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CASE HISTORY ( 6 citing references)

1. Connected case at:
Satev. Brown, 73 Md. 484, 21 A. 374, 1891 Md. LEXIS 24 (1891)

2. Connected case at:
Brown v. Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Co., 73 Md. 567 (1890)

3. Samecaseat:
Sate v. Cowen, 83 Md. 549, 35 A. 161, 1896 Md. LEXIS 83 (1896)

4. Connected case at:
Chesapeake & O. Canal Co. v. Western M. R. Co., 99 Md. 570, 58 A. 34, 1904 Md. LEXIS 80 (1904)

5. Samecaseat:
Satev. Cowen, 35 A. 354 (Md. 1896)

6. Samecaseat:
Satev. Cowen, 35 A. 581 (Md. 1896)

CITING DECISIONS ( 5 citing decisions)
MARYLAND COURT OF APPEALS

7. Cited by:
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Cohill v. Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co., 177 Md. 412, 10 A.2d 316, 1939 Md. LEXIS 266 (1939) Lexis-
Nexis Headnotes HN1

177 Md. 412 p.421

10 A.2d 316 p.320

8. Cited by:
McGraw v. Merryman, 133 Md. 247, 104 A. 540, 1918 Md. LEX1S 121 (1918) L exisNexis Headnotes HN1
133 Md. 247 p.257
104 A. 540 p.544

9. Cited by:
Philpot v. Gelston, 126 Md. 589, 95 A. 485, 1915 Md. LEXIS 172 (1915)
126 Md. 589 p.595
95 A. 485 p.487

10. Cited by:
Chesapeake & O. Canal Co. v. Western M. R. Co., 99 Md. 570, 58 A. 34, 1904 Md. LEXIS 80 (1904)

MARYLAND COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

11. Cited by:
Hagez v. State, 131 Md. App. 402, 749 A.2d 206, 2000 Md. App. LEXIS 64 (2000)
131 Md. App. 402 p.419
749 A.2d 206 p.215

LAW REVIEWS AND PERIODICALS ( 1 Citing Reference)

12.  ARTICLE: JUSTICE DOUGLAS THE CHESAPEAKE & OHIO CANAL, AND MARYLAND LEGAL HIS
TORY, 35 U. Balt. L.F. 104 (2005)



