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Workers Skipped Over
in Pay Raises, Irked . B
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The amount of yearly salary un-| estored in Two Agencies
der the bill just passed, that will Library of Congress and the
{be reflected in tl}e ﬁrs_t pay period gArchitect of the Capital personnel
iafter July 1 which will' be about fofficials fold the AFRO that their
Aug. 1, as compared to what is re- mployees are still working under




Atta@ke{r Hunted
By 300 to 500 Men

OPELOUSAS, La., July 12—(&)
—A relentless search continued
today for two men who killed a]
retired naval officer and raped his
woman companion.

The office of Sheriff Clayton
Guilbeau said that between 300

and 500 men-—the greatest man-
hunt in the history of St. Landry
Parish—was concentrated around
Melville, 22 miles northeast of
here.

Guildbeau, who led the search,
identified the slain man as Albert
B. Couvillion, Melville, 39-year-
old former naval lieutenant. The
sheriff said two men, believed to
be Negroes, fractured Couvillion’s}
skull, shot him to death and raped
his 21-year-old woman companion |
several times.




Office of the Marshal,
Supreme Conrt of the Nnited States
Washington, D. .

August 5, 1916

MEMORANDUM TO: Mr. Paul L. Kelley
Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice

I am advised that should the radio you request be for
M"official use" and the Chief Justice will approve its pur-
chase, I will, upon receipt of a memorandum from you re-
questing its purchase for "official use", do my best to
obtain the model and make radio you desire.

In selecting one please remember that this building
has direct not alternating current.

THOS. E. WAGGAN
Marshal, Supreme CourB5-U.S.




C = SF -~ Marshall
General

August 12, 1946

MEMORANDUM TO: My, Thos. B, W "
Harshall, Supreme Court, U.S.

In response to your memorandum of August 5th, concerning
the purchase of a radio for the official use of the Chief Jus-
tice, I would be pleased if you would arrange to make such pur-
chase at your earliest convenience, Any good make, I am sure,
will be entirely satisfactory.

I presume that you will take cognizance of the fact that
the building is wired for direct and not alternating current.

Aduinistrative Assistant
to the Chief Justice.

PLK :McH



6 = SF - Marshall
General

Offire of the Marshal,
Supreme Gonrt of the Pnited States

Washington, B. (.




Office of the Marshal,

Supreme Gonrt of the Ynited States

Washington, A. .




Offtee of the Marshal,

Supreme Gonrt of the United States

Washington, 7. d.
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Supreme Court of the Umited States.

Memorandum.

to the Chief Justices
g le gV R ST ISy A : d “7.11
Copies of the attached card wi

be placed on the tables 1in

December 30th at noon, if




MESSAGE TO PATRONS

If the threatened strike of production and ser-
vice cafeteria workers materializes on January 1,
this cafeteria will be closed throughout the

emergencyo

Any inconvenience you may suffer as a result of
the above is regretted,

GOVERNMENT SERVICES, INC.
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If the threatened strike of production and ser-=
vice cafeteria workers materializes on January 1,
this cafeteria will be closed throughout the

emergencyo

Any inconvenience you may suffer as a result of
the above is regretted,

GOVERNMENT SERVICES; INC,.




MESSAGE TO PATRONS

If the threatened strike of production and ser-=
vice cafeteria workers materializes on Jamuary 1,
this cafeteria will be closed throughout the
emergency.

Any inconvenience you mey suffer as a result of
the gbove is regretted,

COVERNMENT SERVICES, INC,
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Offtre of the Marshal,
Supreme Conrt of the Anited States
Washington, B. ¢.

May 13, 1947

MEMORANDUM TO: Mr, Paul Kelley, Administrative Assistant to the
Chief Justice of the United States.

The attached paper with a card saying, "If helpful and not infra
dignotem, will you transmit these to the Justices.

The author, Harold Ge Aron, is the gentleman who was offering
to sell us the Rosenthal pictures of the Court. Do you think he pre=—
pared this article in the course of figuring out whether or not he could
sue us for not buying his pictureg, or is he preparing to stumble over the

base of one of our columns?

7>

Those E. Waggaman




Federal Tort Claims Act:

Comments and Questions for Practising Lawyers

by Harold G. Aron - of the New York Bar

® The enactment of the Federal Tort Claims Act, as a part of the Legislative Re-
organization Act of 1946, was “a stupendous break with a very ancient past’. That
“The King can do no wrong'" ceased to be law of the land. The new statute is
having many consequences, and is creating many problems, for lawyers and their
clients, throughout the United States.

In fulfillment of our function of giving to our readers prompt and useful information
as to new legislation and its effects, Former Congressman Aaron L. Ford, of the
Mississippi and District of Columbia Bars, wrote for our November issue (page 741)
an avuthoritative article on the Legislative Reorganization Act, to which he had had
a relationship. At page 744 he discussed the Federal Tort Claims Act. In our present
issue, Professor Borchard, of the Yale Law School and the Section of Municipal Law,
gives a further analysis of the latter statute, and also surveys the present situation
and proposed legislation as to the liability of States and municipalities.

To the foregoing we add trenchant comments on the new federal statute, by
Harold G. Aron, of the New York Bar. He poses many practical and challenging
questions, from his long experience. Mr. Aron was born in Brooklyn, was graduated
from Hamilton College and the New York Law School and was admitted in 1908 to
the New York Bar, of which he has since been a member in active practice. During
1911-19 he was a Professor of Law at the New York Law School. From time to time
he has been a special counsel for various federal and State boards, officers and
agencies, including the Shipping Board and the Attorney General. He is the author
of several books as to the law of evidence and of real property. Practising lawyers

may find help in some of the questions which he raises.

® Professor Borchard’s paper seems
to me to make a valiant attempt to
cover a broad field of subjects which
are not cognate in origin, theory o
practice. To treat them together seems
to me to leave a blurred picture where
legal

his outstanding scholarship

would have been of great value in

etching what is a dramatically [a

reaching development in Anglo-Sax-

on Law—comparable in significance,
in the light of the trend of political
economy, with the abandonment of
trial by ordeal.

The barrier which precludes treat-
ing together the subjects of “tort
claims against . municipal, State
and federal governments” is the vary-
ing type of political sovereignty, if

it may be so called, which is involved

when one deals with wrongs wrought
by the United States of America, by
the several States of the Union, and
by municipal corporations. Under
our Constitution, the United States
is a sovereign in an extremely limited
sense, as far as municipal law is con-
cerned; and none of its Courts have
any inherent jurisdiction. The States,
on the other hand, subject only to
specific limitations of their own ac-
ceptance under the Federal Constitu-
tion, are truly sovereign in their
domains; and their Courts possess
inherently all of the judicial powers
which have accumulated and vested
over the centuries of Anglo-Saxon
jurisprudence. Municipal corpora-
tions, as mere creatures of the State,
have of course no sovereignty; they
possess only such arbitrary powers as
the State may, again within its own
constitutional limitations, delegate.
The transitions and developments
with which Professor Borchard deals
stem from the hardships which grew
out of the concept, expressed in
the maxim, “The King can do no
wrong”, but their rationale is quite
independent and different.

The enactment by the 79th Con-
gress of the Federal Tort Claims Act
(Public Law 601), coupled with the
very recent official statement by the
Lord Chancellor of England that the
Crown is about to give up its legal

immunity from suits in tort and con-




HAROLD G. ARON

tract, marks an historic milestone in
the Anglo-Saxon law and reveals
again the graceful flexibility of Our
Lady of the Common Law in meeting
changed conditions through the cen
turies. Withal, it is a strange com-
pound which lies behind this far
reaching change in the two countries;
and the fact that they are contempo-
rancous is not an historical accident,
if such there ever be. To the Lord
Chancellor, the doctrine that “The
King can do no wrong” is a “su
vival that should be swept away”;
and the Senate Committee which re-
ported the Federal Tort Claims bill
said, cogently and succinctly and
more to the point (Semate Report
1400), as to the Government’s ex:
emption from actions “with respect
to any common law tort,” that “its

only justification scems historical

History of Private
Laws as to Cl

Some future historian, if he digs
deep enough, may opine that the
proximate cause of the Federal Tort
Claims Act was the long-existing and
troublesome practice of private laws,
relicf bills and Committees on Glaims,
which the Act abolishes, although in
practice this abolition has merely
resulted, thus far, that relief measures
are routed to the Judiciary Commit
tee of the House and to the Finance
and other Standing Committees of
the Senate which have survived the
Reorganization Act. A careful read-
ing of the Federal Tort Claims Act
will reveal adequate “escape clauses”
to preserve, when needed, all the
prior prerogatives of the Congress as
10 relief bills, private laws and claims
against the United States, and that

what Congress really did, and wisely,
was to dump a load of troubles on
the federal Courts, without sur
the powers it had

rendering any o
when the first relief bill was intro
duced and became a private law in
1790

Presidents since the days of Adams
and statesmen since the time of Sena
tor Brodhead have railed against the
practice of relicf bills and private
laws; but it was not until 1855 that
the Court of Claims was created, with
its powers somewhat broadened twen-
ty years later. At no time until Presi
dent Truman affixed his signaturc
last August 2 o the Act to reorganiz
the Congress could an American citi-
7en sue his Government for its wrong
doing, if it went beyond a breach of
contract or some specific Act of Con
gress. Yet as long ago as 1884, the
United States Supreme Court, in
Langford v. United States (101 U. S
$42) had said, as to the doctrine that

I'he King can do no wrong” and
was immune from suit, that “neither
in reference to the Government of
the United States or the several
States, or any of their officers, the
English maxim has an existence in
this country.”

Nevertheless every Congress, before
and since that decision, has been
burdened and cursed—as many con-
scientious Members have felt, and
there have been many—with thou-
sands of relief bills sccking sanction
as private laws, because the United
States could not be sued for its
wrongdoing, even when a negligently
driven mail truck permanently in-
jured an innocent child or killed the
breadwinner of a houschold. In the
last twelve Congresses, approximately
16,000 relief bills on behalf of such
private claims have been introduced,
of which about one in ten has been
enacted into a private law. Not a few
of them have been extremely private,
New Statute Means a Vast
Volume of Litigation
T'he sheer volume of new litigation
which the Federal Tort Claims Act
will generate and force upon  the
Courts of the United States, their
judges, and the law officers of Gov-
crnment, puts a duty squarely upon

the shoulders of the legal profession;
and it scems to me regrettable that
the New York State Bar Association
should have scen fit to publish an
attack on its provisions limiting the
lees of attorneys, under the caption
“Enchaining the Lawyer” (Letter
No. 113; October 30, 1946) . In de

bates on the floor o

{ the House o
Representatives, when previous at
tempts were made (o pass this salu-
tary legislation, bitter things have
been said against the Bar, as, for
example, that:

We must remember that the Amer
ican Bar Association is composed of
lawyers and that lawyers are prosecut
ing claims, and that lawyers want to

t the law into the position where
they can most readily and practically
represent their clients. Tt is urged as
a conclusive argument in favor of it
that the Bar Associations of the
United States are behind this bill. Of
course, they are. The bill opens up a
wremendous new field of litigation
When the bill passes, the actions
igainst the Federal Government will
be multiplied by tens of thousands.
The bill ought to be labelled a bill
for the relief of lawyers in general and
umbulance chasing lawyers in partic
ular. Every one who stumbles on the
post-ofiice steps or who slips or falls in
this Capitol Building or who is
injured, in any way, in the national
parks or the national forests, is going
to run to his lawyer and bring an
action against the Government. 1
make a prediction that in addition to
its being an invitation to ambulance
chasing lawyers, it will be a direct in-
vitation to district attorneys and their
deputy district attorneys to make easy
settlements in favor of those whom
they owe some political obligation.!

Many New Problems Are

Created for Practitioners

Whenever the law breaks with the
past by positive legislative action, no
resulting statute springs “full-armed
from the brain of Jove.” The Federal
Tort Claims Act has flaws, inepti
tudes and ambiguities, which can be

troublesome. It is to be hoped that
the Bar will show a degree of self-
discipline which will negate and stul-
tify such
quoted

cusations as those I have

The new law is a stupendous break
with a very ancient past, due, chiefly
and realistically, to the fact that, as
was said of the Senate Committee

which reported it (supra): “With the
expansion of government activities
in recent years, it hecomes especially
important to grant private individu-
als the right to suc the Government
in respect of such torts as negligence
in the operation of vehicles.” This is
a classic of understatement, of over-
simplification, and of using language
to conceal thought. Tt would have
been more disingenuous to have said
‘On account of Marxian socialism,
the New Deal and the results of
incipient communism”, and to have
recognized the fact that the range
of the new statute is as wide as the
substantive law; that the procedural
questions which it raises are as far-
flung as the adjective law, and that
the problems of proof as intricate as
any aspect of the probative law.

For example, practitioners are al-
ready wandering in terra incognita,
not even certain as to how to desig-
nate the United States as a defend-
ant. One action already begun de-
scribes the defendant as a sovereign
corporation, a combination of only
two words that will excite the mind
of any legal scholar and perhaps
prompt dozens of law review con-
uibutions.

Practical Questions Under

the New Act
T'o mention
already being faced, in litigation
begun or about to be begun under
this new Federal Tort Claims Act:
Are admissions against interest by
Presidents, Generals of the Armies,
members of the Cabinet, and lesser

few of the problems,

government officials, competent evi-
dence in | claim, where the
rights of the inventor of the long-
distance  telephone were sold to
France by the United States Govern-
ment, without his knowledge or con.
sent or compensation to him? Are
statements of Secretaries of State,
Ambassadors and other foreign en-
voys admissible, where an American
exporter was swindled by the Im-
perial German Government and the
negligence of the Government of the
United States? Are statements made
by official American agents before
Mixed Claims Tribunals cligible as
evidence, where an old lady lost her

all by failing to leave attached to her
German bonds the coupons, when
ainst Ger-
many under the Settlement of War
ms Act after the last war?

Au contraire, are the self-serving
declarations of officials and burcau.
crats of the United States Govern-

she presented her claim

ment admissible against a plaintiff
who sues under the Federal Tort
Claims Act? Can there be, as against
the United States, an examination
before trial or its equivalent? Has
any District Court jurisdiction under
the Act, where it is proper or neces-
sary to join a Cabinet officer or other
public official, or does the old rule
apply that all such actions must be
brought in the District of Columbia?
Then, too, there is this magnificent
question, which arises in litigation
already on its way to the Courts
Does a h of trust, express or
constructive, such as arose, on the
part of the United States, under the
Settlement of the War Claims Act
as to unpaid holders of awards of the
Mixed Claims Commission (United
States and Germany) sound in tort
under the new law as it does basically
and philosophically?

Is the Remedy Under the

New Act Exclusive?

Again: Is the remedy under this Act
exclusive, despite its language, where
the wrong sued for emanates from
the operative effect of an Act of Con-
gress, or is there also a remedy in the
Court of Claims under the Tucker
Act, despite the fact that the action
originates ex delicto? When does the
Statute of Limitations prescribed in
the Federal Tort Claims Act begin
to run, where the tort s, as it may
be and is in some pending litigation,

conversion and fraud? Does the doc-

trine of res ipsa loquitur apply, un.
der this new law, and to what extent
does the settled substantive law of
principal and agent apply to a de
fendant (the United States) with two

million employees? Naturally, as in
any initial legislation, covering so
broad a field, the language of the
new Act is inadequate, when it comes
to its saving clauses and exceptions.

Congressianal Recorc

1
pages 18207-18226,




Years of Litigation to Define
Major Questions
There are major questions raised by
the language of the Act which can be
delimited and defined only after
years of litigation and judicial de-
cision. What, in the sweeping lan-
guage of the Act, are the rights of a
citizen in the United States Court
sitting without a jury and with pow-
er to adjudicate “‘any claim against
the United States, for money only
. on account of damages to or loss

of property or on account of personal
injury or death caused by the negli-
gent or wrongful act or omission of
any employee of the Government
while acting within the scope of his
office under circumstances where the
United States if a private person
would be liable to the claimant for
such damage, loss or injury or death
in accordance with the law of the

place where the act or omission oc-
curred” (Section410, Public Law 601).
If the distinguished Editor-in-Chief
of the JOURNAL runs out of material

in the next five or ten years, he will
find plenty of “copy” in seeking to
bring within accepted legal mean-
ings this pregnant recital of the
scope of the Federal Tort Claims
Act and the phrases used in connec-
tion therewith or contained therein,
such as “common law tort” (are there

others?), “fiscal operations of the
Treasury”, “regulation of the mone-
tary system”’, “interference with con-
tract rights”, ‘“‘combatant activities
of the military and naval forces”,
“claims arising in a foreign coun-
tLyisietcs

Some years ago the Chancellor of
what then was Hungary, speaking in
this country, said of the administra-
tion of the law in gene ral: “I say we
are trying. We are having great diffi-
culty, either not fully comprehend-
ing what justice, equity and estab-
lished law mean, or in shaping a
course of public and private action
in accord with them and the ideals
Mutatis
much the same may be said of the

they express.” mutandis,
new Federal Tort Claims Act.

We
new law, if we look back a few hun-

shall better understand this

dred years. For, as Matthew Arnold
said: “The largest part of that history
which we commonly call ancient is
practically modern, as it describes
society in a stage analogous to that
which it now is, while, on the other
hand, most of what is called modern
is practically ancient, as it relates to
a state of things that has passed
away.”

The maxim that “the King can do
no wrong” has passed away. History
is stubborn, yields slowly and pain-
fully, as one is aware in looking over
the scores of volumes of learned dis-
sertations in the Congressional Li-
brary on the subject of the divine
right of kings, from which this max-
im emanates. The implications of the
abandonment of this doctrine in the
United States and England are too
great to deal with adequately within
the confines of a monthly journal,
however outstanding the writer may
be, as is Professor Borchard, for the
subject goes back a very long way.

Shortly after James I came to the
throne of England in 1603, he an-
nounced that “the state of Monarchy
is the supremest thing on earth”;
and his royalist followers, while
some of our ancestors were planning
to make the great pilgrimage to
Plymouth, agreed that “monarchs are
divinely sanctioned to rule, deriving
all authority from the Deity and
none from the governed”. Consonant
with this doctrine was the generally
accepted view that the King was the
fountain-head of all justice, and out
of that grew what we now call Courts
of Equity, as distinguished from
Courts of Law, and a quite. inde-
pendent system of jurisprudence
which put “the King’s conscience”
above the law and gave rise to the
great powers of what is today the
the
world, the Lord (Ih;m('(‘llm'ship of
With
royal and indisputable power and

highest judicial position in

England. these concepts of

righteousness, there developed the

maxim that “the King can do no

= .
wrong.

How Far Has the United
States Gone?

And now we of the Bar and our

austere and distinguished brethren
on the bench ask
whether, in the Federal Tort Claims

must ourselves
Act, the United States has gone, to
the extent of its sovereignty, the full
distance of agreeing to shed its im-
perial robes, step down off its throne,
and submit itself to the normal proc-
esses of the administration of Anglo-
Saxon justice? One would think that
the framers of the Federal Tort
Claims Act had never heard of the
time when the throne of England
called in its janitor, for such is the
origin of the word Chancellor, and
told him to lessen the hardships of
the law and thus created
equity jurisprudence. Law in its gen-

courts

eric sense, consists of more than ac-
tions ex contractu and ex delicto.
Does the Federal Tort Claims Act
cover such cases, of which there are
many, where the federal government,
in its old and new sprung powers,
has caused loss and ruin, but within
the technical mandates of the law; or
does the new statute mean what was
pretty well said in the Illinois stat-
ute, accepting its liability for wrong-
doing to its citizens thirty years ago
by establishing a Court of Claims
with jurisdiction to hear all claims
both legal and equitable “which the
State as a sovereign commonwealth
should in equity and good conscience
discharge”?

It is not a simple thing to activate
accurately and justly this new Fed-
Tort Act
its rationale to State and municipal

eral Claims and radiate

government. [t seems to me to need
a John Marshall to construe and
interpret it, with the sympathetic
aid of a Bar that has not forgotten
that ancient legal ethic of Anglo-
Saxon jurisprudence, quoted by
Gilbert in these words:

But a Counsellor cannot have this
or any other action (against his
client) to obtain pecuniary Consid-
eration for his Advice; the Law of
England concurring on this point
with the Delicacy of the Roman Law,
in not permitting a Price to be af-
fixed to the performance of this hon-
orable Duty in which so many and
arduous questions must arise, where
the spontaneous Acknowledgment of
the Client can alone be adequate.

Reprinted from ANMERICGAN BAR ASSOCIATION JOURNAL March 1947 Issue




Office of the Marshal, -~
Supreme Court of the nited States, %Jﬁ}.ﬂ“

Washington, B. C.

Hay 2y 1947

> ealls, ve agroed
to ues

- '

Trusting this arrangement meots with your approval, I remaing
Sinoerely,

Those T Waggemen, Marshal




Memorandum:
Mr. Chief Justice:

Mr. Waggaman reports that Mr. Justice Murphy inquired
,of him as to whether or not there were any monies out of which
the salary of an additional stenographer could be paid and
that, inasmuch as this can be done from the Miscellaneous-
[temporary employees] funds, he advised Justice Murphy that
there were monies available, providing the salary did not
exceed from $2,000 to $2500 per annumi but that this could
only be done with the Court's approval.

he would like to fix the busts (or facsimiles thereof) in
the Court-room entrance for your Inspection; that Justice

v/// Also, that some evening when you can spare the time
Burton will be ready at your convenience.

SO AU RAKY RV T AR T ACTRCE AT Y BT
AW

Dy

Also, that a potrait of Mr. Justlce Roberts has been
given to the Court and he would like to have permlssion to
hang 1t. He assumes that in this instance the same rule that
was adopted in connection with Mr. Chief Justice Hughes
potrait would be applicable here. I understood him to say
that some Congressman from Penna. presented the picture. I
do not know, nor did I 1inquire, whether it was given to him
for the Court, or to the Court; whether or not an acceptance
of the gift is necessary. I merely made note of the informa-
tion given, pending your consideration and determination ws
to what further steps you desired to take.




Offirce of the Marshal,
Supreme Conrt of the Yinited States
Was hington, D. C.

May 23, 1947

The Honorable Alfred C. Coxe
Us S. District Judge

United States Courthouse
Foley Square,

New York 7, Ne Yo

Dear Judge Coxe:

Mr, Montgomery Hunt Johnson has let me see your letter of May 16th
relative to a picture of Senator Conklin and suggested I write you directe

What I had asked Mr. Johnson for was a photograph and a small letter
in the senator!s handwriting that I could frame in with the photograph in our
official collection. However, if there is a chance of some of his family or
friends presenting the Court with an appropriate painting of him, the Court
is in a receptive moode

Should a prospective donor inquire how a portrait would be labeled,

my idea of the plaque under the portrait would read:

ROSCOE CONKLIN
Appointed - Confirmed - Commissioned =~ Declined
Associate Justiceship
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
1882

Painted by

18-~ - 18-~

Presented by

Mr, Johnson has just contributed an excellent, original 4 x 5% inch

photograph by Brady of the Senator, which, unless a larger original turns up,
we may enlarge into the & x 10 inch size, the size of most of our collections

Thanking you for your interest in our problems, I remain;

Sincerely,
ce: Mr. Montgomery He Johnson

TEW s dw




Adntsory ommitter on Rules for vl PPracednre

Offire of the Secretary
Supreme Conet of the Ynited States Bnilding

Washington 0. ¢




Offtce of the Marshal,
Supreme Conrt of the Vinited States

Washington, D. .

February

MEMORANDUM FORs Mrs lMargaret McHugh

‘ebruary 14th at one o'clock,
lMr. Slade can be reached

mhS o
g
LI1LS

for your

be reached




March 4, 1948

Your letter of Felruary 17 addressed to the
Chief Justice, has been referred to me for answering, end I
mwmmmum the doecument about which you
mu,mmmmmumm

Should it be presented to the Court sometime in
the future, I will be glad to commmicate with you further on
the matter of obtaining photostatiec copies of i

Very truly yours,

T. Py Lippitt, Ass'ts Marshal
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From the Chief Justice,”
Please indicate whether or not you feadl that

the Marshal should see Mr. Ayers =
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Douglas.







Office of the Marshal,

Supreme ourt of the Pnited States

Washington, D. C.

January 23

Lo




Attention: lMr. W Davis

garding the get of U. S. Reports claimed by you

nmm.mwmmmwmm&s.m
sumh;w:mvm,mmmm«mmA
t "Ag for the volumes mentioned in the third paragra

morally
the possible exception of Vols, 1~241 of the Suprems
m mmmm&»umwmuﬁ

2. That Vols. 241=256 U.S. inclusive, g‘uﬁd%&’m the
mwmm@mam mamwnm

3. That Vols, M&E‘MMM%W
funds of the United States and, as such, are govermment property.

4o That all other books on the atbached 1lists, ineluding the U,3.
mwwmw@,mammmw
Mr. Enacbel's Eastate.

Any time at your conveniense, if you will give us a week's notice, we
mwwmmawmwmmvmmmxm
ftems in Humbers 2 and 4 above.

Very truly yours,

TEW sdw Thoss E. Vaggamen, Marshal
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STATE ARCHIVES AND HISTORY BUILDING

MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA

Striking examples of Michaels fine Craftsmanship are much in
evidence throughout this beautiful structure.

Exhibit Case Equipment and complete Architectural Bronze instal-
lation for this building by The Michaels' Art Bronze Company.

Catalogues, - designs and prices covering Memorial
Plaques, Donors Tablets, Statuary Work, Memorial
and Architectural Bronze or Aluminum of any descrip-
tion will be furnished on request.

One of four Bronze Entrance Features




One of four Bronze Entrance Features

STATE ARCHIVES AND HISTORY BUILDING

MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA

Striking examples of Michaels fine Craftsmanship are much in
evidence throughout this beautiful structure.

Exhibit Case Equipment and complete Architectural Bronze instal-
lation for this building by The Michaels Art Bronze Company.

Catalogues, - designs and prices covering Memorial
Plaques, Donors Tablets, Statuary Work, Memorial
and Archil al Bronze or Alumi of any descrip-
tion will be furnished on request.

L/ &
U. S. Department of Interior Museum, Washington, D. C.

THE MICHAELS ART BRONZE CO.

INCORPORATED

COVINGTON, KENTUCKY

THREE MINUTES FROM THE HEART OF CINCINNATI, OHIO
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SECURE AND ECONOMICAL CASES OF DISTINCTION

THE MICHAELS ART BRONZE COMPANY since 1870 have been crafting in
Bronze, Aluminum, and Iron. Their notable achievements are in proud evidence

throughout the country.

$ 7wzg'7¢7ﬁ" innerlocking frames for exhibit cases are one of the recent de-

velopments, and are designed to meet the requirements of any user.

Exhibit Halls are useful only if they are able to convey to the public easily and
forcefully the knowledge and information they contain. In order to educate by

exhibits, new methods have had to be devised.

There is a growing demand for exhibit cases of plain standard design, but,

modern education also requires custom built units.

This folder points out some of the important details which make ‘71#:4'7/7»@"
frames desirable, practical, and economical, and, illustrates a few standard

types of completed cases.

Files of many years of experience in lighting, linings, proper glass sizes, interiors,
shelf arrangement, design, etc., are freely available upon request. The CASE
ECONOMY PLAN may assist if your budget is low.

Please write for more complete information.

Jseur




PATENTED CLAMP BAR IN CORNER SECTION CONSOLIDATES FRAMES AS AN INTEGRAL UNIT
(Reducing to a minimum the necessity of auxiliary dustproofing)

Section through corner -

: frame showing innerlocking

| assembly and screw fast-

{ : ! enings from inside of case,

also crimped spring for o
glass packing. Note no ~
screws exposed on face of -
frames.

Section through front
of table case lid.

lewj

Section through hinged
Section through mullion. Section through typical door case. Note the mitred
bottom member showing frame intersections.

D, be hinged
Soe Map e NSt Ch assembly at base.

mullions or on end up-
rights.

Section through bottom
member, with deck packed
into case in the same man-
ner as the glass, indepen-
_ dent of the base.

PAT. No. 2344161

NO SCREWS EXPOSED ON FACE OF FRAMES

(Except where necessary on access panels)

ALL FRAME INTERSECTIONS ARE MITRED
(No butt joints)




Franklin Institute,
Philadelphia, Pa.

J TYPE No. 120
/ . . . . .
Top sloped lids hinged, having two point lock and lid

supports. Dimensions overall: 39” high at center, 36”
high at side, 60” long, 47Y2” deep. Base 29Y2” high.

TYPE No. 110

Top lid hinged, having two point lock and lid supports.
Dimensions overall:" 36” high, 60” wide, 28” deep.

Base 29Y2” high.

TYPE No. 111

Same as above, except base is 26Y2” high.

gmezal c—S ‘peciﬁmﬁoné

METAL—Cases are furnished with either extruded bronze
or aluminum frames.

FINISH—Satin finish is standard for both aluminum and
bronze cases. Other electroplated or polished finishes
may be supplied if desired.

GLASS—Frames are designed to take full Y4 inch thick
polished plate glass.

SHELVES—Shelves have all four edges ground and
polished, and are furnished Y inch thick or Y2 inch thick as
weight conditions may require. All shelves are supported
on corner brackets or arm brackets, adjustable every inch.
LOCKS—Paracentric locks are standard in all locked
cases.

DUSTPROOFING—A minimum of auxiliary dustproofing
is necessary with "TIME-TIGHT" frames; at the corners
and around the doors special cotton packing is used.

DIMENSIONS—Dimensions shown are merely suggestive.
They are both practical and economical. Any variations
in measurements of exhibition sections should start from
even inch glass sizes, and conform to safe operating
practice.

INTERIOR AND BASES—Any desired interior arrange-
ment or base can be furnished. The exhibition sections are
independent of the bases on standard cases. Frames have
a three-way mitre at all four corners. No screws are ex-
posed on the face of the frames except where necessary
for removable or hinged panels, this exclusive feature
gives exceptional security to the exhibit. Cases may be
lined with fabric if desired. Bases may be wood or metal.
ILLUMINATION—Interior or exterior channel lighting
is possibie and we are prepared to recommend the latest
and best types.




cavmﬁ'"'"'

TYPE No. 140

Front panel hinged. Three glass
shelves adjustable every inch.
Vehisote back. If preferable
removable panel can be sub-
stituted for hinged panel.
Dimensions overall: 78" high,
42" wide, 15%" deep. Base
20/ high.

TYPE No. 170
End panels hinged. If preferable removable panels can
be substituted for hinged panels. D:mans‘ons overall:
74" high, 68” wide, 34" deep. Base 32/2"

The Mariners’ Museum, Newport News, Va.

TYPE No. 130

Front panels hinged. Six glass shelves
adjustable every inch. Vehisofe back.

TYPE No. 160

End panels hinged. Three glass
shelves adjustable every inch,
supported on comer brackets
and telescopic standards at
center. Dimensions overall: 66”
high, 607 wide, 24" deep.
Bose 18%4" high.

r
wide, 15%" deep. Base 20%4" high.
This case can also be supplied in long
lengths divided info any number of units.

TYPE No. 150

Two hinged panels on each
side. Six glass shelves adjust-
able every inch, supported by
arm brackets on center stand-
ards. If preferable, removable
panels can be subsfituted for

TYPE No. 180

Front center panel hinged: Six glass
shelves adjustable every inch. Vehisote
back. If preferable removable panel
can be substituted for hinged panel.
Dimensions overall: 78" high, 694"
vide, 15%" deep. Base 20/a" high.
Center section 37%" wide.

TYPE No. 181

Same as above, except entire front
removable, and overall width
is 607, Center section 30%"

deep. Base 20/4" hlgh

Inerion cicphignslofplfveod o wehiefelayibe
sed. Similar cases composed of any number of unis

can be supplied.

E. W. W. HOYT

Special Representative




Colonial
Williamsburg, Inc.,
Williamsburg, Ya.

SUSPENDED CASES

TYPE No. 200

Front panel hinged. Shelves adjustable every inch. Wood or metal
supporting shelf. If preferable removable panel can be substi-
tuted for hinged panel. Dimensions: Should be determined by
available wall space and type of exhibits to be used.

RECESSED CASES

TYPE No. 300

Consists of removable panel set into a stationary frame around
recessed wall opening. Can be made with any desired interior and
shelving arrangement. Dimensions: Should be determined by avail-
able wall space and type of exhibits to be used. Can be made in
continuous lengths, having mullions separating the panels, and re-
movable diaphragms dividing the exhibits.




Supreme Court of the United States.

OFFICE OF THE MARSHAL
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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHINGTON 28

RECEIVED

- JUL 13 1948
LIBRARY Of CONGRESSSR75661 July 12, 1948 'S @FFICE

JUL 131948

S{C:%RY’S QEFICE brarian of Congress, g

St
L1BR
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

Library of Congress,
/ dear ir. Evans:
V : >
There has been considered your letter of “June L, 1948, as
follows:

"I have received from the Audit Division of thie General
Accounting Office the following letter:

"1Dear Sir:

"'The audit of the pay roll accounts at the Library
of Congress revezled that it is a practice to grant leave,

and to make lump sum payments for accrued annual leave, upon
separation, to part-time charwomen. :

"!Since legislative employees have been held to be
subject to the general leave acts of 1936 (25 Comp. Gen.
008) it is requested that this office be advised of any
reason why exceptions should not be raised in the audit
of payments heretofore made to part-time charwomen for sick
or annual leave either currently as granted, or in lump
sum for accrued annual leave upon separation.

"'In this connection your attention is invited to
decisions 18 Comp. Gen. 457 and 1001; 21 id. 6Ll; 25 id.
796; and B-3808lL, Novembcr 16, 1943. :

Very truly yours,

/s/ E. W. Bell
Chief, Audit Division!

"In view of the imvortance tc the Library of an immediate
decision on the question raised by the letter from the Audit
Division, I should like to present the question to you for formal




B=-75061

consideration,

"According to the records of the Livbrary, charvomen have
been granted leave privileges since the passa:e of the first
leave act. They have been coiisidered not only as permanent
employees but also as full-time euployees. »hile their work vweek,
as established by the Librarian, calls for a three hour per day
schedule Irom lionday through Saturday, with an additional three
hours on alternate Sundays, this c.nstitutes a full-time work
week for all charwomen. In this connecti.n I quote an early
decision by the Co.ptroller Ceneral, llo. L-51:

" Classification of Civilian Imployees-Charwomen.

"1The pay of charwomen wliose compensati.n is fixed under the
classification act of llarch L, 1923, L2 Stat. 1108, at a rate ner
hour, is to be comiuted on the number of hours actually employed
during the period in quection, and no pay for Sundays or holidays
is authorized unless services are actually performed on such dayse

"t!Charwomen, if oermanently em.loyed, are entitled under
section 7 of the act of @arch 15, 1898, 30 Stat. 316, as amended
by the act of February 2., 1899, 30 Stat. v90, to annual and sick
leave with pay subject, in so far as applicable, to conditions
and regulations prescribed for:per annum employees, the amount
of pay to be allowed for the period of such absence to be the
amount the employee would have received if not on leave and
working the number of hours usually required each workday during
the period of absence,!

"The above quoted letter from the Audit Division cites
Comptroller Generzl Decision 25-808. On page 013 of that deci-
sion, it is stated that ‘'an examination of the legislative
nistory of the 1936 leave statute discloces that the primary pur-
pose oi' that enactment was to increase the number of days of
leave of absence with »nay then authorized lor ederal employees
to an amount sufficient to cover not only the normal absence from
work for personal reasons but also to enable such emoloyees to
avail themselves of annual vacations with pay so thct, by such
respite from official duties for extended periods, they might be
better fitted to discharge the duties of their particular ofiices!

"It was obLviuusly not the intent of Congress in the 1936
Leave Act to deprive e loyees of former privileges, I therciore
bélieve that the chariomen em>loyed by the Library continue to be
entitled to leave privileges."
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August Lth, 1948,

Hrs. Viola E. Richardson
42 Randolph Place, N. W.,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mrs. Richardsons

The Chief Justice has requested that I reply to your letter
of July 13th with reference to the discontinuance of the allowance
ofm&lmdsicklemtoparb—timmlmn{mbenofm
~ Char force, etc.,) of the Supreme Court.

Under the law, the Comptroller General is the Iinal interpre-
tmwwﬁharityaa@eatiammhtingtothepmpermm
of funds made available to the various agencies of the government
through Congressionasl Appropriation Acte. 4nd, in connection ﬁ.ih
the instant matter, the Comptroller General has ruled that part-time
amployees whose work-week does not equal or exceed forty hours do
not come within the purview of the terms of the Act under which em-
ployees receive ammual or sick~leave benefits. '

I am informed by the Marshal, Mr, Waggaman, that he has en-
deavored to give a full explanation of the situation to each and
every employee of the Court affected by the ruling.

It is, of course, always a source of displeasure to disconw
tinue practices beneficial to the employees, However, in view of
the Comptroller General's ruling, there is no authorization under
which the previous practice could be contimued.

I trist that the foregoing clarifies the matier in your mind,
and that you will appreciate the necessity of taking this action.

Very truly yours,

Executive Secretary
to the Chief Justice.



" THE CHESAPEAKE AND POTOMAC TELEPHONE COMPANY

723 THIRTEENTH STREET NORTHWEST
WASHINGTON 5, D. C.

TELEPHONE
METROPOLITAN 9900

August 4, 1948

¥r. Thomes E. Waggamen, Marshal
U. S. Supreme Court
Weshington 25, D. C.

Dear Mr. Waggamen:

: Orders have been issued for the installation of twenty additional

dial lines to your present intercommunicating system. The additional lines
will be the meximum number that can be installed on this system. These
orders, as discussed, are being held pending your advice on the following
proposal.

Since you have requested us to move. the present terminal equipment
to another location which camnnot be accomplished without a lengthly interrup-
tion of service, and considerable cost to both parties, we would suggest that
consideration be given the installetion of a single dial telephone system to
replace the present dual manual and dial systems. Although a single system
under present rates would cost slightly more than the present setup, we feel
that, after meking a complete survey, savings could be mede on your present
stetion equipment to offset the additional cost of full dial service. A4s a
result of our survey of your present equipment, and to provide room for
future growth, we recommend the installation of a new 701-A Dial P.B.X. of
260 lines. For your guidance an approximete comparison of cost between
present and proposed systems is attached. -

Should you approve our recommendation for a new dial P.B.X. we
would appreciate an order from you as soon as possible so that we may place
a requisition for the necessary equipment, and arrenge our manufacturing and
installation schedules. -

Very truly yours,

Service Engineer

Attachment




Present 605-A Manual

Positions

Trunk EX-1640

Trunks EX-1641 to 1659 inel.
Mult Jacks (Bridged to 5674-79)
Trunk (outgoing) EX-1660-1663)
Conference Equipment

Tie Line - Library of Congress
Interdepartmental Trunks

TOTAL 149.75

)

STATION EQUIPMENT bl7.§0
TOTAL BILL 62,05

. 701 A Dial (New)

26
26
21

Line Finders

First Selectors
Connectors

Positions

Power

Trunk

Trunks

Interdepartmental Trunks

Station Equipment

$ 26,00
52.00
L2.00
30.00
50.00

6.00
28.00
47.25

T§/L.25

267,00

B et

$64,8.25

Present 711-E Dial

Selector-Connectors
Line Finders

Power
Selector-Connectors
Line Finders

(estimated)

) On
) Order




®ffice of the Marshal,
Supreme Court of the United States,
P Washington, A. C.

Oetober 25, 1948

Mr, Charles C. ¥Wall,

Resident Superintendent,

The Mount Vernon Ledies Association
of the Union, :

Hount Vernon, Virginia.

Dear My, Walls

; The Chief Justice, in behalf of of
the Court, has directed me to thank you and to request that you
convey their thamks to the ammal Couneil of the Mount
- Ladies' Association for the two
amamme,mmwg,

NaSHIN

Those E. Yaggaman, Marshal



Offtce of the Marshal,
Supreme Court of the Pnited States
Washington, D. ¢,
August 7, 1948

MEMORANDUM TO:

year's appropriation funds are provided to move the terminal

the building's telephone system from its present location to
to make the old terminal room into a restroom for the tele-

we requested the telephone company to add twenty more inter-
branches to our present equipment. This request was made as

ops

rative Office have an insufficient number of branches. %

L

request the te
and found that
dd

lephone company made a survey of the
it could be improved but that after
de

hes were a d further expansion would be im-

in lieu of the precewu dual, manual and dial systems
5 similar to our present intercommunicating (dial

3

1e government de partments.

by the company that
accuracy and efficiency
month, see company proposal attached herewith. If the
is moved and the present dual unexpandable system is
moving it will amount to over $1,000, with no im-

L S o o

Justices who wish to retain their present manual phones will
the new system, thus their service will continue to be
tod av.f However, in lieu of the present night service
be provided with an additional dial line to use
closed.

who wish the new dial system will still be able to con-
operators in the building by dialing O - i.e., when they wish in-
formation or to have a long distance call placed for them.

advantages of the oard are that it will provide for all em-
twenty-four hour outgo and incoming service to and from private
i ivgelf. At present only ?ortv—two




August 7, 1948

for dial phones during the day would be handled as at
[ omlvat rs on the switchboard. After the switchboard closes
comﬁng to Executive 1640 would be answered by the Guard Room.
would hold the call, dial the individual wanted, tell him who was
al;:nr and ask him to dial .a certain number. When the individual dials this
number the Guard Room is automatically disconnected and the individual is
automatically connected with the calling party on a private line.

advantage to this is, that should the individu: example

alone in his office, not desire to talk le guard,

he caller knowing that he has talked to th
the Justice has left the building or give

to transmite.

phoqec in order to call someone in the building, one
tension number, just as one now does with the inter-
: For outgoing calls, one dials 9, waits for the second
¢ tone, then dials the desired number. If he is calling a government de-
partment, he s the agency code number. All of the above calls can be
made on the 1
The telephone i ngineer informs me it would be a pleasure to be
able to explain in detail > proposed system to you or to your staff if you
wish, at your convenience.
notify me of their accert ance or re-
as possible, since the telephone com-
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16 December 1948.

MEMO. TO MARSHAL WAGGAMAN:

At 10:00 A.M. this date, I observed a man carrying a
placard picketing this Court bearing the following:

Veteran No. 602-58-30
Protest denial of the Supreme
Court of the U.S.A. in Case
219 presented under Soldiers
and Sailors Relief Act.

This man gives the name of Lewis P. Montague. Reference
attached No. 219 of 1947. This man stated he represented
himself and no Orginization. Up to the present time his
conduct in picketing is peaceful.

Respectfully submitted,

SO 1 et
P.H.Crook,
Captain, S.C.U.S.




7028 Docket-~Appellaté Cases.

214 [/

Suttle'\v.) Reich Bras:: Cou.s'ir'uctz'dﬁsCo:; etcal)
Filed ]uly 16, 1947. SBQI BT vluT balitl
Cer‘horarl fo U, S. C. @ AL Sth ‘C1rcu1t
dec1sion of’ Apr11 30 1947 rehearm’g de-

nied, \fidy 3f, 194701) \HEL ﬁ
Vq:luc of suit to recover damages ffor death,\
tsonal injuries, and’ proper ly axpage as/

result of automobile accident— urlsdlctlon afpss

over resident defendant as conferring ju-!
risdiction over nomnrésident co-defendants.

n.'n \“';’l. . ATV ‘!‘ ‘i‘.i"'.'s‘l"rv~-.=
sl 2 l 5
In. re William Oliver. -Filed J’ply 17, 1947

Certiorari to Mich, Supreme, o N

Contemptiof court——Hearmg beforaone -manl
igrand jjury—=No: hearing before count| at
+time off declaratlon of gmlf:y of contempt

ofrqeurt.armittsyO— to rottathartu
216
Austin v. Commissioner bf Internal Revenue. |
KHiled July 19, AP o5t nn2-antod 372 |

leorarl toyly. 4 SotiC15Co nAL) 6th Circnit,
decision of Ma¥y 12, 1947/:(161,F.12d!666).

Federal taxatton—Inclus&on of mterest pahd’ .
on promissory note as/ income—Nofe 'as
’giff to''childrén- from “taxpayer———PaYmét&t‘
'of' grft tax Ixi92 0T 1o

'.xl 21O ) ) QILIGI 119 -ll -12149 O1

':n:-'" i sz b 2iquoms oo

Brac‘ev, Wl Lm’ 31, Tra mgf as I.uray Ir‘(_m
V& Metal'Co. Filed July 19, ”1917

Eertioraris to ) VS GG, A Ath C1rcu1t
decision of April % 197 (161 F. 2d 128).

Fairy Labor Standalds Act=rRecoyery of
!uupald -lmqlmum  Wages, and overtlme
compenﬂtlon V| chplo es pfr a. scrap
Jdnon-and metal busingss—Va 1d1ty of Gom-

momlsc '1g!eement O ‘”“/a o noieissh

wods [IS oW 19d20 ot 9282 .:‘-‘;':‘Jn;u!:'i
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Berry, Individually dad 8 Administratrix of |
the Goodc Chattels and Credits of Marshally |
chcasvd Y Frcmklm Plate G]cm CD(P
Filed July 21, 1947. 20l B

Certioraristo U, 1S. CicCaida ;’:rd Cu‘cult
.decision of) JApril 30, 1947! (161 SE Zd 184).
\Vrongfut death caused by ! ‘mrhalanon of
rpoisonous ingredients fromiwaste! silica’
Hpiless==Ihfection to wespiratory system:—
s/ Rightcof recovery: byoestate! of -dedeaséd
Ufrom towher of the snhca p11es~—v—Statul£ of
limitations. .noftutitenod o S sausll)

No. 214

i hi
'%}il{) aél run.é#Lil 11y “of
c

17¢7

Montague .. Smith; et aI, , Filed July 21, 19472

- Cerfiorari to Va..Sup. |Gt. of App, decision
(of Aprﬂ 22.11‘9474’ N ovisordo 1o moia

' Seldiers!, & ) Sailors’/ Civil,-Relief 1 Actiof
:1940—Denial, of rights under, Act and. vio-
Jlation of- due pmeess»glause of Fourteenth »

*fmndmn't "i)t 32 avVIisinse2nTdeT 8 !'H

but to rtibils'/ = 220 tlh kit

Wews Ul Umted Stuze’s TFile

Certiorari t6"UJ.” SO C'C."A.) 2nd Circtiit,
decision of June 23, 1947.

Selective Training ap@Service Act of 1940
—Failure to inform draft board of facts

bout Tiabi llty “for sirvrlcé—Tefmmatlpn)

of! emplbyrnﬂnt thc éXempte pe;son

“*from 'service. G
i) zzl iJ \’i;.:u*\‘
Euespberg v Cammumoner,,ajs Inter;zgl Rey-
enue, FiledJuly)22,01947. (110 A hoinal
Gertiorari to U, S”;C.mC A‘, 3rd. Clqggmt
decision of Aprll 22,1947 (161, Ri 2d 506).
Federal iincome /tax—Settlor’s, liability for
» tax on income of atrust created, for _his
children, the trust being;aiportion;-of ihis
interest in a partnership and a member of
the partnership. G LERN

AT wiul bsliT  wo@BR morgneof T v srliid
Schaeﬁw . Comnmsmmr of Intemal \Rew-
Yemie) Filed July 22,1947, o1 iisioiin.)
Cer‘morarx to i S‘ IC"C* . 0 B}d’ Cireuit,
idécision of AIshI 5210475 (1617 F ! 20506) |
Cotapanion’ isé e/ Ddcket N 23F"aBoVe.

ogsmeU-—idr0w of 595 H 162

223

United S tates, et al. v§Bltimore & Ohio Rail-
%1 ,etal. FlledJ ly 22 194

ROT

Appeal plifes Spaeseh ’“c:t disp e f‘*
Ohio,. decision of May 14 1647( (71“
!tS f;p: 21 4 9) 1 LA S 1iston

| Thtéfstate Comeh f'éeﬂAcfr ata(lgfwttiier-

of land, over" Whlch *s;gﬁr track of
anﬂé’i?vncrs

t10n in, S;jhx’b ”"ﬁubiﬁb ts'in’com-
“fiérce’ exééﬁt i)n o’i;vh terms—- ﬂAbroé‘atmn
by contra.ct of obh atlé)ns Off ilfoad .shb-
ject to V- AT

James V. Watters, ﬁt%%u Commissioner of
\dnternal Rewene,: Filed, July 23, 1947501\
Certiorari 46 AhL{ Si»IC] ConAs,9thio Ciroudit,
idecision6f March 19, 1947, reheaving ide-
(niedf Aprib25, 0947 (160~ F2 2d) 5961595
Federal taxation-—Computation of Jife ansur<
vangeoproceeds: foriexcess: profits: dtaxies
-s=Exemption of proceeds—Construction of
Secs. 22 (b) (1), 721, @ndi¥32 (¥, L:RsC.

Copyright 1947, Commeri¢e Clearihg/House, Iné)



Docket—Appellate Cases!

204

Boone v. Boone, Trustee.

Certiorari to U. S. Ct. of App., D. C.; deci-
sion of February 17, 1947 (160 F. 24 13).

Full faith and crednt—A North Carolina per-
sonal judgment’ for money'' against an
individual in a'suit" brought against him
in a representative capacity while he was
in the armed services—Validity of judg-
ment allowing full faith and credit in an
action in the District of Columbia.

205 ]

Globe Liquor Co., Inc. v. San Roman, doing
business under the Firm Name and Style of
International Industries. Filed July 11,
1947.

Cerntiorart to U, S;HE! C. A., 7th Circuit,
decision of February ‘14, 1947 rehearing
denied, April 14, 1947 (160 F. 2d 800).

Damages—Breach of implied warranty in
sale of liquor—Condemnation of shipment
as being adulterated with glass particles
—Power of court' 'to grant motion for a
directed verdict. 12

206
Lillie v. Thompson, Tristee.
1947,
Certiorari to U. S0CeC.A.,,6th ercmt
decision of April 15, 1947.
Federal: Employers’ Llablhty Act—Woman

telegraph operator beaten while on duty—
Safe place to work—Damages.

Filed July 11,

207

Phtladelphza Record Co. v, O’Donnell
July 11, 1947,

Cert1orar1 to Pa. Supreme Ct.,
March 29, 1947;
14, 1947 (51 A. 2d.775).

Libel action—Newspaper  columnist subject
of editorial purporting to inform readers his
sympathy with Nazi aims—Right of news-
paper publisher to freedom of press in
publishing editorial—Money judgment.

Filed

decision - of

208
Traveélers Insurance Col v. Commissioner. of
Internal Revenue. Filed July 12, 1947,
Certiorarioto: U.l'S. Cl C.r Al 2nd Circuit,
decision of April'15, 1947 (161 F. 2d 93).
Federal taxation—Income tax deficiency—
Liability of transferee of assets of company
with reference to tax liabilities of com-
pany—Res judicata.

U. S. Supreme Court Bulletin

Filed July 10, 1947.

rehearing denied, April

7027

Crowell-Collier . Publishing Co. 2 Caldwell.
Filed July 14, 1947. .

Cestigrarijto U. S & 6 A, Sth Cll’Cult
decision of April 21, 1947; reheaung de-
nied, June 5, 1947 (161 E. 2d 333).

Libel—Publication of editorial inferentially
disparaging a state governor as a public
official held to be libelous per se.

210

Gordons Transports, Inc. v. Walling, Admin-
istrator of the Wage ‘and Hour Division.
Filed July 14, 1947,

Certiosati tel WL =S, (@ EECTVANEOEhitCirciit;
decision of April 14,1947,

Fair ILabor’ Standards Act—Exemption’ of
“breakout - men”, “wheelers”, and ‘“host-
lers’cof motor carrier’ operating under
jurisdiction of ICC—Overtime compen-
sation, :

211

St. Louts-San Franczsco Razlway €ol) Debtor
vio Central Hanover Bank. and Trmt Co,,
etal) " Filed July 15, 1947:

Gegtioraniyto U, Si @ €. AL 8th: Ciceuit;

. decision of April 16, 1947.

Bankruptey—Railroad reorganization—Right
of bankruptcy court to seize debtor’s right
to exist—Determination of creditors’ claims
on amounts due—Right of debtor to be
heard by ICC—Review of dismissal of
appeal. ﬁ'om “Order of Consummatlon and
Final Decreée,”

212 |
.S‘t Lams~$¢m ‘Francisco Railway Co., Debtor,
Central Hanover Bank and Tmst Ca
et al.” Filed July 15, 1947,
CEItbtan to L, 7o: €, ¢ AR IBth iy euit,

decision of April 16, 1947,
Companion case to Docket No. 211 above.

213

E. J. Stanton & Son v. County of Los An-
geles and City of Los Angele.{ Filed July
16, 1947.

Certiorari to‘Cah_f-. Dlxst. Ct.; ..nd-App. Dist.,
decision of February 28, 1947; rehearing
denied, April 17, 1947 (177 P. 2d 804).

State taxation—Taxes for city and county

- purposes levied upon«im orted hardwood
lumber—Claims of exemption from state
takation on basis of Article™, Sectlon 10,
Clause 2 of Constitution.

No_. 213



April 28, 1949

The Honorabls Tomas D. Casares
President of the Supreme Court of Argentina
Buenos Aires, Argentina.

Dear Mr. President:

Your letter of September 30, 1948 directed to the Chief
Justice of the United States has this day been presented by
Colonel George R. Fearing, Jr., Director of the 0ffice of
Libraries and Intelligence-Acquisition of the Department of
State, together with Publication Ne. 210, Volumes 1,2,3,L,
Decisions of your Court.

Colonel Fearing informs me that arrangements have been
made so that future reports containing the decisions of our
Court will be forwarded to you through his Department. He
will also forward the Annual Report of the Judicial Confer-
ence of the United States and a magazine "Federal Probation®
published by The Administrative Office of the United States
Courts, which I trust will be of interest.

My associates join me in sending best wishes to you and
the fellow Members of your Court.

Cordially,

Chief Justice of the United States



Mé&inerandum: - » HRL
The Marshal, pursaant to my request, met with repre-
hsentatives of the State Department (at their request) ©o
discuss a rather delicate diplomatic problem - i.e.,
the question of an exchange of reports of the opinions
of this court, and oertain other publications relating
to the federal judiciary, with the Sup.Ct. of -Argentina.
The proposed letter for your signature was prepared

wpon their suggestion [and has their approval]. They
felt it highly desirable that some communication from
you should go forward.




Offtre of the Marshal,

Supreme Conrt of the Vnited States

Washington, 1. .




ADDRESS OFFICIAL COMMUNICATIONS TO
THE SECRETARY OF STATE

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

WASHINGTON

May h, 1949

In reply refer to
IAD

My dear Mrs Waggaman:

The letter of April 28, 19L9 addressed by the Honorable Fred
Me Vinson, Chief Justice of the United States Supreme Court, to the
Honorable Tomas Do Casares, President of the Supreme Court of Ar-
gentina, has been received and is being forwarded to the American
Embassy at Buenos Aires for transmittale

I should like to express to you and to ask you to convey to the
Chief Justice my gratitude for the courteous and expeditious treatment
of this mattere.

Sincerely yours,

L Tosa

George Re‘Fearing, Jre
Director
Office of Libraries
and Intelligence Acquisition

Mres Thomas E. Waggaman,
Marshal,
Supreme Court of the United Statese




Offtce of the Marshal,

Supreme Conrt of the Anited States

Washington, D). .




Office of the Aarshal,
Supreme Conrt of the Pnited States

Washington, . (.

on Thursda;




WOMEN’'S BAR ASSOCIATION

El ST E
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

WASHINGTON, D. C.

May 26, 1949

Honorable Fred M. Vinson
The Chief Justice of the United States
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Chief Justice:

The Women's Bar Association wishes to express
its appreciation and gratitude for your courtesy in ex-
tending to it the use of the East Conference Room yes-
terday afternoon for its Memorial Service in honor of
Helen Carloss.

Mr. Thomas E. Waggaman, whom you designated
to assist with the arrangements, was most generous with
his time and suggestions, and contributed in large meas-
ure to the orderly and impressive manner in which the
service was conducted.

Please accept the sincere thanks of the
Association.

Very truly yours,

et Gnl

Helen V. Dolan, Chairman
Memorial Service Committee
18 Eighth Street, Northeast
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Please Return to the Chiefwdusticé.




S'Eop;'efiné Court of the Umied States.

Memorandum.

According to Mr. Willey in the Clerk's

Office the last memorial meeting for a
member of the “ourt's Bar was held in

our Court foom in 1906,

TPL




.)"

April 19, 1949

Memorandum for the Marshals

Re: Request of Women's Bar &ssdciation of the District of
: Columbia for use of the Court Room to conduct memorial
services for Miss Helen Carloss

The attached letter from Miss Helen V. Dolan of the Associaw-
tion is selfwexplanatory. ;

It is suggested that you contact Miss Dolan and advise her
that the Court will be glad to make one of its conference rooms
available to the Association for the purpose of conducting this
memorial service, So far as the Court Room is concerned, it is
not desired to establish this preeedent.

Exeoutive Secretary
to the Chief Justice.

PLK:McH
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Buenos Aires, 6 de. junio de 1949.-

A S.,E, el Sefiop Presidente de la Corte Suprema
de Justicia de los Estados Unidos de" Amépica

Honorable Fred M, Vinson

En nombre de la Corte Suprema de
Justiecia de la Repfblica Argentina que presidesy tengo
el honor de dirigirme a V.E, en contestaeidn a su nota
del 28 de abril prdximo pasado reeihida en la fechay
por la que se comunica que esa Corte Suprema ha acor-
dado establecer el canje de publicaciones oficiales
sugerido oportunamente.

Al formular mis més fervientes vo
tos para que, con el intercambip de publicaciones antes
aludido se estrechen alin mds las vineulaciones de nues=
tros dos paises hermanos, aprovecho la oportunidad para
agradecerle profundamente en mi nombre y en el de mis
colegas sus cordiales expresiones de aprecio,

Dios guarde al Sefior Pregidehte,

Felipe SBantiage Perez
TR SRBE LA SCORTE ofimia
. Nt SUPREMA
DE JUSTICIA DE L,

E JUSTICIA DE LA NACION
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Mr, Waggaman:--

For translation - please,

PLK————=7/15/19.







Supreme Court of the Umited States.

OFFICE OF THE MARSHAL




81sT CONGRESS SENATE DocumeNT
1st Session NO. 94

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE—THE JUDICIARY, SUPREME
COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

COMMUNICATION

FROM

THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

TRANSMITTING
SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION FOR THE JUDI-

CIARY, SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, FISCAL YEAR
1949, AMOUNTING TO $5,000

JunE 29 (legislative day, June 2), 1949.—Read; referred to tte Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed

Tae WaITE HoOUSE,
Washington, June 29, 1949.
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration
of the Congress a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1949 in the amount of $5,000, for the Judiciary, Supreme
Court of the United States.

The details of this estimate are set forth in the accompanying letter
of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget.

Respectfully yours,
Harry S. TRUMAN.




2 SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE—UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT

Execurive OFrFicE oF THE PRESIDENT,
BureEAau or THE BUDGET,
Washington 25, D. C., June 29, 1949.
The PRrESIDENT,
The Whate House.

Str: I have the honor to submit herewith for your consideration a
supplemental estimate of appropriation in the amount of $5,000 for
the fiscal year 1949, for The Judiciary, Supreme Court of the United
States, as follows:

THE JUDICIARY
SupPrREME CoURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PREPARATION OF RULES FOR CIVIL PROCEDURE

For expenses of the Supreme Court incident to proposed amendments or addi-
tions to the rules of civil procedure for the district courts of the United States
pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, section 2072, to be expended as the
Chief Justice in his discretion may approve, including personal services in the
District of Columbia, printing and binding, and per diem allowances in lieu of
actual expenses for subsistence at rates to be fixed by him not to exceed $10 per
day, $5,000, to remain available until June 30, 1950.

This being an estimate for the Supreme Court of the United States,
[ make no observation regarding its necessity.

Respectfully yours,

F. J. Lawron,
Acting Durector of the Bureaw of the Budget.

)
_/




81st CONGRESS } SENATE { DocuMENT
1 No. 94

1st Session

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE—THE JUDICIARY, SUPREME
COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

COMMUNICATION

FROM

THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

TRANSMITTING
SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION FOR THE JUDI-

CIARY. SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, FISCAL YEAR
1949, AMOUNTING TO $5,000

June 29 (legislative day, June 2), 1949.—Read; referred to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed

Tar Warre Housg,
Washington, June 29, 1949.
The PRESIDENT OF THE DENATE.

Sir: T have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration
of the Congress a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1949 in the amount of $5,000, for the Judiciary, Supreme
Court of the United States.

The details of this estimate are set forth in the accompanying letter

e I < =) ue
of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget.
Respectfully yours,
Harry S. TRUMAN.




2 SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE—UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT

Execurive OrFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Bureau or THE BUDGET,
Washington 25, D. C., June 29, 1949.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House.

Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith for your consideration a
supplemental estimate of appropriation in the amount of $5,000 for
the fiscal year 1949, for The Judiciary, Supreme Court of the United
States, as follows:

THE JUDICIARY
SupREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PREPARATION OF RULES FOR CIVIL PROCEDURE

For expenses of the Supreme Court incident to proposed amendments or addi-
tions to the rules of civil procedure for the district courts of the United States
pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, section 2072, to be expended as the
Chief Justice in his discretion may approve, including personal services in the
District of Columbia, printing and binding, and per diem allowances in lieu of
acttial expenses for subsistence at rates to be fixed by him not to exceed $10 per
day, $5,000, to remain available until June 30, 1950.

This being an estimate for the Supreme Court of the United States,
[ make no observation regarding its necessity.
Respectfully yours,

F. J. LawToN,
Acting Director of the Bureaw of the Budget.




Office of the Marshal,
Supreme Court of the Ynited States,

WWashington, B. @.

ﬁg\

July 20, 1949

Thog. E. Waggaman

Those F. Yaggeman, Marshal

JuL 20 1948 1949

[Bigned) frey iy Vinson

Chief Justice of the United States

TEV sdw




MEMORANIUM TC¢ Mre Thos. E. Waggaman
Marshal, Supreme Court, Us S.

On Gotober 12, about 11 A, we had & mechanieal failure
on Branch 311, the Bar Library, which I had reported for repair,

The failure had continued for approximately 25 minutes,
end in the belief that it would show up s a permeanent signal
in the National Exchenge, and since it was not desirable to
release at the PBX before the repeir man arrived, I entered the
Operating Room to ask Mrs uxm;- if the Wire Chief called,

: 4 :

Tire Chi o
putthoonnonmimws, I were out of the room, to tell
hinm that we were holding up the trunk waiting for the repair
man to trace the trouble, and %o be sure not to take the comnecte
ion down,

At that tims I was attrected by an unanswered signal on our
Govermment Truxk, and also sew Mrs Miller with & listening g‘
open, which is in viclation of the "Commuiestions Aect of 19%,."
Thereupon, I said "Mirs Miller why are you supervising on the
eall?® Then I gaw and heard lMrs Miller olose the listening key
before answering the incoming Goverament eignals

The repalr man,lirs Twynham, srrived at approximately
11130 A, and began work on the oireuitse

My first opportunity to report the incident to you was
11140 A which was so near the conveming of Court, that I did
not want to disturb you et that time, I left for lunch at noon
end came back %o relieve Mrs Miller st her regular lunch hour,
and she left the room presumably for lunch,

Your call to me mbout 1120 P,M, was my first knowledge
mcwammrhm“mumurou.zm»mmmwu

report the inoident to youe
Vivinr/ b asger
Supervisor, Telephone Cffice

g

eos Mre Po L, Kelley
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