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EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR ATTORNEYS

William Tyson Acting Director

CLEARINGHOUSE

Order Retaining Alternate Jurors

U.S Barger No CR-.79-226 N.C Calif filed
June 23 1980

The United States District Court for the Northern
District of California on motion by the government
ordered that alternates be retained when the jury retired
to deliberate In support of its motion the government
asserted that the proceeding had been lengthy complex
and expensive for all involved The case involving
violation of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt
Organizations Act of 1970 RICO 18 U.S.C 1962 involved

32 defendants and occupied the time of the court jury
four government prosecutors and 18 defense counsel for an
entire year

In considering the defense counsels objections to

the government request relying on Rule 24c F.R Crim
An alternate juror who does not replace

regular juror shall be discharged after the jury retires

to consider its verdict the court held that although
the order technically violated Rule 24c the procedure

retaining the alternates did not implicate the substantial

rights of the defendants See Rule 52a Fed Crim
if the jurors did not know an alternate was available

for substitution Cf United States Mahier 579 2d

730 737 2d Cir 1978 failure to discharge alternate

jurors when jury retires cannot prejudice defendant where

no contact between jurors and alternates United States

Nash 414 F.2d 234 2d Cir cert denied 396 U.S
940 1969 The court also noted that although the Ninth

Circuit in U.S Lamb 539 F.2d 1153 9th Cir 1975

en banc cast doubt upon the propriety of substituting
an alternate for regular juror over defense objection
after the jury commenced deliberations they did not hold

that the mere retention of alternates ipso facto constituted

prejudicial error
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The court did not rule on governments motion to

have the court substitute an alternate if juror became

incapacitated during deliberations holding that the motion
was premature It did point out that if this situation
did arise options included Rule 23b Fed Crim
parties may stipulate to jury of less than twelve
Leser U.S 358 F.2d 313 317-318 9th Cir petition
for cert dismissed 385 U.S 802 1966 parties may
stipulate to substitution of alternate juror
United States Beinster 484 Supp 442 S.D Fla
1980 court may substitute alternate for incapacitated
juror over defense juror over defense objection
United States Baroni 83 F.R.D 565 S.D Fla 1979
same

Executive Office
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR ATTORNEYS

William Tyson Acting Director

POINTS TO REMEMBER

Amendments To Federal Rules of Civil Procedure

On August 1980 amendments to Rules 26 28 30 32 33 34
37 and 45 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure became effective The
most significant amendments involve the new discovery conference procedure
Rule 26f depositions by telephone Rule 30b imposition of

specificity requirement when the option to produce records is invoked in
response to interrogatories Rule 33c new instructions on the manner
in which records shall be produced in response to request Rule 34b
sanctions for failure to participate in good faith in framing of
discovery plan Rule 37g and extension of subpoena power to any place
in state where local court of general jurisdiction would have subpoena
power Rule 45e In addition the Advisory ConuTiittee note on Rule 37
suggests that if discovery is abused by the United States the court should
consider notifying the Attorney General in appropriate cases

We foresee potential problem in complying with the 10day deadline
established by Rule 26f for responding to motion for discovery
conference in cases where primary litigating responsibility rests in
Washington Accordingly when you are served with motion for

discovery conference in such case your staff should iirmediately
telephone the attorney in Washington responsible for preparing the
response notify the attorney of the existence of the motion and cooperate
in making whatever arrangements are necessary including transmittal of
the motion to Washington D.C by express mail in order to comply with
the deadline

Tax Division
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CIVIL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Alice Daniel

Board of Supervisors of Henrico County Virginia William
Miller et al No 791788 4th Cir July 10 1980 DJ 1453
1646

REVENUE SHARING FOURTH CIRCUIT UPHOLDS
TREASURYS METHOD OF COMPUTING REVENUE
SHARING ALLOCATIONS TOVIRGINIA COUNTIES

This case involved challenge by Henrico County Virginia
to Treasurys computation of the Countys allocation of revenue
sharing funds under the State and Local Government Financial
Assistance Act of 1972 31 U.S.C 1221 et The County
alleged that the method used by the Secretary to determine the

adjusted taxes element of the statutory Revenue Sharing
formula during three entitlement periods had the effect of

treating Henrico less favorably than other similarly situated
governments in Virginia The district court found that the

Secretarys method was discriminatory and ordered Treasury to

recompute the Countys entitlement The court of appeals
reversed holding that the scope of review is limited to whether
the Secretarys method was arbitrary capricious an abuse of

discretion or otherwise not in accordance with law U.S.C
7062 After considering the Secretarys method under this
standard the Court held that there was rational basis for the

method used The judgment of the district court was reversed
and the case was remanded with instructions that judgment be

entered for the Secretary

Attorney Katherine Gruenheck Civil Division
FTS 6333381

Hlperin CIA No 791849 D.C Cir July 11 1980 DJ 145
618

FOIA D.C CIRCUIT HOLDS EXEMPTIONS
AND OF FOIA EXEMPT DISCLOSURE OF NAMES
OF PRIVATE ATTORNEYS AND FEES PAID THEM
BY CIA FOR LEGALWORK RELATED TO CLPN
DESTINE ACTIVITIES FINDS LACK OF STAND
ING AND POLITICAL QUESTION IN CONSTITU
TIONAL CHALLENGE TO CIA BUDGET SECRECY
STATUTES AND FINDS STATUTES CONSTITUTIONAL

Halperin sought the names of private attorneys and the
amount of fees paid them by the CIA for legal work related to

clandestine Agency activities The Agency claimed the infor
mation was properly classified and thus protected by Exemption
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and that disclosure would reveal intelligence methods and CIA

budget information protected by 50 U.S.C 403 Cd and 403g
and thus covered by Exemption The district court granted
summary judgment for the CIA on Exemption finding it un
necessary to rule on Exemption The Court held Halperin
lacked standing to challenge the constitutionality of the CIA

budget secrecy statutes under the statement and account
clause of the Constitution Art Section Clause relying
on United States Richardson 418 U.S 166 1974 which held

taxpayer lacked standing to mount similar challenge

The Court of Appeals affirmed on every theory advanced by
the Agency It said the Court would not conduct detailed

inquiry to decide whether it agrees with the agencys opinions
where the affidavits and deposition were reasonably

specific not contradicted and there was no showing of bad
faith Here the Court found the Agencys showing to be very
convincing that disclosure could potentially harm the indi
viduals and would provide valuable information to foreign in
telligence Slip op 78

As to standing the Court rejected the claim that the FOIA

provided the standing found lacking in the taxpayer suit seeking
the same information Richardson supra In addition the

Court held that Halperins constitutional challenge presented
nonjusticiable political question because there was no judi
cially enforceable standard for determining what information
was required to be disclosed by the Statement and Account
Clause Alternatively based in part on an exhaustive histori
cal review the Court upheld the CIA budget secrecy statutes
stating that the Framers intended Congress and the Exec
utive to have discretion to decide whether when and in what
detail intelligence expenditures should be disclosed to the

public Slip op 36

Attorney Al Daniel Jr Civil Division
FTS 6332786

James Lesar Dept of Justice No 78-2305 D.C Cir
July 15 1980 DJ 145123207

FOIA D.C CIRCUIT SETS FOIA RULE FOR
APPLICABLE EXECUTIVE ORDER AND FOR VIO
LATION OF PROCEDURAL STANDARDS IN EXEMP
TION CASES AND HOLDS THAT POLICE
DEPARTMENTS QUALIFY AS CONFIDENTIAL
SOURCES FOR EXEMPTION

In this Freedom of Information Act case involving the

Departments report on the FBIs investigations of Dr Martin
Luther King Jr the D.C Circuit has entered favorable
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decision which will be very helpful to us particularly in

Exemption and Exemption 7C and 7D cases

On Exemption classified materials the Court held that
the reviewing court will determine the propriety of classifica
tion on the basis of the Executive Order in effect at the time
that the classifying official acts and not the Executive Order
in effect when the dispute reaches the court Here the stand
ards of the old Executive Order were applicable and the Court
ruled that the classifications were proper even though some of
the documents had been belatedly classified in violation of one
of the procedural requirements The Court recognized that
Exemption requires compliance with both procedural and substan
tive standards but held that the consequences for failure to
meet particular procedural standard will vary depending on the
significance and extent of the violation In this case mere
mishap in the time of classification was not sufficiently
grave violation to warrant the release of otherwise properly
classified information

On Exemption law enforcement investigative records the
Court rejected narrow reading of the statutory language
confidential source and held that the term covers not only
individual informants but also institutional sources such as
city police departments so that information obtained from those
nonfederal agencies in confidence may be withheld under section

Furthermore the Court ruled that the identities of
FBI personnel as well as informants and third parties may be
withheld on privacy grounds under section

Attorneys Jan Pack Civil Division
FTS 6333953
Leonard Schaitman Civil Division
FTS 6333321

OBrien United States No 79-1242 4th Cir July 24 1980
DJ 157791573

TORT CLAIMS ACT FOURTH CIRCUIT AFFIRMS
DISMISSAL OF TORT CLP.IMS ACTION AGAINST
UNITED STATES BROUGHT BECAUSE OF AN INJURY
ALLEGEDLY CAUSED BY FEDERALLY FUNDED
METHADONE PROGRAM

In this case patient in methadone clinic caused
fatal car accident after receiving his dosage of methadone The
estate of the woman killed by the patient brought actions against
the clinic the City of Alexandria and the United States
Plaintiff sought to impose liability upon the United States on
the ground that the federal Government provided funds for the
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clinic and monitored it to insure compliance with the contract

and very detailed drug abuse laws However the district court
dismissed the action against the government since the United

States did not engage in day-to-day control of the clinic In

an unpublished opinion the Fourth Circuit has now affirmed that

decision This decision could prove very helpful because there

are several other cases involving the 650 methadone clinics
around the nation We will therefore file motion for the

court to publish its opinion

Attorney Douglas Letter Civil Division
FTS 6333427

Tsosie Califano No 753195 .9th Cir July 22 1980 DJ137
8246

CHILDS INSURANCE BENEFITS NINTH CIRCUIT

UPHOLDS STATUTORY EXCLUSION FROM CHILDS
INSURANCE BENEFITS OF CHILD WHO WAS
ADOPTED BY THE SURVIVING SPOUSE AFTER THE

DEATH OF THE WAGE-EARNER AND WHO WAS RE
CEIVING REGULAR OUTSIDE CONTRIBUTIONS OF

SUPPORT AT THE TIME OF THE WAGE-EARNERS
DEATH

Alfred Keese was adopted by the plaintiff subsequent to the

death of plaintiffs husband wage-earner At the time of the

wage-earners death Alfred Keese was receiving support contribu

tions of $43 per month from public agencies Plaintiffs appli
cation for childs insurance benefits for Alfred Keese on behalf

of the deceased wage-earner was denied While the statute rakes

after-adopted children eligible for child insurance benefits in

some instances it excludes such afteradopted children who were

receiving regular outside contributions of support at the time

of the wage-earners death

Plaintiff challenged the denial of benefits on statutory

and constitutional grounds The court of appeals in affirming

the district court found that the outside regular contributions

proviso applied to all cases involving after-adopted children

and that the receipt of the $43 per month amounted to regular

and substantial contributions Further the court found that

the statutory treatment of after-adopted children did not vio
late due process or equal protection rights

Attorney Michael Hertz Civil Division
FTS 6334096



531

VOL 28 AtJGUST 15 1980 NO 17

United States Horton No 783584 C5th Cir July 23 1980
DJ1371789

MEDICARE FIFTH CIRCUIT UPHOLDS GRANT OF
NEW TRIAL USE OF SPECIAL MASTER AND ENTRY
OF PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENTS IN COMPLEX
MEDI CARE PROVIDER REIMBURSEMENT CASE

The district court in this Medicare provider reimbursement
case entered judgment for the Government after protracted and
complex proceedings which included two jury trials two trials
to special master and four partial sununary judgments The
provider appealed advancing number of legal theories and urg
ing the reinstatement of the first jury verdict The Fifth Cir
cuit affirmed the district court on all points holding that in
this complicated case the trial judge had not abused his discre
tion in ordering new trial or in appointing special master to
assist the jury Moreover the Court ruled that the law of the
case doctrine was not bar to the trial judges utilization of
several partial summary judgments to resolve separate issues at

appropriate states in the lengthy proceedings

Attorney Jan Pack CCivil Division
FTS 6333953

Nathan Schnurman United States No 790487-R E.D Va
June 1980 DJ 157791627

TORT CLAIMS ACT FERES DOCTRINE STATUTE
OF LIMITATIONS EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
HOLDS MILITARY SERVICEMANS SUIT BARRED UNDER
FERES DOCTRINE AND TWO-YEAR STATUTE OF LIMI
TATIONS UNDER TORT CLAIMS ACT

On June 1980 Judge Robert Merhige Jr of the U.S
District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia ruled that

former servicemans claim for injuries arising from 1944

mustard gas protective clothing test were barred by both the

Feres doctrine of intra-military immunity and the FTCA two-year
statute of limitations On the latter point the Court em
braced the critical factors test of United States Kubrick
444 U.S 111 1979 in holding that the plaintiff was aware of

his injury and the probable cause well before two years prece
dent to his suit As for the Feres issue the Court specif
cally rejected and criticized the postdischarge tort shocking
conduct theory announced in recent District of Columbia case
captioned Thornwell United States The Schnurman opinion is

to be published

Attorney John Euler Civil Division
FTS 7246725
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OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

Assistant Attorney General Alan Parker

SEEECED DNGRESSIONAL AND LEGISIIVE ACTIVITIES

JULY 23 1980 AUGUST 1980

Coinriission on Wartirre Relocation and Internirent of Civilians On July 21
by vote of 279 to 109 the House passed H.R 5499 bill to establish
cxIrIrIiss ion to determine whether any wrong was committed against the Japanese
Airericans interned during World War II similar bill 1647 has already

passed the Senate and it is hoped that the Senate will accept the House

version The Departnent testified in support of this bill

DQY Appropriations After lengthy debate the House on July 24 passed

7584 the State/Justice/Conrerce appropriations bill Vote on final

passage was 252-158 nurrber of troubling arrendrrent.s were adopted including
Collins school busing anndnent voice vote and MacDonald anendirent pro

hibiting the Logal Services Corporation front pronoting protecting or

defending hortosexuals 290113

INS Efficiency Package The House Judiciary Committee voted out

7273 its INS efficiency bill on July 23 1980 As expected the Conirnittee

adopted State tpartrrent proposals to waive non-irrrriigrant visas for certain

countries and to include certain international organization enployees in the

special innigrant category

The efficiency proposal with sone variations is nc out of Conirtittee

on both sides but its unclear when it will get floor consideration

Medical Records Senate Governnental Affairs reported out its

version of the nedical records privacy legislation 503 on July 22 This

proposal is sonhat better than the House versions but still contains

several problematic sections Senate Judiciary nc.z has 30 days in which to

act on the bill and we will be working with them to get Administration

anendnents adopted

Tedinical Anendnents to the Bankrtcy Act On July 22 and 23 the House

Judiciary Committee marked up the Technical Anendnents to the Bankntcy Act
bill There were several airendnents adopted including one which precluded
student loans front being discharged under Qiapthr 13 similarversion of
the bill has already passed the Senate and it is hoped that the bills can be

easily reconciled for quick passage

Medicare-Medicaid Fraud On July 22 1980 the Senate Finance Subconirittee

on Health held closed and open hearing on Medicare-1dicaid Fraud The

closed session focused on current investigations in the Los Angeles area
The open hearing dealt with the problem on the national level as well as the

recently concluded sting operation in the Los Angeles area Rebert Ran5ey
Assistant U.S Attorney from Los Angeles Oliver Revell Assistant Director

of the Criminal Investigation Division FBI and Special Agents Ralph Lurpkin
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and Jonathan Hersley FBI los Angeles testified before the Committee The

hearing was well attended and the Senators were interested in strengthening
the Justice DepartnEnt hand in coirbatting Medicare-Medicaid fraud The

Coxrrnittee appeared very receptive to any tecthnical or substantive dianges in

the relevant criminal statutes to help aid in prosecuting these cases The

Committee also eressed concern about the disclosure provisions in the 1976

Tax Reform Act whith prohibits the from disclosing inforiration to the

Department which could help in identifying and convicting violators The

Committee through the Chairman Senator Talmadge eçressed desire to set

mandatory minimum sentences for persons convicted make Medicare-Medicaid

frat high prioritywithin the Department and set up special strike force

for just such investigations

Protection of Agents Identities On Rriday July 25 1980 the House

Intelligence Cbxrmittee voted out version of the Agents Identities bill

that the Department opposed because it contained subjective intent standard

discloses with the intent to irrpair and inipede the foreign intelligence

activities of the U.S

The Senate Intelligence Canmittee on Tsday July 29 1980 after

defeating 9-3 proposed Bayh anEndrrent that included the subjective intent

passed out Senator Chaffee substitute to 2216 An anendrrent was accepted

that allowed person to identify solely hine1f or herself as an agent
This anenditent was explained as allowing prosecution of this individual if

his/her disclosure in any way damaged the cover of another agent

It is believed the House and Senate Judiciary Committees will ask for

seqi.ntial referral of the legislation delaying its final passage by

either body until these committees have considered the neasure

Governirent Patent Policy On July 24 1980 the House Judiciary

Subcommittee on Courts Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice

favorably reported H.R 6933 by voice vote unaniTrous

The bill provides for the reemination of issusd patents and establishes

uniform governrrent policy for the allocation of rights in federally

financed or supported contractor inventions The Subcommittee adopted an

anEndrrent offered by Congressman Railsback extending from four to four and

one half years the period within which big business contractor must file

list of eacth field of use in which the contractor intends to ccirurercialize

the invention

The Antitrust standard utilized in the patent policy provisions of the

bill was arrended to provide that big business contractors will not receive

an exclusive license in any field of use where the contractor possession

of such license would create or maintain situation inconsistent with the

antitrust laws This change in the standard was acceptable to the Depart
itEnt

The subcorrrnittee rejected an anenrent proposed by Congressman orehead
which would have defeated the governirent right to notify big business
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contractor within 90 days that it could not acxuire an elusiw license

because the acxjuisition of such license would be contrary to the require
itents of the Agency mission would iirpair national security or would be
inconsistent with the antitrust laws

The full Cormittee is ecpected to consider the bill shotly after the

House returns from the August recess

Telecxmnu.u-iicatjons The House ConirercE Ccittee continues its mark
of H.R 6121 legislation which would deregulate irnidi of the te1econiruinicions

industry On July 29 1980 the nittee agreed to irotion by Congressnan
Gore that all debate on and all airendnants to the bill should be cut off by
noon on Thursday July 31 with the exception that all written anenrents
siixnitted by noon on July 30 could be debated for five minutes by each side

On July 30 the Corrttiittee adopted several anendnents to the bill
including an anendrrant prohibiting ATT from offering mass-nedia services and

an anandrtent strengthening the antitrust savings clause subseqnt referal

to the House Judiciary Coninittee is possible

Currency and Foreign Tharizctions 1epot Act Afletithents 5961

2236 failed atttpt to speed the Administration proposal To
anend the Currency and Foreign Transactions Fport Act through the House
under suspension of the rules on July 28 1980 nay have killed the bill for

the rest of this Congress FbllcMing the 135 yeas to 248 nays vote that fell

far short of the twr- thirds majority required under suspension the Senate

version of the bill 2236 was reitoved by the Senate Banking Coninittee

from its nark-t agenda Proponents of the neasure will decide over the

recess whether to bring the bill to the House floor again throi4i the

Conventional Rules Coninittee route

H.R 5961 was ostensibly written to eliminate the loop holes currently

present in the 1970 Act to assist in the apprehension of drug traffickers

Primarily the Ireasure makes it crine to atterrpt to transport or have

transported irore than $5 000 llars in cash Or negotiable instrurtEnts

over United States borders without prior disclosure As anended by the Ways

and mans Committee H.R 5961 would authorize search without warrant

where custon5 agent had probable cause to believe that such an attettpt

was being made The bill also prospectively raises the disclosure minimum

to $10000 and provides reward to worthy informants

Three major concerns were voiced by objectors to the bill First

arrong these was that the bill dealing with basic constitutional qst1on
had been placed on the Suspension Calendar opponents labeled it The Act to

suspend the Fourth airendnent under the suspension of the Rules Secondly

opponents were disturbed by the lack of good clear definition of

atterrptirig to leave the country Finally objectors felt that the bill was

too broad and provided only slight inconvenience to criminals while pro
viding great burden on the law abiding traveling piblic
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Justice Departnnt oolrmnts on the bill were iiade prior to the

stiffening of the warrantless search standard from reasonable to probabl
cause Even with this lesser standard /3J felt that the Fourth airendnent
was not violated by the bill and recomrended its enactrrent

LEAA Phase Out The Criire Suboorrinittee of the House Judiciary Corrirnittee

held oversight hearings on the phasing out of the law EnforcenEnt Assistance
Administration on July 29 1980 Paul Midiel Associate Deputy Attorney
General testified for the DepartnEnt of Justice Ulairiren Conyer pritrexy
concern throughout the hearing was that an ongoing committee record be
established reflecting what he hoped to be an orderly phase down of LEA
Michel detailed the planning process and steps currently being taken to wind
thn LEAA Several qtstions addressed to the Deparbent were left open
for later follow-up by the coninittee which heard irnich testinony from state
and local proLEAk withesses

Prepltlication Review Hearings On July 29 1980 the SthconinitteØ on
Civil and Constitutional Rights of the House Judiciary Comittee held
hearing concerning prepublication review and secrecy requirenents imposed by
law or contract icon current and forrrer federal eirployees Alice Daniel
Assistant Attorney General Civil Division testified for the Departitent
Ms Daniel stressed the difficulties involved in harironizing the inherent
tension between the governnent obligation to protect legitinete intelligence
inforrration and the ability of the enployees of the intelligence Æarrtnunity to
publish unclassified information gained as result of their eirploynent
Ms Daniel related to the Subcoirmittee the sensitivity the Departirent has to
the First Ainendmrent issue In addition to Ms Dan Professor Uiarles
Marson of Stanford Law School testified Mr Marson was of the view that
no prepublication review should be required

Criminal Procedure Arrendrrents On July 24 1980 the House Judiciary
Subcommittee on Criminal Justice marked up H.R 7473 to airend the Federal
Rules of Criminal Procedure Congressman Drinan bill to provide defense

pre-errptory challenges of judges was voted down in subcarrnittee The
subconimnittee made substantial changes in the Suprerre Court Criminal Procedure
Arrendnents much to the dismay of the Judicial Conference and Departnent of
Justice There is little chance that the subcommittee changes will be over
turned on the House floor However there is hope that the Senate will keep
the anenthents in their original form

Airenthents to Section 6103 and 7609 of the Thternal Revern.e Code On
July 30 1980 the Ways 1ans Subcommittee on Oversight held hearings on
airendirents to the disclosure and surrrrons provisions of the Internal Revenue
Code Irvin Nathan Deputy Assistant Attorney General Criminal Division
and Stephen Csontos Special Litigation Counsel Tax Division testified
for the Departrrent The substance of the hearing was very similar to those
conducted on the Senate side by Senators Nunn Chiles and Baucus With the
conclusion of these hearings noverrent on the proposed legislation is
expected
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School Prayer On July 29 John Hanron Assistant Attorney General

Office of legal Counsel testified before the House Judiciary Subcommittee on

Courts Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice in opposition to

the Helms school prayer axrendnnt which was attached to 450 our

Suprerre Court jurisdiction bill when it passed the Senate last year Nr
Harrrons testiirony which argid against the constitutionality of the

provision was very well received by the Subcorrrnittee in light of the coirnats

made at the hearing it appears extrenEly unlikely that the Subcommittee will

act favorably upon the anendzrent

Fair Housing On July 30 the Senate Judiciary Orunittee began consider
ation of 506 the Fair Housing airendrrents The crucial Bayh-Heflin

conpromise which would restore the administrative procedures and establish

an independent Fair Housing Review Commission passed by te of 10 to

with Senators Mathias and t1e joining all the Derrocrats except Debncini in

support After further discussion of various airendnents but further

.otes the Committee agreed to poll out the bill and all remaining arrendnents

by Friday August 1980

Judicial Discipline On July 31 and August the House Judiciary
Subcommittee on Courts Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice

mark up bill dealing with the subject of judicial discipline It is

unclear whether the rrark-up vehicle will be 1873 the Senate-passed bill
recently-circulated Kastenneier draft or one of the rnmerous other pending

bills on this subject although the Kasteruteier draft appears the nost likely
It is also unclear whether sufficient tine remains in the 96th Congress for

the two Houses to agree on an acceptable bill

Nominations On July 24 1980 the United States Senate received the

nomination of Leslie Green of Minnesota to be Commissioner of the

United States Parole Corrinission

On July 25 1980 the Senate received the nomination of Norman Ramsey
to be U.S District Judge for the DistrLctof Maryland

On July 29 1980 the Senate received the nomination of Leslie Fbschio

to be U.S Attorney for the Western District of New York

On July 30 1980 the Senate received the nomination of Howard Saths
of Missouri to be U.S Circuit Judge for the Eighth Circuit
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TAX DIVISION

Assistant Attorney General Carr Ferguson

Search Warrants in Income Tax Cases

Advance approval of the Tax Division is required to apply for

search warrant relating to criminal tax or tax-related offense
under the subject matter jurisdiction of the Tax Division See

United States Attorneys Manual Sec 6-2.330 This requirement
applies in all tax and tax-related cases including grand jury
investigations of tax or tax-related charges as well as those
cases referred directly to your office by the Internal Revenue
Service

The Tax Division will authorize an application for search
warrant only where all the requirements for search warrant are

clearly present and the use of warrant is appropriate under the

circumstances of the case The Division has firm policy of re
straint about authorizing warrants to enter and search lawyers
and doctors offices and any other offices which may contain in
formation that is privileged For obvious reasons search of

lawyers office will be authorized only where there are present
extraordinary circumstances compelling the use of search war
rant

In recent criminal tax case district court ordered there-
turn of taxpayers ledgers seized from their attorney pursuant
to warrant obtained without the approval of the Tax Division

Upon the attorneys motion the court concluded that the search

was unreasonable under the Fourth Amendment in that it jeopard
ized the attorney-client privilege and the confidential relation

ship between the attorney and clients other than the taxpayers
The court further held that the search interfered with the tax

payers Sixth Amendment right to effective assistance of counsel

Note that the ledgers seized were subject to grand jury sub

poena duces tecum served upon the attorney At the time the

United States Attorney sought and obtained the search warrant
there was pending the attorneys motion to quash the subpoena

Except for request for search warrant in connection with

grand jury investigation if you believe that search warrant is

necessary in any criminal tax or tax-related case send copy of

the proposed search warrant and affidavit to the Office of Chief

Counsel Internal Revenue Service where they will be reviewed

and forwarded to the Tax Division for final determination In

those instances where search warrant is sought in connection

with grand jury investigation the proposed search warrant and

affidavit are to be forwarded directly to the Criminal Section

Tax Division Attention Stanley Krysa When determination

is made your office will be notified promptly

Please direct any questions to Charles Alexander Criminal

Section Tax Division FTS 633-2932



54

VOL 28 August 15 1980 NO 17

Federal Rules of Evidence

Rule 803 Hearsay Exceptions Availability
of Declarant Immaterial Public
Records and Reports

Defendant was convicted under U.S.C 1326 of illegal
reentry into the United States after having been previously
deported As evidence of the defendants prior deportation

material element of the offense the Government introduced
into evidence under Rule 8038 the public records ex
ception to the hearsay rule warrant of deportation con
taining an Immigration Officers dated and signed notation
of defendants deportation On appeal defendant contended
inter alia.tha Rule 8038 was inapplicable because the
warrant of depotation was an observation made by law en
forcement officer in criminal case and therefore comes
within the law enforcement exception to the rule

The Court npted that while some courts have inflexibly
applied the exception to all law enforcement records it had

always looked tQ the purpose of the law enforcement exception
in determining the admissibility of public record The
Court noted that the notation on the warrant of deportation
in the instant ease was ministerial objective observation
which had inherent reliability because of the Governments
need to keep accurate records of the movement of aliens
Since the notation was not of the adversarial nature that

might cloud the perception of the law enforcement officer
the Court concded that the purpose behind the law enforce
ment exception to Rule 8038 was inapplicable in this

case

Affirmed

United States Francisco HernandezRojas 617 F.2d 533

9th Cir AprilT25 1980
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LISTING OF ALL BLEJESHEETS IN EFFECT

DATE AFFECTS USAN SUBJECT

TITLE

52378 thru Reissuance and Continuation in

Effect of BS to U.S.A Manual

Undtd 11.200 Authority of Manual A.G Order

6657

62177 13.100 Assigning Functions to the

Associate Attorney General

62177 13.102 Assignment of Responsibility

to DAG re INTERPOL

62177 13.105 Reorganize and Redesignate Office

of Policy and Planning as Office

for Improvements in the

Administration of Justice

42277 13.108 Selective Service Pardons

62177 13.113 Redesignate Freedom of Information

Appeals Unit as Office of Privacy
and Information Appeals

62177 13.301 Director Bureau of Prisons

Authority to Promulgate Rules

62177 13.402 U.S Parole Commission to replace

U.S Board of Parole

Undtd 15.000 Privacy Act Annual Fed Reg
Notice Errata

12578 15.400 Searches of the News Media

81079 15.500 Public Comments by DOJ Emp Reg
Invest Indict and Arrests

42877 16.200 Representation of DOJ Attorneys

by the Department A.C Order

63377

83077 19.000 Case Processing by Teletype with

Social Security Administration

103179 19.000 Procedure for Obtaining Disclosure

of Social Security Administration

Information in Criminal Proceedings
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DATE AFFECTS USAM SUBJECT

111679 19.000 Notification to Special Agent in

Charge Concerning Illegal or

Improper Actions by DEA or Treasury

Agents

71478 114.210 Delegation of Authority to Conduct

Grand Jury Proceedings

TITLE

10377 23.210 Appeals in Tax Case

TITLE

lJndtd 34.000 Sealing and Expungement of Case

Files Under 21 U.S.C 844

TITLE

112778 41.200 Responsibilities of the AAG for

Civil Division

91578 41.210 Civil Division Reorganization

41.227

41480 41.213 Federal Programs Branch Case Reviews

51280 41 213 Organization of Federal Programs

Branch Civil Division

4179 41.300 Redelegations of authority in Civil

41.313 Division Cases

5578 41.313 Addition of Direct Referral Cases

to USAM 41.313

4179 42.110 Redelegation of Authority in Clvii

42 140 Division Cases

51280 42.230 Monitoring of preand post judgment pay
ments on VA educational overpayment

accounts

22278 42.320 Memo Containing the USAs Recommen

dations for the Compromising or

Closing of Claims Beyond his

Authority

111378 42.433 Payment of Compromises in Federal

Tort Claims Act Suits

81379 43.000 Withholding Taxes on Backpay Judgments

50578 43.210 Payment of Judgments by GAO

60178 43.210 New telephone number for GAO office

handling payment of judgments
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DATE AFFECTS USAM SUBJECT

51479 44.230 Attorneys Fees in EEO Cases

112778 44.240 Attorney fees in FOI and PA suits

4179 44.280 New USAM 44.280 dealing with

attorneys fees in Right To Finan
cial Privacy Act suits

4179 44.530 Addition to USAM 44.530 costs re
coverable from United States

4179 44.810 Interest recoverable by the Govt

4179 45.229 New USPM 45.229 dealing with limita

tions in Right To Financial Privacy

Act suits

21580 45.530 540 FOIA and Privacy Act Matters

550

4179 45.921 Sovereign immunity

4179 45.924 Sovereign immunity

5580 46.400 Coordination of Civil Criminal Aspects

of Fraud Official Corruption Cases

51280 46.600 Monitoring of pre and post judgment

payments on VA educational overpay
nient accounts

51280 46.600 Memo of Understanding for Conduct of Test

Program to Collect VA Educational

Assistance Overpayments Less Than $600

92479 49.200 McNamaraOHara Service Contract Act Cases

92479 49.700 WalshHealy Act cases

4179 411.210 Revision of USAM 411.210 Copyright

Infringement Actions

4179 411.850 New USAM 411.850 discussing Right

To Financial Privacy Act litigation

42180 411.860 FEGLI litigation
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DATE AFFECTS USAN SUBJECT

4780 412.250 Priority of Liens 2420 cases
.251 .252

52278 412.270 Addition to USAM 412.270

41679 413.230 New USAM 413.230 discussing revised

HEW regulations governing Social

Security Act disability benefits

72580 413.330 Customs Matters

112778 413.335 News discussing Energy Cases

73079 413.350 Review of Government Personnel Cases

under the Civil Service Reform Act

of 1978

8180 413.350 Review of Government Personnel Cases

under the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978

4179 413.361 Handling of suits against Govt
Employees

62579 415.000 Subjects Treated in Civil Division

Practice Manual

TITLE

91478 53.321 Requirement for Authorization to

Initiate Action

90677 53.321 Category Matters and Category
53.322 MattersLand Acquisition Cases

91478 54.321 Requirement for Authorization

to Initiate Action

91478 55.320 Requirement for Authorization to

Initiate Action

91478 57.120 Statutes Administered by the

General Litigation Section

91478 57.314 Cooperation and Coordination with

the Council on Environmental Quality

91478 57.321 Requirement for Authorization to

Inititate Action

91478 58.311 Cooperation and Coordination with

the Council on Environmental Quality
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DATE AFFECTS USAN SUBJECT

TITLE

42280 63.630 Responsibilities of United States

Attorney of Receipt of Complaint

TITLE

62177 72.000 Part 25Recommendations to

President on Civil Aeronautic

Board Decisions Procedures for

Receiving Comments by Private Parties

TITLE

62177 82.000 Part 55Implementation of Provisions

of Voting Rights Act re Language

Minority Groups interpretive

guidelines

62177 82.000 Part 42Coordination of Enforcement

of Nondiscrimination in Federally

Assisted Programs

52380 82 170 Standards for Amicus Participation

101877 82.220 Suits Against the Secretary of

Commerce Challenging the lOZ

Minority Business SetAside of

the Public Works Employment
Act of 1977 P.L 9528 May 13 1977

52380 82.400 Amicus Participation By the Division

52380 83.190 Notification to Parties of Disposition
of Criminal Civil Rights Matters

52380 83.330 Notification to Parties of Disposition

of Criminal Civil Rights Matters

TITLE

71179 91.000 Criminal Division Reorganization

Undtd 380 91.103 Description of Public Integrity Section

31480 91.103 Criminal Division Reorganization

111379 91.160 Requests for Grand Jury Authorization

Letters for Division Attorneys
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DATE AFFECTS USAN SUBJECT

Undtd 91.215 Foreign Corrupt Practices Act of 1977
15 U.S.C 78mb23 15 U.S.C

78dd1 and 15 U.S.C 78dd2

41480 91.403 Criminal Division Reorganization

.404 .410

41680 91.502 Criminal Division Brief/Memo Bank

62279 92.000 Cancellation of Outstanding Memorandum

12580 92.145 Interstate Agreement on Detainers

5580 92 148 Informal Immunity

51280 94.206 Mail Covers

22880 94.116 Oral Search Warrants

62879 94.600 Hypnosis

Undtd 97.000 Defendant Overhearings and Attorney
97.317 Overhearings Wiretap Motions

42880 97.230 Pen Register Surveillance

72880 98.130 Motion to Transfer

20680 911.220 Use of Grand Jury to Locate

Fugitives

121378 911.220 Use of Grand Jury to Locate

Fugitives

53177 911.230 Grand Jury Subpoena for Telephone

Toll Records

81379 911.230 Fair Credit Reporting Act and Grand

Jury Subpoenas

72280 920 140 to Indian Reservations

920 146

111379 934 220 Prep Reports on Convicted Prisoners

for Parole Commission

102279 942.000 Coordination of Fraud Against
the Government Cases nondisciosable
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DATE AFFECTS USAM SUBJECT

6680 942.520 Dept of AgrucultureFood Stamp Violations

22780 947.120 Foreign Corrupt Practices Act

Review Procedure

6980 947.140 Foreign Corrupt Practices Act Review

Procedure

52279 961 132 Steps to be Taken to Assure the

961.133 Serious Consideration of All Motor

Vehicle Theft Cases for Prosecution

72880 961.62O Supervising Section and Prosecutive

Policy

72880 9-.61.651 Merger

72880 961.682 Night Depositories

72880 961.683 Automated Teller Machines 0ffPremises

72880 961.691 Etortion Applicability of the Hobbs Act

18 U.S.C 1951 to Extortionate Demands

Made Upon Banking Institutions

72880 9f3.518 Effect of Simpson United States

on 18 U.S.C 924c

72880 963.519 United States Batchelder

42U 114 1979

72880 963.642 Collateral Attack by Defendants on the

Underlying Felony Conviction

72880 963.682 Effect of 5021 Youth Corrections Act Certi
ficte on Status as Convicted Felon

80879 969.260 Perjury False Affidavits Submitted

In Federal Court Proceedings Do Not

Constitute Perjury Under 18 USC 1623

1380 969 420 Iseuance of Federal Coiuplaint in Aid

of States Prerequisites to Policy

61180 975.000 Obscenity

61180 975.080 Sex1 Explortation of Children
084 Child Pornography

61180 975.110 Venue

61180 975 140 Prosecutlve Priority
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DATE AFFECTS USMI SUBJECT

61180 975.631 Exception Child Pornography Cases

31279 979.260 Access to information filed pursuant

to the Currency Foreign Transactions

Reporting Act

51178 9120.160 Fines in Youth Corrections Act Cases

31480 9120.210 Armed Forces Locator Services

52380 9120.210 Directory Dept of Motor Vehicles

Drivers License Bureau

22980 9121.120 Authority to Compromise Close

.153 and .154 Appearance Bond Forfeiture Judgetnents

42180 9121.140 Application of Cash Bail to Criininal

Fines

40579 9123.000 Costs of Prosecution 28 U.S.C 1918b

Revised 8-8-80

Listing of all Bluesheets in Effect
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS MANUAL--TRANSMITTALS

The following United States Attorneys Manual Transmittals

have been issued to date in accordance with USAN 11.500 This

monthly listing may be removed from the Bulletin and used as

check list to assure that your Manual is up to date

TRANSMITTAL

AFFECTING DATE DATE OF

TITLE NO MO/DAY/YR Text CONTENTS

8/20/76 8/31/76 Ch 123

9/03/76 9/15/76 Ch

9/14/76 9/24/76 Ch

9/16/76 10/01/76 Ch

2/04/77 1/10/77 Ch 61012

3/10/77 1/14/77 Ch 11

6/24/77 6/15/77 Ch 13

1/18/78 2/01/78 Ch 14

5/18/79 5/08/79 Ch

10 8/22/79 8/02/79 Revisions to

11.400

11 10/09/79 10/09/79 Index to Manual

12 11/21/79 11/16/79 Revision to Ch
11

13 1/18/80 1/15/80 Ch iil
2930 4145

6/25/76 7/04/76 Ch to

8/11/76 7/04/76 Index

6/23/76 7/30/76 Cli to

11/19/76 7/30/76 Index
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8/15/79 7/31/79 Revisions to

Ch

9/25/79 7/31/79 Ch

1/02/77 1/02/77 Ch to 15

1/21/77 1/03/77 Ch

3/15/77 1/03/77 Index

11/28/77 11/01/77 Revisions to

Ch 16 1115
Index

2/04/77 1/11/77 Ch to

3/17/77 1/11/77 Ch 10 to 12

6/22/77 4/05/77 Revisions to

Ch 18

8/10/79 5/31/79 Letter from

Attorney General

to Secretary

of Interior

6/20/80 6/17/80 Revisions to Ch 12 New

Ch 2A Index to Title

3/31/77 1/19/77 Ch to

4/26/77 1/19/77 Index

3/01/79 1/11/79 Complete Revision

of Title

11/18/77 11/22/76 Ch to

3/16/77 11/22/76 Index

1/04/77 1/07/77 Ch

1/21/77 9/30/77 Ch to

5/13/77 1/07/77 Index

6/21/77 9/30/76 Ch pp 36

2/09/78 1/31/78 Revisions to

Ch
3/14/80 3/6/80 Revisions to

Ch
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1/12/77 1/10/77 Ch 41117
18343738

2/15/78 1/10/77 Ch 7100122

1/18/77 1/17/77 Ch 121416
40414243

1/31/77 1/17/77 Ch 130 to 139

2/02/77 1/10/77 Ch 12810
15101102104
120121

3/16/77 1/17/77 Ch 20606163
6465666970
717273757677
78798590110

9/08/77 8/01/77 Ch pp 81
129 Ch 39

10/17/77 10/01/77 Revisions to

Ch.1

4/04/78 3/18/78 Index

10 5/15/78 3/23/78 Revisions to

Ch 4815 and

new Ch

11 5/23/78 3/14/78 Revisions to

Ch 111214
1718 20

12 6/15/78 5/23/78 Revisions to

Ch 404143
44 60

13 7/12/78 6/19/78 Revisions to

Ch 616364
6566

14 8/02/78 7/19/78 Revisions to

Ch 416971
757678 79

15 8/17/78 8/17/78 Revisions to

Ch 11
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16 8/25/78 8/02/78 Revisions to

Ch 8590100
101 102

17 9/11/78 8/24/78 Revisions to

Ch 120121122
132 133 136 137
138 139

18 11/15/78 10/20/78 Revisions to

Ch

19 11/29/78 11/8/78 Revisions to

Ch

20 2/01/79 2/1/79 Revisions to

Ch

21 2/16/79 2/05/79 Revisions to

Ch 14611
15100

22 3/10/79 3/10/79 New Section

94.800

23 5/29/79 4/16/79 Revisions to

Ch 61

24 8/27/79 4/16/79 Revisions to

969 20

25 9/21/79 9/11/79 Revision of

Title Ch

26 9/04/79 8/29/79 Revisions to

Ch 14

27 11/09/79 10/31/79 Revisions to

Ch 11
73 and new

Ch 47

28 1/14/80 1/03/80 Detailed Table of

Contents iui Ch
Ch pp 19201

29 3/17/80 3/6/80 Revisions to Ch
11 21 42 75 79

131 Index to Title

30 4/29/80 4/1/80 Revisions to Ch 11 17 42
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TRANSMITTAL

AFFECTING DATE DATE OF

TITLE NO MO/DAY/YR TEXT CONTENTS

38 7880 72780 Revisions to Ch 16
17 60 63 73 Index

to Manual

Due to the numerous obsolete pages contained in transmittals 130 the Man
ual Staff has consolidated all the current material into transmittals
The transmittals numbered 3137 are consolidation of transmittals 130
and anyone requesting Title for the first time from hereon will receive

only transmittals 3137 Then all Title holders received No 38
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Title 10 Executive Office for United States Attorneys

Title 10 has been distributed to U.S Attorneys Offices only because it

consists of administrative guidelines for U.S Attorneys and their staffs

The following is list of all Title 10 Bluesheets currently in effect

DATE AFFECTS USAM SUBJECT

71680 102.144 Certification Procedures for

GS9 and Above Positions

7/16/80 102 193 Requirements for Sensitive

Positions NonAttorney

61380 102.420 Justice Earnings Statement

52380 102.520 Racial/Ethnic Codes

61180 102.545 Younger Fed Lawyer Awards

61880 102.552 Financial Disclosure Report

61180 102.564 Authorization Payment of

Training

71180 102.611 Restoration of Annual Leave

6680 102.650 Unemployment Compensation for

Federal Employees

6680 102.660 Processing Form CA1207

6680 102.664 OWCP Uniform Billing Procedure

62380 104.262 Procedures

62380 106.220 Docketing Reporting System

51680 Index Title 10


