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COMMENDATIONS

Assitant United States Attorney Christopher Andreoff
Eastern District of Michigan has been commemded by Special

Agent in Charge Theodore Vernier Drug Enforcement Admini
stration for his work and assistance in the successful prose
cution of two significant cocaine traffickers in United States

Korman and Turner

Assistant United States Attorney Joyce Pabst Central
District of California has been commended by Acting Special
Agent in Charge Clarke Maurer U.S Customs Service for

her successful prosecution for smuggling of Charles Marandola
national distributor of child and beastiality pornography

Assistant United States Attorneys Fred Brosis and Mike
wolfson Central District of California have been commended
by Harvey Saferstein Regional Director of the Federal Trade
Commission FTC for their success in representing the FTC
in the Times Mirror matter

Assistant United States Attorneys Donald Etra and Theresa
1ristovich Central District of California have been commended

C.F Michaelson Inspector in Charge U.S Postal Servicefor their success in obtaining the convictions of Daniel Mizel
and Clayton Moore for conspiracy and possession of stolen U.S
Postal Money Orders

Assistant United States Attorney James Brendan ONeill
Central District of California has been commended by F.B.I
special Agent in Charge Ted Gunderson for his successful
prosecution of Robert Castillo in prison murder case

Assistant United States AttorneyAlexander Williams III
Central District of California has been commended by Jerry
Jenson Regional Director of the Drug Enforcement Admini
stration DEA for his successful prosecution of two individuals
who had conducted sophisticated countersurveillance of DEA
and other law enforcement agencies
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INDEX TO POINTS TO REMEMBER OF 1978

Issues l_25

Attorney General Directive from 26USAB 39 No

Copyright Cases Preparation of

Search Warrants in 26 USAB 367 No 15

Drugs and Narcotics 26 USA 52F No 20

Fxecutive Office Staff

August 1978 26 USAB 391 No 16
December 1978 26 USAB 637 No 25

FederalMagistrates Referral of 26 tJSAB 107 No
Cases to

Federal Rules of Evidence Amendment 26 USAB 635 No 25
to Addition of Rule 412

Foreign Corrupt Practices Act of 1977 26 USAB 82 No
Form 792 Revised Report on Convicted

Prisoner by U.S Attorney 26 USAB No

Immunity Requests Processing of 26 USAB 319 No 14

Interpretation of Federal Home
Loan Bank Board Account Privacy
Rule 26 USAB 282 No 12

Joint TaxNontax Investigations
Encouraged 26 USAB 598 No 24

JURIS 26 USAB No
26 USAB 105 No
26 USAB 162 No

Medicaid Fraud Coordination with 26 USAB 106 No
State Units

Oral Communications Interception of 26 USAB 106 No

Phencyclidine PCP ReClassified
as Schedule II Substance 26 USAB 109 No

Plea Agreement RepÆrations 26 USAB 61 No
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Racketeer Influenced and

Corrupt Organizations RICO
Error in Reported Language of

18 U.S.C 1962 26 USAB 399 No 16
United States James Alford

ElLiott Jr et a1 26 USAB 221 No 10

Right of Redemption Not to be 26 USAB 257 No 11
isserted in Foreclosures When
Liens Held by Farmers Home

Admn istrat ion

Tax Information in Nontax
Criminal Cases Access to 26 USAB 597 No 24

U.S Attorney Appointments 26 No
26 USAB 81 No
26 USAB 105 No
26 USAB 161 No
26 USAB 251 No 11
26 USAB 281 No 12
26 USAB 313 No 14
26 USAB 433 No 17
26 USAB 519 No 20
26 USAB 635 No 25

There were no issues for Nos 13 23 and 26
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POINTS 10 REMEMBER

PROCEDURES IN HZNDLING BANKRUP1Y MATTERS

The Assistant Attorney General of the Tax Division and the Chief

Counsel Internal Revenue Service have established certain Procedures for

Referral by the Internal Revenue Service of Bankruptcy and Similar Matters

to the Department of Justice The Procedures which have an effective date

of November 1978 are designed to eliminate uncertainty as to when

bankruptcy insolvency or similar matters involving the collection of

federal tax liabilities should be referred to the Department of Justice

In an effort to expedite action by the United States in bankruptcy

matters involving federal tax claims the Procedures expand the authority

of the United States Attorney to approve Plans of Arrangement under

Chapter XI of the Bankruptcy Act in certain limited but recurring types of

cases The Procedures further provide for direct notification to United

States Attorneys by the District Counsel Internal Revenue Service in

certain matters defined in the Procedures which will be handled by the

United States Attorneys at the direction of the Tax Division

Copies of the Procedures for Referral by the Internal Revenue Service

of Bankruptcy and Similar Matters to the Department of Justice were mailed

to each United States Attorneys Office Additional copies are available

upon request

Tax Division

PROSECUTION OF CASES INVOLVING THEFT AND DESTHUCTION OF

NATURAL RESOURCES

The Secretary of the Interior has asked the Attorney General to
remind United States Attorneys of the importance of prosecuting violators
of Federal law regarding the theft and destruction of natural resources
The Attorney General has agreed to do so Although the Attorney Gens
enforcement priorities and the heavy workload of United States Attorneys
offices throughout the country require that very careful consideration be

given to prosecutive decisions the adverse impact caused by the fore-

mentioned violations on this nations resources including public lands
wilderness areas wildlife wild and freeroaming hosŒs and antiquities
should receive very careful attention

Executive Office
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LEGISLATIVE HISTORIES

The folling is list of Legislative Histories for the 94th

Congress prepared by the Criminal Division To obtain information

from the histories contact Georgia McNeinar 633-3740

PUBLIC LAW

94-64 FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AMENDMENTS ACT OF 1975

94-113 FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE 10 AMEND

94-149 FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE AND CRIMINAL PROCEDURE TO AMEND

94-163 ENERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION ACT

94-233 PAJLE COIVIMISSION AND REORGANIZATION ACT

94-265 FISHERY CONSERVATION AND NAGEMENT ACT

94-279 ANI1L WELFARE ACT AMENDMENTS OF 1967

94-283 FEDERAL ELECTION CN1PAIQ ACT AMENtENTS OF 1976

94-297 INDIAN CRIMES ACT OF 1976

4-310 FEDERAL EMPLOYEES COURT LEAVE

94-319 HONEYBEES IMPORTATION LIMITATION

94-321 ARMED FORCES MEMBERS AND DEPENDENTS RElEASE OF INFORMATION

94-339 EMEIENCY TOOD STAMP VENLOR ACCOUNTIABILITf ACT OF 1976

94-344 UNITED STATES FLAG DISPLAY AND USE no criminal penalties
94-345 CANAL ZONE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES REGULATIONS

94-349 FEDERAL RULES OF PROCEDURE AMENDMENTS DELAY OF EFFECTIVE DATE

94-359 ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973 TO AMEND

94-36 HORSE PROTECTION ACT AMENDMENTS OF 1970

94-408 PROIECTION OF SPOUSES OF PRESIDENTAL AND VICE PRESIDENTAL

NOMINEES

94-426 FEDERAL RULES OF PROCEDURE AMENDMENTS

94-429 NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM MINING ACTIVITY REGULATION

94-4 50 GOLD LABELING ACT OF 1976

94-453 POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS EMPLOYMENT DEPRIVATION PROHIBITION

94-455 TAX REFORM ACT OF 1976

94-458 NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM ADIVUNISTRATION

94-467 ACT FOR THE PREVENTION AND PUNISHMENT OF CRIMES AGAINST

INTEEAITONAILY PROTECTED PERSONS

94-469 TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL ACT

94-472 INTER AI1AL INVESTMENT SURVEY ACT OF 1976

94482 EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1976

94-521 MID-DECADE CENSUS OF POPULATION
94-525 LOITERY PROHIBITIONS MDIA
94-526 DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA UNAUTHORIZED USE OF MYIOR VEHICLE

94-52 UNITED STATES GRAIN STANDARDS ACT OF 1976

94-550 FEDERAL PROCEEDINGS USE OF UNSWORN DEClARATION

94-577 UNITED STATES MAGISTRATES JURISDICTION

Criminal Division
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CIVIL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Barbara Allen Babcock

Civil Aeronautics Board Lufthansa No 78-1851 D.C Cir
January 1979 DJ id_l6_6Ll3

Subpoena Enforcement Power Extraterritorial Jurisdiction

The CAB sought enforcement in the district court against
Lufthansa airlines of an administrative subpoena for documents
held in Germany over the airlines arguments that production
would require Lufthansa to violate German law against dis
closure and that the bumping regulations the CAB intended to

enforce on the basis of the documents in question were pro
scribed by the Warsaw convention and thus invalid The district
court granted enforcement without opinion On an expedited
appeal the District of Columbia Circuit affirmed holding that
Lufthansas attack on the validity of the underlying regula
tions were not properly raised in the subpoena enforcement

action and agreeing with the governments argument that
Lufthansa had failed to demonstrate that it had made good
faith effort to obtain waiver of the German nondisclosure law
The Court further held that the statutory provision authorizing
the CAB to subpoena documents from any place in the United
States was not intended to preclude extraterritorial jurisdic
tion

Attorneys Mark Gallant formerly of the Civil

Division Ronald Glancz Civil Division
FTS 633-342

Lewin and Nowick Blumenthal No 78-1380 8th Cir January
1979 DJ O-43-8O

Gun Control Act Standard for Willful Violation of

Agency Regulation

In this case the Eighth Circuit held that two pawnbrokers
who had demonstrated repeated indifference to the recording
of transactions requirements of the Gun Control Act had will
fully violated the law and therefore were properly denied
dealers license by the Bureau of Alcohol Tobacco and Firearms
The court accepted our argument concerning the meaning of

willfully that the failure to comply need not be intentional
but only plain indifference to the requirements of the law
that certain information concerning gun pawns and sales must
be recorded and recorded in the manner prescribed by the

pertinent regulations

Attorney Susan Ehrlich Civil Division
FTS 633-3170
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Peak Bosse No 41735 Sup Ct of Nebraska December 20
1973 DJ 105-45-146

state trial court in declaratory judgment action
brought by an injured employee of an SBA subcontractor held
the SBA liable under the Nebraska Workmens Compensation Act as

statutory employer The purported source of the SBAs
liability under the Nebraska Act was the SBAs sue and be sued
clause which permits suits against the SBA in federal courts
and in state courts of general jurisdiction On our appeal the
Nebraska Supreme Court has reversed the judgment against the
SBA The court did not reach our argument that the SBA was
immune from regulation or liability under state workmens
compensation statute despite the sue and be sued clause The
court did however accept our contention that under Nebraska
law workmens compensation claims can only be brought in the
Nebraska Workmens Compensation Court and not in state trial
courts of general jurisdiction This ruling effectively
immunizes the SBA from workmens compensation liability because
the SBAs sue and be sued clause quite clearly does not permit
suits in specialized state courts Since virtually every state

places exclusive workmens compensation jurisdiction in

specialized courts or administrative agencies the Nebraska

ruling should be of use to the SBA in resisting attempts in

other states to subject it to workmens compensation liability

Attorney John Cordes Civil Division
FTS 633-3426
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CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Drew Days III

Cannon The University of Chicago No 77-926 DJ 145-16-847

Title IX

On Tuesday January 1979 oral arguments were heard
in the Supreme Court in Cannon The University of Chicago
The question presented was whether Title IX prohibiting sex

discrimination in federally assisted education programs
affords private right of action against the recipient insti
tutions to persons allegedly aggrieved The Secretary of HEW
was originally defendant in this case After having been
dismissed HEW has supported plaintiffs contention that she

has such right of action Solicitor General McCree argued
on behalf of HEW that inference of private right of action
under Title IX is consistent with the purpose and scheme of

the act

Attorney Miriam Eisenstein Civil Rights Division
FTS 6334126

United States Machado C.A Nos 784401 78-44-02
D.N.H DJ 1444752

18 USC 242

conviction was obtained in the abovecaptioned case
on January 10 1979 after six and one-half hours of jury
deliberation Thomas Machado Lowell Massachusetts police
officer and William Hoey correctional officer at M.C.I
Concord were convicted for beating four occupants of stolen
van after high speed chase The attack continued after the

occupants had stopped resisting and after the arrival and
intervention of New Hampshire police officers who had to

physically separate Machado from the victims Additionally
in United States Maddox three Gary Indiana police officers
were convicted of beating Ruben Vasquez

Attorney David Adler Civil Rights Division
FTS 6334164
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Indiana Constructors Inc Kreps IP 77-602-C S.D md
DJ 17026S45

Title VII Public Works Employment Act

On January 1979 another victory was obtained in

our defense of the lawfulness of the 10 percent set-aside for

Minority Business Enterprises contained in the Public Works

Employment Act In Indiana Constructors Inc Kreps one
of approximately 27 challenges to the set-aside provision the

Court granted our motion for summary judgment on the grounds
that the MBE provision furthered compelling state interest

Attorney Richard Ugelow Civil Rights Division
FTS 6333895

United States City of Indianapolis et al CA No 78-388-C
DJ 17026S30

Title VII

On Janury 1979 consent decree was entered in

the abovestyled case which resolved the sex discrimination
issues of the case Earlier on July 19 1978 consent
decree had been entered resolving the race discrimination
issues In the instant decree the defendants have agreed
actively to recruit women for entry level positions in the

Citys police and fire departments and to make job assignments
in non-discriminatory manner This case was closely coordi
nated with U.S Attorney Virginia McCarty

Attorneys Nevin Weiner Civil Rights Division
Steve Rosenbaum Civil Rights Division
FTS 6334085

United States Uvalde County No 78-731 DJ 166-7624

Section of the Voting Rights Act

The Supreme Court on January 1979 summarily
affirmed the judgment of threejudge court in United States

Uvalde County We had sought reversal of the district
courts judgment dismissing our action to enforce an objection
to the countys reapportionment under Section of the Voting
Rights Act The district court found our objection untimely
because the countys submission was complete upon our re
ceipt of the response to our first request for additional
information and because the sixty-day review period cannot be
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postponed by second request for additional information
Our objection was made within sixty days of receipt of the

countys response to our second request prompted by what we
deemed an inadequate response to the first request Assistant

Attorney General Drew Days III is meeting with his staff
to determine what changes in procedure are necessary as
result of this decision

Attorney Joan Hartman Civil Rights Division
FTS 6332173

United States Direct Mail SpecialistInc CA No.S-79-0014c
DJ 1754190

Title VIII

On January 11 1979 we filed Title VIII complaint in

the above-captioned case business engaged in telephone and
mail solicitation of prospective purchasers for recreational
land developments We alleged discrimination on the basis of

race color and sex with respect to solicitation in its opera
tion in the states of Texas Georgia North Carolina Missouri
Tennessee and Virginia The action was resolved by consent
decree entered by Judge William Harold Cox on January 15 1979

Attorney Brian Heffernan Civil Rights Division
FTS 7247401

Duren State of Missouri No 776067 DJ 173431

Jury Discrimination

On January 1979 the Supreme Court decided Duren
State of Missouri reversing decision of the Supreme Court
of Missouri as we had urged in our brief as amicus curiae
As we had argued the Court ruled that petitioner had pre
sented prima facia case of systematic underrepresentation
of women only 14.5 percent of jurors reporting for service
were women during relevant 10-month period which the State
had failed to rebut

Attorney Joan Hartman Civil Rights Division
FTS 6332173
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CRIMINAL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Philip Heymann

Gerald Blucher United States of America No 78571
certiorari granted and judgment reversed January 1979 J.J
White Rehnquist and Powell dissenting

Pornography

Blucher pornography distributor based in Oregon was
convicted of mailing obscene materials to postal inspector in

Wyoming Although there was no evidence that Blucher had ever
conducted business with anyone in Wyoming other than the postal
inspector who had requested and paid for the materials Blucher
was nevertheless prosecuted in that district In his petition
Blucher argued that the government should not be able to forum
shop for favorable community by using postal inspectors to

create venue We maintained that since mailing obscene matter
in violation of 19 U.S.C 1461 is continuing offense venue
lay in the district of receipt in this case.Wyoming under 18

U.S.C 3237a We further argued that the Constitution did not
bar Bluchers prosecution in that district We requested
however that the conviction be vacated since it conflicted with

policy recently formulated by the Department The Department
will not prosecute pornography distributor under 18 U.S.C 1461

in any district in which he has mailed material in response to

request from government agency acting in an investigative
capacity so long as the Department has no information that the

distributor has had any other contacts with that district
relating to his pornography enterprise Accordingly the Supreme
Court vacated the conviction and dismissed the indictment without
opinion

Attorneys Patty Ellen Merkamp and
Jerome Felt Criminal
Division Appellate Section
FTS 6334182
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LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General James Moorman

United States Hall ____ F.2d ____ No 78-1317 8th Cir
December 29 1979 DJ 901101376

Landlord and Tenant Remedies

Affirming the district court the court of appeals
held that where tenants of the United States refused to

relinquish possession of the property upon termination of

their lease the United States was entitled to relief under
the Missouri Unlawful Detainer Statute Accordingly the
court upheld an award for double damages as provided for

under the Missouri statute and agreed that the U.S was
not limited to the fair market rental value nor estopped to

claim the greater amount

Attorneys Nancy Firestone and dward
Shawaker Land and Natural Resources
Division FTS 6332737/2813

Hodden U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission ____ F.2d ____
Nos 761709 and 781149 D.C Cir December 26 1978
DJ 90141487

National Environmental Policy Act

On petitions for review orders of NRC authorizing
Florida Power and Light Co to construct an 850-megawatt
nuclear power reactor at Hutchinson Island Florida were
affirmed by memorandum The court rejected objections that
population density and distribution did not accord with NRCts
regulations and that NRCs failure to examine the environ
mental effects of major nuclear accidents violated NEPA NRCs
analysis of six alternative sites was considered adequate

Attorneys NRC Staff Jacques Gelin Land
and Natural Resources Division
FTS 6332762
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United States v. State of New Mexico ____ F.2d ____ No
771309 10th Cir December 18 1978 DJ 906016

Indians

The court of appeals affirmed the district courts
declaratory judgment that the Mescalero Apache Tribe is not

subject to New Mexicos liquor licensing authority in the

Tribes operation of liquor outlets within the exterior
boundaries of the Mescalero Apache Reservation The court

noted that the Tribe is under exclusive jurisdiction of the

United States and that its lands are all held in trust by

United States. It recognized the Tribes full sovereign
power within the reservation boundaries and observed that
the Tribe has enacted liquor sales and consumption
ordinance The court rejected New Mexicos argument that
in conformity with the laws of the state in which such act

or transaction occurs as used in 18 U.s.c 1161 requires
the Tribe to obtain state liquor license The court
reasoned that this statutory language was not an express or

implied congressional delegation of jurisdiction to the

states The court also rejected arguments that New Mexico
has such licensing jurisdiction under 28 u.s.c 1321 or

1322 or under the Twentyfirst Amendment

Attorneys Assistant United States Attorney
Ruth Streeter D.N Mex FTS
474-3341 John Zimmerman and

Dirk Snel Land and Natural
Resources Division FTS 6334519/
2769



63

VOL 27 FEBRUARY 1979 NO

FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE

Rule 25 Judge Disability

Defendants appealed the district court denial of motion to

dismiss their indictment for narcotics related offenses The
motion was proffered on the basis that new trial would violate
the Fifth Amendment prohibition against double jeopardy
Although forty-three witnesses had been called by the Government
the defendantS first trial had ended in mistrial following two

one week continuances and determination that the trial judge
would be unable to resume the bench because of sickness The
mistrial was declared over defense objections for reasons of

manifest necessity since no other judge was then available to

preside over the trial

The Court of Appeal.s expedited consideration of the appeal
and denied the defendants motion The Courts discussion
centered upon the degree of effort that must be expended before

new trial isordered under Rule 25 The Court concluded that
under the circumstances here it was not an abuse of discretion
for the district court to fail to go beyond relatively routine
efforts at substitution and to fail to explore calendar-shifting
possibilities in order to preserve the ongoing trial through
the substitution provision of Rule 25 The special circumstances
included the previous break of two weeks the complexity of the
record and the approaching Christmas recess

Defendants Motion for Summary Reversal Denied

United States Carl Lynch et al F.2d No
78227480 9496 D.C Cir December 29 1978
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FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE

Rule 30 Instructions

Rule 52b Harmless Error and Plain
Error Plain Error

The defendant was convicted of possession and distribution
of cocaine On appeal he contended that the failure of the

trial judge to give cautionary instruction to the jury on the

weight to be given to evidence of the defendants previous
narcotics related convictions constituted reversible error
While noting that it was defense counsels burden to request
limiting instruction from the court and in his failure upon
the Government the Court of Appeals concluded that the trial
courts failure to give limiting instruction sua sponte may
have been prejudicial The Court therefore despite Rule 30

which provides that party may assign as error any portion
of the charge or omission therefrom unless he objects thereto
before the jury retires to consider its verdict concluded that
the failure to issue cautionary instruction was plain error
under Rule 52b and required new trial

Reversed and remanded

United States Demasco Ramon Diaz F.2d No 77-

3391 5th Cir November 30 1978
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FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE

Rule 614c Calling and Interrogation
of Witnesses by Court
Objections

Defendant appealed her narcotics related convictions

contending in part that the trial judge improperly commented on

the defendants pre-arrest silence The Court of Appeals
rejected defendants claim on the basis of ample authority that

defendants silence even after Miranda warnings have been

given is admissible for the purpose of rebutting the impression
which defendant attempted to create in order to build
himself up in the eyes of the jury The Court found that even
assuming arguendo that defendants pre-arrest silence was

inadmissible that the defendant had waived her right to raise
this issue on appeal by making no objection to the judges actions
either at the time of the questioning or later in the course of

trial To distinguish cases which have held that failure of

counsel to object at trial foreclosed appeal on the issue of

improper comment on defendants silence defense counsel had

argued that since interrogation was conducted by the trial judge
that trial counsels failure to object at trial might be due to

timidity or fear of antagonizing the judge The Court of Appeals
found counsels contention overlooked Rule 614c which clearly
rovides that objections to the interrogation of witnesses by

the court are to be made at the time or at the next available

opportunity when the jury is not present Reviewing the history
and rationale of Rule 614c and case law prior to the rule the

Court concluded defense counsel was not excused of his obligation
to object merely because the trial judge rather than prosecutor
asked the allegedly offensive question

Affirmed

United States Sonia Vega F.2d No 78-1038 2nd
Cir November 30 1978
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