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CASE HISTORY ( 1 citing reference )

1. Same case at:
1 Balt. C. Rep. 749

CITING DECISIONS ( 14 citing decisions )

MARYLAND COURT OF APPEALS

2. Cited by:
Chevy Chase Land Co. v. United States, 355 Md. 110, 733 A.2d 1055, 1999 Md. LEXIS 462
(1999)LexisNexis Headnotes HN2

355 Md. 110p.148
733 A.2d 1055p.1075

3. Cited by:
Peck v. Baltimore County, 286 Md. 368, 410 A.2d 7, 1979 Md. LEXIS 301 (1979)LexisNexis
Headnotes HN3

286 Md. 368p.379
410 A.2d 7p.12

4. Cited by:
Langley Shopping Center, Inc. v. State Roads Com., 213 Md. 230, 131 A.2d 690, 1957 Md. LEXIS 579
(1957)LexisNexis Headnotes HN4

213 Md. 230p.234
131 A.2d 690p.692
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5. Cited by:
East Coast Freight Lines, Inc. v. Consolidated Gas, Electric Light & Power Co., 187 Md. 385, 50 A.2d 246,
1946 Md. LEXIS 288 (1946)LexisNexis Headnotes
HN4

187 Md. 385p.398
50 A.2d 246p.252

6. Followed by:
Meese v. Goodman, 167 Md. 658, 176 A. 621, 1934 Md. LEXIS 153, 98 A.L.R. 480 (1935)LexisNexis
Headnotes HN4

167 Md. 658p.669
176 A. 621p.625

7. Cited by:
KREBS v. STATE RDS. COMM'N, 160 Md. 584, 154 A. 131, 1931 Md. LEXIS 110 (1931)LexisNexis
Headnotes HN2

160 Md. 584p.590
154 A. 131p.134

8. Explained by:
German Evangelical Lutheran St. Lucas Congregation v. Baltimore, 123 Md. 142, 90 A. 983, 1914 Md.
LEXIS 111, Am. Ann. Cas. 1916C231, 52 L.R.A.
(n.s.) 889 (1914)LexisNexis Headnotes HN1

123 Md. 142p.147
90 A. 983p.985

9. Cited by:
Northern C. R. Co. v. Oldenburg & Kelley, Inc., 122 Md. 236, 89 A. 601, 1914 Md. LEXIS 57 (1914)

122 Md. 236p.251
89 A. 601p.607

10. Cited by:
Webb v. Baltimore & O. R. Co., 114 Md. 216, 79 A. 193, 1910 Md. LEXIS 18 (1910)LexisNexis
Headnotes HN4

114 Md. 216p.228
79 A. 193p.195

11. Cited by:
Jeffers v. Mayor, etc., of Annapolis, 107 Md. 268, 68 A. 553, 1907 Md. LEXIS 131 (1908)LexisNexis
Headnotes HN4

107 Md. 268p.277
68 A. 553p.556

12. Cited by:
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Dulaney v. United R. & E. Co., 104 Md. 423, 65 A. 45, 1906 Md. LEXIS 189 (1906)LexisNexis
Headnotes HN4

104 Md. 423p.441
65 A. 45p.49

13. Explained by:
Lonaconing, M. & F. R. Co. v. Consolidation Coal Co., 95 Md. 630, 53 A. 420, 1902 Md. LEXIS 197
(1902)LexisNexis Headnotes HN2

95 Md. 630p.636
53 A. 420p.423

MARYLAND

14. Cited by:
3 Balt. C. Rep. 547

3 Balt. C. Rep. 547p.559

NEW YORK COURT OF APPEALS

15. Cited by:
Peck v. Schenectady R. Co., 170 N.Y. 298, 170 N.Y. (N.Y.S.) 298, 63 N.E. 357, 1902 N.Y. LEXIS 1063
(1902)LexisNexis Headnotes HN2

63 N.E. 357p.361

ANNOTATED STATUTES ( 2 Citing Statutes )

16. Md. Const. art. III, @ 40

17. Md. PUBLIC UTILITY COMPANIES Code Ann. @ 5--407

LAW REVIEWS AND PERIODICALS ( 3 Citing References )

18. THE MARYLAND SURVEY: 1999--2000: RECENT DECISIONS: Court of Appeals of Maryland, 60 Md. L.
Rev. 1211 (2001)

60 Md. L. Rev. 1211p.1211

19. 4 Md. L. Rev. 1

4 Md. L. Rev. 1p.230

20. NOTE: CHEVY CHASE LAND CO. V. UNITED STATES: THE RAILS--TO--TRAILS ACT AND MARYLAND
PROPERTY LAW, 35 Wake Forest L. Rev. 729 (2000)

35 Wake Forest L. Rev. 729p.729

TREATISE CITATIONS ( 1 Citing Source )
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21. 3--10 Nichols on Eminent Domain @ 10.04


