 
forward with suitable opposing affidavits under Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 
56 (e). Adickes v. Kress & Co., p. 144.

CANDIDATES. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Juries.

CASE ASSIGNMENTS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial 
Review; Relief.

CASE OR CONTROVERSY. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDERS. See National Labor Relations 
Board; Procedure, 5.

CERTIFICATION. See National Labor Relations Board; Pro-
cedure, 5.

CERTIORARI. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2; Pro-
cedure, 4; Sentences.

CHALLENGES TO JURORS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1 ; 
Juries.

CITY COUNCIL. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

CLASSIFICATIONS. See Selective Service Regulations.
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CLAYTON ACT. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 1.

COLLECTIVE-BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Injunctions, 
1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

COLOR OF LAW. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1-2.

COMMUNIST CONTROL ACT. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

COMMUNIST PARTY. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

CONCURRENT JURISDICTION. See Federal-State Relations;
Injunctions, 2; Jurisdiction, 1.

CONGRESSIONAL SILENCE. See Procedure, 9.

CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. See Constitutional Law, IV;
Selective Service Act; Selective Service Regulations.

CONSCIENTIOUS SCRUPLES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
Juries.

CONSPIRACY. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Burden of Proof, 1-2; 
Juries; Jurisdiction, 2; Libel; Procedure, 3, 6, 8; Selective 
Service Act; Sentences; Voting.

I. Double Jeopardy.
Murder charge—Conviction of voluntary manslaughter.—Though 

under the continuing-jeopardy principle petitioner could be retried 
for voluntary manslaughter, the lesser included offense, he could 
not, under the Double Jeopardy Clause, as made applicable to the 
States by the Fourteenth Amendment, be retried and subjected to 
hazard of conviction for murder, of which he had been impliedly 
acquitted when the jury refused to return a guilty verdict on that 
greater offense. Price v. Georgia, p. 323.

II. Due Process.
Notice and hearing—Reduction of welfare benefits.—District Court 

should consider bearing of Goldberg v. Kelly, 397 U. S. 254, and 
Wheeler v. Montgomery, 397 U. S. 280, on question of entitlement 
of welfare recipients to notice and hearing before reduction of 
benefits. Daniel v. Goliday, p. 73.

III. Equal Protection of the Laws.
1. Refusal of service in lunchroom—Conspiracy.—Involvement of 

policeman, a state official, whether or not his actions were lawful 
or authorized, in alleged conspiracy would plainly provide state 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
action needed to show direct violation of petitioner’s Fourteenth 
Amendment rights entitling her to relief under 42 U. S. C. § 1983, 
and private persons involved in such conspiracy are acting “under 
color” of law and can be liable under § 1983. Adickes v. Kress & 
Co., p. 144.

2. Refusal of service in lunchroom—State-enforced custom.—Peti-
tioner will have established a claim under 42 U. S. C. § 1983 for 
violation of her equal protection rights if she proves that she was 
refused service by respondent because of a state-enforced custom of 
requiring racial segregation in Hattiesburg restaurants. Adickes 
v. Kress & Co., p. 144.

3. Residents of federal enclaves—Voting.—Residents on grounds of 
National Institutes of Health are treated by State of Maryland, 
in which that federal enclave is located, as state residents to such 
an extent that it violates the Equal Protection Clause to deny 
them the right to vote in that State. Evans v. Cornman, p. 419.
IV. First Amendment.

Establishment of religion—Conscientious objector.—Petitioner’s 
conviction for refusal to submit to induction despite his claim for 
conscientious objector status, affirmed by the Court of Appeals, 
which concluded that his beliefs were not sufficiently “religious” 
to meet the terms of §6 (j) of the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act, is reversed. Welsh v. United States, p. 333.
V. Freedom of Speech.

Wearing of military uniform—Theatrical production.—Words “if 
the portrayal does not tend to discredit that armed force” in 10 
U. S. C. § 772 (f), which concerns the wearing of a military uniform 
in a theatrical production, impose an unconstitutional restraint on 
freedom of speech and must be stricken from the section to preserve 
its constitutionality. Schacht v. United States, p. 58.
VI. Freedom of Speech and Press.

Libel action against newspaper—Debate on public issue.—Trial 
court’s instructions, which permitted jury to find liability merely 
on basis of reported hostile remarks made during debate on public 
issue, violated First Amendment as made applicable to States by 
the Fourteenth, whether respondent is considered to be a “public 
official” or a “public figure.” Greenbelt Coop. Pub. Assn. v. Bresler, 
p. 6.
VII. Sixth Amendment.

1. Jurors opposed to capital punishment—Issue not raised below.— 
Although issue decided in Witherspoon v. Illinois, 391 U. S. 510, 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
that it is impermissible to remove from jury panel for cause pro-
spective jurors “because they voiced general objections to the death 
penalty or expressed conscientious or religious scruples against its 
infliction,” was not raised below, case is remanded to District Court 
for consideration of that issue. Maxwell v. Bishop, p. 262.

2. Speedy trial—Seven-year delay.—On record here where peti-
tioner, a federal prisoner, was at all times available to the State for 
trial on state criminal charge, there was no valid excuse for the 
seven-year prejudicial delay in bringing him to trial, and the judg-
ment against him must be vacated by the trial court. Dickey v. 
Florida, p. 30.

CONTACTS. See Jones Act.

CORPORATIONS. See Taxes.

COUNCILS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review;
Relief.

COURT OF APPEALS. See National Labor Relations Board; 
Procedure, 5.

COURTS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Juris-
diction, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

CRIMINAL LAW. See Constitutional Law, I; IV-V; VII, 1-2;
Juries; Jurisdiction, 2; Procedure, 3-4, 8; Selective Service 
Act; Selective Service Regulations; Sentences.

CRIMINAL TRESPASS. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 1-2.

CUSTODY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 8.

CUSTOM OF THE COMMUNITY. See Burden of Proof, 1-2;
Constitutional Law, III, 1-2.

CUSTOM OR USAGE. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 1-2.

DAMAGES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

DEATH ON THE HIGH SEAS ACT. See Admiralty.

DEATH SENTENCE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.

DEBATES ON PUBLIC ISSUES. See Constitutional Law, VI;
Libel.

DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

DELAY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 8.
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DEMONSTRATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE. 
See Procedure, 2.

DETAINER WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Pro-
cedure, 8.

DIRECT APPEALS. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

DISCREDITING THE ARMED FORCES. See Constitutional 
Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.

DISCRIMINATION. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1-2; Procedure, 2.

DISTRICT COURTS. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris-La-
Guardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

DISTRICT JUDGES. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Re-
view; Relief.

DOMICILIARIES. See Jones Act.

DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 
3-4; Sentences.

DRAFT BOARDS. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective Serv-
ice Act; Selective Service Regulations.

DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 4, 6; 
Sentences.

DURESS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review; Relief.

ELECTIONS. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, III, 3; National 
Labor Relations Board; Procedure, 1, 5; Voting.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Injunctions, 1; Jones Act; 
Labor; National Labor Relations Board; Norris-LaGuardia 
Act; Procedure, 5, 7, 9.

ENCLAVES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Voting.

ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDINGS. See National Labor Rela-
tions Board; Procedure, 5.

EPITHETS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Burden of Proof, 
1-2; Constitutional Law, III; Procedure, 2; Voting.

EQUITABLE REMEDIES. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris- 
LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, IV; 
Selective Service Act.
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EVIDENCE. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 
1-2.

EXCHANGE OF ASSETS. See Taxes.

EXEMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective Service 
Act; Selective Service Regulations.

EXTRAORDINARY REMEDIES. See also Judicial Review; 
Relief.

Action by Judicial Council—Challenge by District Judge—Su-
preme Court.—Whether or not Council’s action concerning assign-
ment of cases is reviewable here, petitioner District Judge, in 
present posture of case, is not entitled to extraordinary remedy 
that he seeks since, after expressly acquiescing in the division of 
cases in the district, following the Council’s later order, he has 
not sought relief either from the Council or other tribunal, and 
such relief may yet be open. Chandler v. Judicial Council, p. 74. 
FEDERAL ENCLAVES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Voting. 
FEDERAL JUDGES. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Re-

view; Relief.

FEDERAL MARITIME LAW. See Admiralty.
FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Admiralty; Constitu-

tional Law, II; VII, 2; Injunctions, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 1; 
Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 2, 7, 9.

Injunctions—Railway labor dispute—Self-help.—A federal injunc-
tion against state court proceedings otherwise proper under general 
equitable principles must be based on one of the specific statutory 
exceptions to 28 U. S. C. § 2283. The Federal District Court’s 
determination that the union had a right to “engage in self-help” 
under federal law, was not a decision that federal law precluded 
an injunction based on state law. Atlantic C. L. R. Co. v. 
Engineers, p. 281.

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; VII, 1;
Juries; Procedure, 3.

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV-VI; Juris-
diction, 2; Libel; Selective Service Act.

FLORIDA. See Admiralty; Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Proce-
dure, 8.

FLORIDA EAST COAST RAILWAY. See Federal-State Rela-
tions; Injunctions, 2; Jurisdiction, 1.

FORCE OF LAW. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1-2.
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FOREIGN VESSELS. See Jones Act.

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Con-
stitutional Law, I—III; VI-VII; Juries; Libel; Procedure, 2-4,
6, 8; Sentences; Voting.

FRANCHISE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Voting.

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdic-
tion, 2.

FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND PRESS. See Constitutional Law, 
VI; Libel.

GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3.

GREEK SHIPS. See Jones Act.

GREENBELT CITY COUNCIL. See Constitutional Law, VI; 
Libel.

GRIEVANCES. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia 
Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

GUIDELINES. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia 
Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

GUILT. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.

HARMLESS ERROR. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3.

HATTIESBURG. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2.

HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, II; Extraordinary Reme-
dies; Judicial Review; Procedure, 6; Relief.

HOSTILE REMARKS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

ILLINOIS. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 6.

IMPEACHMENT. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Re-
view; Relief.

IMPUTATION OF CRIME. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

INCOME TAXES. See Taxes.

INCREASED SENTENCES. See Procedure, 4; Sentences.

INDUCTION. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective Service Act; 
Selective Service Regulations.

INDUCTION CENTERS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdic-
tion, 2.



INDEX 1097

INJUNCTIONS. See also Appeals; Federal-State Relations; 
Jurisdiction, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 
1-2, 7, 9.

1. Arbitration — No-strike clause — Irreparable injury. — Here — 
where grievance was subject to arbitration under collective-bargain-
ing agreement, petitioner was ready for arbitration when strike was 
enjoined, and District Court concluded that respondent’s violations 
of no-strike clause were causing petitioner irreparable injury—the 
Norris-LaGuardia Act does not bar granting of injunctive relief. 
Boys Markets v. Clerks Union, p. 235.

2. Federal-state relations—Railway labor dispute—Picketing.—A 
federal injunction against state court proceedings otherwise proper 
under general equitable principles must be based on one of the 
specific statutory exceptions to 28 U. S. C. § 2283. The Federal 
District Court’s determination that the union had a right to “engage 
in self-help” under federal law, was not a decision that federal law 
precluded an injunction based on state law. Atlantic C. L. R. Co. 
v. Engineers, p. 281.
INJURIES. See Jones Act.
INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Taxes.
INTERVENING DECISIONS. See Procedure, 2.
INTERVENING ELECTION. See National Labor Relations

Board; Procedure, 5.
INTERVIEWS. See Selective Service Regulations.
IRREPARABLE INJURY. See Federal-State Relations; Injunc-

tions, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; 
Procedure, 7, 9.

JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3.
JONES ACT. See also Admiralty.

Greek seaman on Greek ship—American territorial waters—Ma-
jority stockholder is American domiciliary.—In totality of circum-
stances of this case, which is factually distinguishable from Lauritzen 
v. Larsen, 345 U. S. 571, the Jones Act is applicable, the alien 
owner’s substantial and continuing contacts with this country out-
weighing other factors against the Act’s applicability here. Hellenic 
Lines v. Rhoditis, p. 306.
JUDGES. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review; Relief.
JUDGE’S INSTRUCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel. 
JUDICIAL COUNCILS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial

Review; Relief.
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JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Extraordinary Remedies; Federal- 
State Relations; Injunctions, 2; Jurisdiction, 1; Relief.

Supreme Court—Action by Judicial Council—Challenge by Dis-
trict Judge.—Whether or not Council’s action concerning assignment 
of cases is reviewable here, petitioner District Judge, in present 
posture of case, is not entitled to extraordinary remedy that he 
seeks since, after expressly acquiescing in the division of cases in 
the district, following the Council’s later order, he has not sought 
relief either from the Council or other tribunal, and such relief 
may yet be open. Chandler v. Judicial Council, p. 74.

JURIES. See also Constitutional Law, VI; VII, 1; Libel.
Jurors opposed to capital punishment—Sixth Amendment—Issue 

not raised below.—Although issue decided in Witherspoon v. Illinois, 
391 U. S. 510, that it is impermissible to remove from jury panel 
for cause prospective jurors “because they voiced general objections 
to the death penalty or expressed conscientious or religious scruples 
against its infliction,” was not raised below, case is remanded to 
District Court for consideration of that issue. Maxwell v. Bishop, 
p. 262.

JURISDICTION. See also Admiralty; Appeals; Constitutional 
Law, V; Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Labor; 
Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 1, 7, 9.

1. Concurrent jurisdiction—’Injunctions—Railway labor dispute.— 
Since the state and federal courts had concurrent jurisdiction neither 
court could prevent a party from simultaneously pursuing claims 
in both courts, and an injunction was not “necessary in aid of” 
the District Court’s jurisdiction because the state court may have 
acted improperly in light of Railroad Trainmen v. Jacksonville 
Terminal Co., 394 U. S. 369, as the state court’s assumption of 
jurisdiction over state law claims did not hinder federal court’s 
jurisdiction. Atlantic C. L. R. Co. v. Engineers, p. 281.

2. Supreme Court—Timeliness of filing petition for certiorari— 
Rules.—The time requirement for filing a petition for certiorari 
specified in Supreme Court Rule 22 (2) is not jurisdictional and 
may be waived by the Court. Schacht v. United States, p. 58.

LABOR. See also Injunctions, 1; National Labor Relations
Board; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 5, 7, 9.

Arbitration Norris-LaGuardia Act.—Arbitration is an important 
instrument of federal policy for resolving labor disputes and a 
refusal to arbitrate is not an abuse against which the Act was 
aimed. The literal terms of § 4 of the Act must be accommodated 
to the subsequently enacted provisions of § 301 (a) of the Labor 
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LABOR—Continued.
Management Relations Act and the purposes of arbitration, equitable 
remedies to enforce which are essential to further congressional 
policy for peacefully resolving labor disputes. Boys Markets v. 
Clerks Union, p. 235.

LABOR DISPUTES. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 
2; Jurisdiction, 1.

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Injunctions, 
1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

LAND FOR SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

LESSER INCLUDED OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I;
Procedure, 3.

LIBEL. See also Constitutional Law, VI.
Newspaper accounts of City Council meetings—“Blackmail”— 

Epithets.—In this case, where it is undisputed that publishers’ 
reports of the council meetings were accurate, word “blackmail” 
was not slanderous when spoken, or libelous when reported by 
petitioners, as there is no evidence that word was used to impute 
a crime to respondent or was intended as more than a vigorous 
epithet. Greenbelt Coop. Pub. Assn. v. Bresler, p. 6.

LONGSHOREMEN. See Admiralty.

LUNCHROOMS. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law,
III, 1-2.

MALICE. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

MANDAMUS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review;
Relief.

MANSLAUGHTER. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3.
MARITIME INJURIES. See Jones Act.
MARITIME TORTS. See Admiralty.

MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; VI; Libel; Proce-
dure, 4; Sentences; Voting.

MILITARY SERVICE. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective 
Service Act.

MILITARY UNIFORMS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdic-
tion, 2.

MINNESOTA. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

MISSISSIPPI. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2.
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MOOTNESS. See National Labor Relations Board; Procedure, 5.

MORAL CODES. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective Service 
Act.

MURDER. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3.

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 3; Voting.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See also Proce-
dure, 5.

Unfair labor practices — Representation elections — Enforcement 
proceedings.—Where NLRB order sets aside representation election 
because of employer’s unfair labor practices and proscribes such 
conduct in the future, judicial proceedings to enforce the order 
are not rendered moot by an intervening valid election. NLRB 
v. Raytheon Co., p. 25.

NEGOTIATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

NEGROES. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 
1-2.

NET WORTH. See Taxes.

NEWSPAPERS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

NEW YORK. See Procedure, 2.

NORRIS-LaGUARDIA ACT. See also Federal-State Relations;
Injunctions, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 1; Labor; Procedure, 7, 9.

Arbitration—No-strike clause—Irreparable injury.—Here—where 
grievance was subject to arbitration under collective-bargaining 
agreement, petitioner was ready for arbitration when strike was 
enjoined, and District Court concluded that respondent’s violations 
of no-strike clause were causing petitioner irreparable injury—the 
Norris-LaGuardia Act does not bar granting of injunctive relief. 
Boys Markets v. Clerks Union, p. 235.

NO-STRIKE CLAUSE. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris-La-
Guardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

NOTICE AND HEARING. See Constitutional Law, II; Proce-
dure, 6.

OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3.

OKLAHOMA. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review;
Relief.

ORDERS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review; Relief.
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ORGANIZED RELIGIOUS GROUPS. See Constitutional Law, 
IV; Selective Service Act.

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Ju-
dicial Review; Relief.

PARTNERSHIPS. See Taxes.
PENDENT CLAIMS. See Procedure, 2.
PERSONAL APPEARANCES. See Selective Service Regulations.

PETITIONS FOR CERTIORARI. See Constitutional Law, V;
Jurisdiction, 2.

PICKETING. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; 
Jurisdiction, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

POLICEMEN. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2.

PREJUDICIAL DELAY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Pro-
cedure, 8.

PRIMA FACIE SHOWING. See Selective Service Regulations.
PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 8.
PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty; Appeals; Burden of Proof, 

1-2; Constitutional Law, I—II; III, 1-2; V-VII; Extraordinary 
Remedies; Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Judicial 
Review; Juries; Jurisdiction, 1-2; Labor; Libel; National 
Labor Relations Board; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Relief; Selec-
tive Service Regulations; Sentences.

1. Direct appeal to Supreme Court—Order denying declaratory 
judgment.—An order granting or denying only a declaratory judg-
ment may not be appealed to Supreme Court under 28 U. S. C. 
§ 1253, which permits “an appeal to the Supreme Court from an 
order granting or denying ... an interlocutory or permanent in-
junction.” Mitchell v. Donovan, p. 427.

2. Disparity of welfare payments—Challenge on equal protection 
and statutory grounds — Preliminary injunction. — District Court, 
which granted preliminary injunction on basis of violation of equal 
protection in disparate welfare payments, should have opportunity 
to pass on propriety of granting interim relief on basis of appellees’ 
statutory claims, in light of subsequently decided case of Rosado v. 
Wyman, 397 U. S. 397, or, if question is reached, continuing the 
injunction in light of Dandridge v. Williams, 397 U. S. 471. Wyman 
v. Rothstein, p. 275.

3. Harmless error—Murder charge—Conviction of voluntary man-
slaughter.—In view of hazard of conviction of murder in the
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second trial and the possible effect upon the jury of the murder 
charge, the second jeopardy was not harmless error. The issue 
whether petitioner can be retried for voluntary manslaughter under 
Georgia law is to be resolved on remand. Price v. Georgia, p. 323.

4. Increased sentence on retrial—Due process—Writ of certiorari 
dismissed.—Following grant of certiorari here, where petitioner was 
given increased sentence after retrial, to consider retroactivity of 
North Carolina n . Pearce, 395 U. S. 711, facts emerged indicating 
that the due process standards of that case were not violated here, 
and the writ is dismissed. Moon v. Maryland, p. 319.

5. NLRB order — Enforcement proceedings — Intervening valid 
representation election.—Where NLRB order sets aside representa-
tion election because of employer’s unfair labor practices and pro-
scribes such conduct in the future, judicial proceedings to enforce 
the order are not rendered moot by an intervening valid election. 
NLRB v. Raytheon Co., p. 25.

6. Notice and hearing—Reduction of welfare benefits.—District 
Court should consider bearing of Goldberg n . Kelly, 397 U. S. 254, 
and Wheeler n . Montgomery, 397 U. S. 280, on question of entitle-
ment of welfare recipients to notice and hearing before reduction 
of benefits. Daniel v. Goliday, p. 73.

7. Removal procedure—State courts—Labor disputes —Congress 
did not intend that the removal procedure, as applied to suits 
under § 301 (a) of the Labor Management Relations Act initially 
brought in state courts and removed to federal courts, be used 
to foreclose completely injunctive and other remedies otherwise 
available in state courts. Boys Markets v. Clerks Union, p. 235.

8. Speedy trial—State criminal trial of federal prisoner—Seven-
year delay. On record here where petitioner, a federal prisoner, 
was at all times available to the State for trial on state criminal 
charge, there was no valid excuse for the seven-year prejudicial 
delay in bringing him to trial, and the judgment against him must 
be vacated by the trial court. Dickey v. Florida, p. 30.

9. Stare decisis—Congressional silence—Re-examination of deci-
sion.—Doctrine of stare decisis, “a principle of policy and not a 
mechanical formula,” does not bar re-examination of Sinclair Re-
fining Co. v. Atkinson, 3/0 U. S. 195, nor does the mere silence of 
Congress since Sinclair was decided foreclose reconsideration of that 
decision. Boys Markets v. Clerks Union, p. 235.

PROMPT TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 8. 

PROOF. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 1-2.
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PUBLIC ASSISTANCE. See Constitutional Law, II; Procedure, 
2, 6.

PUBLICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
PUBLIC EATING PLACES. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Con-

stitutional Law, III, 1-2.
PUBLIC FIGURES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
PUBLIC ISSUES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
PUBLIC OFFICIALS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
PUBLISHERS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Con-

stitutional Law, III, 1-2.
RAILROADS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 2; 

Jurisdiction, 1.
RAILWAY LABOR ACT. See Federal-State Relations; Injunc-

tions, 2; Jurisdiction, 1.
REAL ESTATE DEVELOPER. See Constitutional Law, VI; 

Libel.
RECKLESS DISREGARD. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
RECLASSIFICATIONS. See Selective Service Regulations.
RECOVERY. See Taxes.
REDUCTION OF BENEFITS. See Constitutional Law, II; Pro-

cedure, 6.
RE-EXAMINATION OF DECISION. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; 

Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.
REFUSAL OF SERVICE. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitu-

tional Law, III, 1-2.
REGISTRY OF SHIPS. See Jones Act.
REGULATIONS. See Selective Service Regulations.
RELIEF. See also Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 

III, 1-2; Extraordinary Remedies; Federal-State Relations; 
Injunctions, 2; Judicial Review; Jurisdiction, 1.

Action by Judicial Council—Challenge by District Judge—Su-
preme Court.—Whether or not Council’s action concerning assign-
ment of cases is reviewable here, petitioner District Judge, in 
present posture of case, is not entitled to extraordinary remedy 
that he seeks since, after expressly acquiescing in the division of 
cases in the district, following the Council’s later order, he has 
not sought relief either from the Council or other tribunal, and 
such relief may yet be open. Chandler v. Judicial Council, p. 74.
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RELIGIOUS BELIEFS. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective 
Service Act; Selective Service Regulations.

RELIGIOUS SCRUPLES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1 ; Juries.

REMEDIES. See Admiralty; Extraordinary Remedies; Injunc-
tions, 1; Judicial Review; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; 
Procedure, 7, 9; Relief.

REMOVAL. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; 
Procedure, 7, 9.

REOPENING CLASSIFICATIONS. See Selective Service Regu-
lations.

REPORTING OF NEWS. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

REPRESENTATION ELECTIONS. See National Labor Relations
Board; Procedure, 5.

RESENTENCES. See Procedure, 4; Sentences.

RESERVES FOR BAD DEBTS. See Taxes.

RESIDENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Jones Act; Voting.

RESTAURANTS. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2.

RETRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3-4; 
Sentences.

RETROACTIVITY. See Procedure, 4; Sentences.

REVOCATION OF ORDERS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Ju-
dicial Review; Relief.

RIGHT TO VOTE. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Voting.

RULES. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.

SAILORS. See Jones Act.

SCHOOL SITES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

SCRUPLES AGAINST DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional 
Law, VII, 1; Juries.

SEAMEN. See Jones Act.

SECONDARY BOYCOTTS. See Federal-State Relations; In-
junctions, 2; Jurisdiction, 1.

SEGREGATION. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2.
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SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. See also Constitutional Law, IV; 
Selective Service Regulations.

Conscientious objector—Religious beliefs.—Petitioner’s conviction 
for refusal to submit to induction despite his claim for conscientious 
objector status, affirmed by the Court of Appeals, which concluded 
that his beliefs were not sufficiently “religious” to meet the terms 
of §6 (j) of the Universal Military Training and Service Act, is 
reversed. Welsh v. United States, p. 333.

SELECTIVE SERVICE REGULATIONS.
Reopening classification—Conscientious objector—Administrative 

appeal.—Where registrant makes nonfrivolous allegations of facts 
not previously considered by his draft board, that, if true, would 
be sufficient to warrant granting reclassification, board must reopen 
the classification, unless truth of new allegations is conclusively 
refuted by other reliable information in registrant’s file, thus afford-
ing registrant an administrative appeal from an adverse determina-
tion on the merits. Mulloy v. United States, p. 410.

SELF-HELP. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 2; Juris-
diction, 1.

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.

SENTENCE OF DEATH. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.

SENTENCES. See also Procedure, 4.
Increased sentence on retrial—Due process—Writ of certiorari 

dismissed.—Following grant of certiorari here, where petitioner was 
given increased sentence after retrial, to consider retroactivity of 
North Carolina v. Pearce, 395 U. S. 711, facts emerged indicating 
that the due process standards of that case were not violated here, 
and the writ is dismissed. Moon v. Maryland, p. 319.

SENTENCING STANDARDS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1;
Juries.

SHIPS. See Admiralty; Jones Act.

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII; Juries;
Procedure, 8.

SKITS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.

SLANDER. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

SPEEDY TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 8.

STANDARDS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.

STARE DECISIS. See Admiralty; Procedure, 9.
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STATE ACTION. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1-2.

STATE COURTS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2;
Jurisdiction, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

STATE-ENFORCED CUSTOM. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Con-
stitutional Law, III, 1-2.

STATE LEGISLATOR. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.

STATE RESIDENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Voting.

STATE TERRITORIAL WATERS. See Admiralty.

STATE-WIDE CUSTOM. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 1-2.

STATUTORY CLAIMS. See Procedure, 2.

STORE RESTAURANTS. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 1-2.

STRATEGY. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review; 
Relief.

STREET SKITS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.
STRIKES. See Injunctions, 1; Labor; Norris-LaGuardia Act;

Procedure, 7, 9.
SUMMARY JUDGMENT. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitu-

tional Law, III, 1-2.
SUPREME COURT. See Appeals; Procedure, 1.

1. Amendments to Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, p. 975.
2. Amendments to Rules of Civil Procedure for the United States

District Courts, p. 981.
3. Appointment of Clerk, p. 946.
4. Appointment of Director of Administrative Office of the United 

States Courts, p. 946.
5. Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to United States 

Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit, p. 932.
6. Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to United States

Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, p. 933.
7. Rules of the Supreme Court, p. 1009.

SUPREME COURT RULES. See Constitutional Law, V; Juris-
diction, 2.

SWITCHING YARDS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 
2; Jurisdiction, 1.

TAX BENEFIT RULE. See Taxes.
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TAXES.
Income taxes—Transfer of partnership assets to corporation—Bad 

debt reserve.—The so-called tax benefit rule, that recovery of item 
that produced income tax benefit in a prior year is to be added to 
income in recovery year, is not applicable here as partnership, al-
though its business terminated with transfer of assets to corporation 
and it had no “need” for bad debt reserve, received no gain as 
result of transaction and there was thus no “recovery” of the 
benefit of the bad debt reserve. Nash v. United States, p. 1.

TEACHERS. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law,
III, 1-2.

TENTH CIRCUIT. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Re-
view; Relief.

TERRITORIAL WATERS. See Admiralty; Jones Act.

THEATRICAL PRODUCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V;
Jurisdiction, 2.

THEISTIC BELIEFS. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective 
Service Act.

TIMELINESS OF FILING. See Constitutional Law, V; Juris-
diction, 2.

TRANSFER OF ASSETS. See Taxes.

TRANSPORTATION. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 
2; Jurisdiction, 1.

TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 3.

TRIBUNALS. See Extraordinary Remedies; Judicial Review;
Relief.

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See National Labor Relations 
Board; Procedure, 5.

UNIFORMS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.

UNIONS. See Federal-State Relations; Injunctions, 1-2; Juris-
diction, 1; Labor; National Labor Relations Board; Norris- 
LaGuardia Act; Procedure, 7, 9.

UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING AND SERVICE ACT.
See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective Service Act.

UNSEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty.

UNTIMELINESS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.

VAGRANCY. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional Law,
III, 1-2.
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VALID ELECTION'S. See National Labor Relations Board; Pro-
cedure, 5.

VENIREMEN. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; Juries.

VESSELS. See Admiralty; Jones Act.

VIETNAM CONFLICT. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdic-
tion, 2.

VOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER. See Constitutional Law, I; 
Procedure, 3.

VOTING. See also Constitutional Law, III, 3.
Residents of federal enclaves—Equal protection of the laws.— 

Residents on grounds of National Institutes of Health are treated 
by the State of Maryland, in which that federal enclave is located, 
as state residents to such an extent that it violates the Equal 
Protection Clause to deny them the right to vote in that State. 
Evans v. Cornman, p. 419.

WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 2.

WAR. See Constitutional Law, IV; Selective Service Act.

WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 8.

WEARING OF UNIFORM. See Constitutional Law, V; Juris-
diction, 2.

WELFARE PAYMENTS. See Constitutional Law, II; Proce-
dure, 2, 6.

WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA. See Extraordinary 
Remedies; Judicial Review; Relief.

WHITE TEACHER. See Burden of Proof, 1-2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1-2.

WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2; Procedure, 8.

WORDS.
1. “Religious training and belief.” §6 (j), Universal Military 

Training and Service Act, 50 U. S. C. App. §456 (j). Welsh v. 
United States, p. 333.

2. “Theatrical production.” 10 U. S. C. § 772 (f). Schacht v. 
United States, p. 58.

WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND/OR PROHIBITION. See Ex-
traordinary Remedies; Judicial Review; Relief.

WRONGFUL DEATH. See Admiralty.

ZONING VARIANCES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Libel.
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