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COMMENDATIONS

Assistant United States Attorneys GREGORY BALDWIN and JOSEPH
FLORIO Southern District of Florida have been commended by
Mr John Walker Jr Assistant Secretary Enforcement
Operations Department of the Treasury for their success in
the Ghitis forfeiture case

Assistant United States Attorney MICHAEL FITZHUGH Western
District of Arkansas has been commended by Mr Russell
Dickenson Director Department of the Interior for his excel
lent performance in condemnation trial involving the Tom
Brown mineral ownership at the Buffalo National River

Assistant United States Attorney LARRY MCCORD Western
District of Arkansas has been commended by Mr.James Blasin
game Special Agent in Charge Federal Bureau of Investigation
Little Rock Arkansas for his superior handling both in the
preparation and trial prosecution of the bankruptcy fraud
case United States Turner

Assistant United States Attorney JAMES ONEIL District of
Rhode Island has been commended by Rear Admiral L.L Zumstein
Cornniander First Coast Guard District Boston Maine for the
successful prosecution of United States Termini which dealt
with the Coast Guards seizure of the sailing vessel Fiesta
for violations of Federal statutes concerning the importation
of controlled substances

Assistant United States Attorney NEIL TAYLOR Southern District
of Florida has been commended by Mr John Walker Jr
Assistant Secretary Enforcement Operations Department of
the Treasury for his outstanding presentation and handling of
the Dm0 murder case
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
William Tyson Director

POINTS TO REMEMBER

Comments On Intelligence Matters

On March 1983 teletype was issued to all United

States Attorneys emphasizing the policy concerning ccmment to

news media representatives or any other public canment on

intelligence matters or activities of intelligence agencies

by United States Attorneys Assistant United States Attorneys
or other employees of United States Attorneys offices To
further insure that this policy be brought to the attention of

the United States Attorneys this teletype has been reprinted
and is attached as an appendix to this issue of the United

States Attorneys Bulletin

Executive Office
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Authority To Compromise Land And Natural Resources Division
Cases

Land and Natural Resources Directive No 776 as set

forth in appendix to Subpart 28 C.F.R pages 69 through 70
has been revised by Land and Natural Resources Directive No
383 dated January 14 1983 The revisions effective February

1983 increased the authority of the Deputy Assistant
Attorneys General and the Section Chiefs of the Land and Natural
Resources Division and the United States Attorneys to accept
offers in compromise of monetary claims

United States Attorneys are now authorized to accept or
reject offers in compromise of not more than $200000 in the
direct referral Land cases listed in subparagraphs Al of
section Directive 7-76 without the prior approval of the
Land and Natural Resources Division This authority remains
subject to the limitations imposed by paragraph of section
II directive 776 The authority of United States Attorneys
to compromise claims against the United States as set forth in

paragraph of section II Directive 776 was not changed and

remains at $100000

The authority of the Deputy Assistant Attorneys General
and the Section Chiefs of the Land and Natural Resources Division
to accept offers in compromise was also increased to $500000
and $300000 respectively

The text of Land and Natural Resources Division Directive
No 383 is attached as an appendix to this issue of the
United States Attorneys Bulletin The United States Attorneys
Manual USAM 51.310 will be amended to reflect the changes
noted above

Land and Natural Resources Division
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CIVIL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Paul McGrath

Dickerson Director of ATF v.New Banner Institute

____ U.S ____ No 811180Feb 23 1983 D.J_ 806739

SUPREME COURT HOLDS THAT STATE EXPUNCTION

STATUTES CANNOT OVERRIDE THE PROHIBITIONS OF

FEDERAL GUN CONTROL ACT

This suit was brought after ATF revoked New Banners
license to deal in firearms and ammunition because the Chairman of

the Board had been convicted of felony but had not so indicated

on the license application New Banner had defended its failure to

list this item on the application because the conviction had been

expunged under state law after successful probation ATF does not

recognize such state expunction procedures and when it discovered

the criminal conviction it revoked the license under the Gun

Control Act of 1968 which makes it illegal for felon to ship
transport or receive firearm Following the revocation New

Banner sought review in the district court alleging that there was

no prior conviction for Gun Control Act purposes and alleging
violation of due process in the revocation proceedings The

district court sustained the agencys action and New Banner

appealed The Fourth Circuit reversed holding that although

Federal law governs the question of whether or not there is

conviction for purposes of the Act ATF must give effect to state

expunction statutes This holding by the Fourth Circuit was

consistent with decisions by the Tenth Circuit but in conflict
with holdings by the Fifth Eighth and Ninth Circuits The Supreme

Court granted certiorari and has just accepted our arguments
holding 5It that state expunctions cannot override the

disabilities provided in the Gun Control Act

Attorneys William Kanter Civil Division
FTS 6331597

Douglas Letter Civil Division
FTS 6333t27

ockheed Aircraft Corporation United States ___ U.S ____
TNo 811181 Feb. 23 19831 D.J 157091

SUPREME COURT HOLDS THAT FECA DOES NOT BAR
THIRDPARTY INDEMNITY ACTIONS AGAINST THE
GOVERNMENT

This case represents one segment of the tort litigation

arising from the crash of an Air Force C5A used in the 1975

Vietnam airlift In this group of cases the injured and killed

civilian government employees or their representatives recovered

nofault benefits from the United States under the Federal
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CIVIL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Paul McGrath

Employees Compensation Act FECA U.S.C 8101 2iand
then sued Lockheed the manufacturer of the aircraft for

damages Lockheed brought thirdparty action against the

Government for indemmity or contribution under either the FTCA or
maritime law After Lockheed settled the claims of all civilian
government employees the district court granted summary judgment
for Lockheed in this thirdparty action holding that the FECAS
exclusive remedy provision U.S.C 8116c does not bar FTCA
claims over against the United States

The Government appealed this decision and obtained reversal
from the court of appeals The court of appeals held that
Lockheeds thirdparty claim derived from the government
employees in this case and that the exclusive remedy provision of

the FECA bars not only direct suit against the United States by
civilian employees but also derivative thirdparty actions

brought under the FTCA

Last Term the Supreme Court granted certiorari The case
was argued this Term and the Supreme Court with two justices
dissenting has just reversed the decision of the court of third
party tort actions against the Government The Court followed

Weyerhaeuser SS Co United States 372 U.s 597 1963
holding that the FECAs exclusivity provision does not bar third

party claims Additionally the Court rejected our argument
that based on the rule adopted in Stencel Aero Engineering Corp

United States 1431 U.S 666 1977 the effect of the FECAS
exclusivity provision is to extinguish thirdparty liability of

derivative nature

Attorneys William Kanter Civil Division
FTS 6331597

Katherine Gruenheck Civil Division
FTS 63314825

Johnson Hubbard ____ 2d ____ No 81-3249 6th Cir

Jan 26 1983 D.J 14501208

WITNESS FEES SIXTH CIRCUIT RULES THAT
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CANNOT BE REQUIRED TO PAY

FEES FOR WITNESSES SUBPOENAED BY CIVIL
LITIGANT PROCEEDING IN FORMA PAUPERIS

Plaintiff state prison Inmate brought civil rights
action pro se in forma pauperis against several state and local

government officials under 142 U.S.C 1983 Before the hearing on

the merits plaintiff informed the court that he wanted to

subpoena 12 witnesses but lacked funds to pay the fees and
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CIVIL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Paul McGrath

transportation costs required by 28 U.S.C 1821 and Rule 115c
F.R Civ Plaintiff requested that the court or the U.S
Marshall pay the fees The court responded that there was no

source of Federal funds for such payments On the day of the

hearing all the defendants testified but only one of plaintiff
witnesses appeared Plaintiff again informed the court that he

was unable to pay fees for witnesses The court dismissed the

action for failure to prosecute Plaintiff appealed arguing
that his constitutional right of access to the court had been

denied that the Federal Government was obliged to pay his

witness fees under the in forma pauperis statute 28 U.S.C
1915 and that the court had abused its discretion by not

allowing him to present his evidence in some other manner

The Sixth Circuit requested an amicus curiae brief from us

on the question of whether the Federal Government could be

required to pay plaintiffs witnesses We argued that sovereign
immunity barred the imposition of the witness fees on the United

States and that the denial of these payments was not an

abridgement of plaintiff right of access to the courts The

Sixth Circuit adopted our arguments and ruled that plaintiffs
witnesses could not be paid from Federal funds Further the

court of appeals held that while the district courts dismissal

for failure to prosecute was harsh step the court had had no

real alternative when plaintiff admittedly could not produce the

evidence necessary for going forward

Attorneys Barbara Herwig Civil Division
FTS 633_5L25

Jan Pack Civil Division
FTS 6333355
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LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Carol Dinkins

United States Alpine Land Reservoir Co No 814084
9th Cir Jan 24 1983 D.J 27733

WATER RIGHTS UNITED STATES CLAIM OF
RESERVED WATER RIGHT TO MINIMUM INSTREAM
FLOWS IN UPPER CARSON RIVER TRIBUTARIES
WITHIN TOYAIKE NATIONAL FOREST REJECTED

The final decree of the district court Nev Civil
No D183 BRT Dec 18 1980 adjudicated rights to the use
of fully appropriated waters of the entire Carson River
stream system in California and Nevada The United States
as sole appellant challenged the parts of the decree
affecting the management and distribution of Newlands Federal
Reclamation Project water from Lahontan Reservoir on the
lower Carson and denying the United States claim of

federally reserved water right to minimum instream flows in

upper Carson tributaries within Toyaike National Forest
With minor modification the Ninth Circuit affirmed the
final decree as well as its underlying rationale embodied
in the district courts accompanying opinion 503 Supp
877

Attorney Dirk Snel Land and
Natural Resources Division
FTS 6334400

Attorney Peter Steenland Jr Land and
Natural Resources Division
FTS 6332748

Lindsey Barlen Rogers and Clara Rogers Howell United

States Nos 814503 and 814527 9th dr Jan 28 1983
D.J 901232390

DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS ACT INTERIORS
REJECTION OF APPLICATIONS SET ASIDE
BECAUSE IT FAILED TO PROMULGATE NOTICE
REGULATIONS

Rogers and Howell filed applications with Interior to

participate in distribution under the Distribution of
Judgment Funds Act DJFA Their applications were denied
on the ground of late filing The district court dismissed
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the claims for monetary and injunctive relief on the ground
that the D1JFA created no trust however it held that the

applications could not be rejected for late filing because
Interior failed to comply with provision of the DFJA re
quiring promulgation of regulations governing adequacy of

notice to persons entitled to funds under Indian judgments

The Ninth Circuit affirmed in part reversed in part
and remanded It agreed with the district court that due

to the agencys failure to promulgate notice regulations
the agencys rejection of the applications should be set

aside It remanded for the district court to determine
whether the appropriated judgment funds had been exhausted
It reversed based on its earlier decision in Ellen Moose
the district courts dismissal of the claims for monetary
relief based on breach of trust theory Pointing out that

the identification and notification of trust beneficiaries
is traditional trustee duty it found that Interior breached
that duty by failing to promulgate regulations providing for

adequate notice The court refused to express an opinion
regarding the appropriateness of an award for damages It

did stress though that on remand the appellants have the

burden of showing that Interiors failure to promulgate
notice regulations resulted in their failure to receive
notice

Attorneys Wendy Jacobs Land and

Natural Resources Division
FTS 6334010

Attorney Anne Almy Land and
Natural Resources Division
FTS 6334427

State of Nevada United States No 814504 9th Cir
Feb 18 19.83 D.J 90151842

JURISDICTION SAGEBRUSH REBELLION
SUIT DISMISSED AS MOOT SINCE INTERIORS
MORATORIUM HAS BEEN REVOKED

Affirming on the ground of mootness the dismissal of

the States suit seeking to enjoin and declare invalid the

Secretary of the Interiors 1964 moratorium on processing
applications for public lands within Nevada The State

alleged inter alia that Congress statement in Section
102a1 of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of

1976 43 U.S.C 1701 declaring that it is Federal policy to
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retain public lands in Federal ownership infringes upon the

States Tenth Amendment and equal footing rights Since
the moratorium was rescinded in 1978 the court of appeals
concluded that the controversy was no longer justiciable
so it declined to decide the States constitutional challenge
to the moratorium to the large amount of land within the

State owned by the F.ederal Government or to Federal land
holding policies which the State asserted violated its

rights to equal footing

Attorney Jacques Gelin Land and

Natural Resources Division
FTS 6332762

Attorney Anne Almy Land and

Natural Resources Division
FTS 6334427

Attorney Gerald Fish Land and

Natural Resources Division
FTS 6332831
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Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure

Rule 42a Criminal Contempt
Summary Disposition

An attorney of record was cited for contempt when
because of prior commitment he was absent from scheduled
pretrial hearing and arranged for another attorney to appear in
his place without notification to the court He claimed the
contempt order was invalid since it was issued in his absence
and without notice and did not fall within the purview of Rule
42a which permits criminal contempt to be punished summarily
if the act is seen or heard by the judge and committed in the
presence of the court He appealed claiming that absence from

scheduled hearing is not contumacious under Rule 42a
The court of appeals noting the conflict among the

circuits concerning the scope of Rule 42a held that absence
alone does not constitute contempt if it results from good cause
or excusable neglect Since the reason for the absence which
is an essential element of the contempt will ordinarily not be
known to the court and involves matters occuring outside the
courts presence the contempt is not pinishable under Rule
42a

Reversed and remanded

Thyssen Inc S/S Chuen On 693 F.2d 1171 5th
Cir Dec 20 1982
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U.S ATTORNEYS LIST EFFECTIVE MARCH 18 1983

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

DISTRICT U..S ATTORNEY

Alabama Frank Donaldson
Alabama John Bell
Alabama Sessions III
Alaska Michael Spaan
Arizona ------ ----A Melvin McDonald
Arkansas George ProOtor
Arkansas Asa Hutchirison

California Joseph Russoniello
California Donald Ayer
California C-- -- StephenS Trott
California Peter unez
Colorado Robert Miller
Connecticut Alan Nevas
Delaware Joseph Farnan Jr
District-of-Columbia Stanley Harris
Florida thomas thilard
Florida Robert Merkle Jr
Florida Stanley Marcus
Georgia Larry Thompson
GeorgiaM JoeD.Whitley
Georgia inton Pierce
Guam David Wood
Hawaii Daniel Bent
Idaho Guy Hurlbutt
Illinois --Dan-K.-Webb-
riiinois Frederick Hess
Illinois Gerald Fines
Indiana Lawrence Steele Jr
Indiana Sarah Evans Barker
Iowa-N Evan-L.Hultrnan
Iowa Richa1rd Turner
Kansas Jim Marquez
Kentucky Louis DeFalaise
Kentucky Ronald Meredith
LouisianaE John-Voiz
Louisiana Stanford Bardwell Jr
Louisiana Joseph Cage Jr
Maine Richard Cohen
Maryland Frederick Motz
Massachusetts William Weld
Michigan Leonard i1man
Michigan John Smietanka
Minnesota James Rosenbaum
Mississippi Glen Davidson
Mississippj-S George Phillips
Missouri Thomas Dittrnejer
Missouri Robert Ulrich
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

DISTRICT U.S ATTORNEY

Montana Byron Duribar
Nebraska Ronald Lahners
Nevada LÆmond Mills
New Hampshire Stephen Thayer III
New-Jersey------ W.HufltDumont
New gexico Wilifam Lutz
New York Frederick Scullin Jr
New York John Martin Jr
New York Raymond Deane
New York -W ---------Salvatore Martoche
North Carolina amuel Curriæ
North Carolina Kenneth McAllister
North Carolina Charles Brewer
North Dakota Rodney Webb
OhioN- ---- --- ----J.-William Petro-----
Ohio Christopher Barnes-
Oklahoma Francis Keating II

Oklahoma Gary Richardson
Oklahoma William Price
Ore9on-- Charles-H Turner
Pennsylvania Ieter Vaira Jr
Pennsylvania David Queen
Pennsylvania Alan Johnson
Puerto Rico Daniel Lopez-Romo
RhodeIsland -Lincoln-C Almond
South Carolina IlenryDargan McMaster
South Dakota Philip Hogen
Tennessee John Gill Jr
Tennessee Joe Brown
TennesseeW- Hickman Ewing Jr
Texas James Rolte
Texas Daniel Hedges
Texas Robert Wortham
Texas Edward Prado
Utah Brent-D Ward
yermont deorge Cook
Virgin Islands Hugh Mabe III
Virginia Elsie Munsell
Virginia John Alderman
Washington -John -E -Lamp
Washington Gene Anderson
West Virginia William Kolibash
West Virginia David Faber
Wisconsin Joseph Stadtmueller
Wisconsin John Byrnes
4yoming Richard Stacy
North Mariaria Islands David Wood
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3/03/83

TELETYPE TO All United States Attorneys

INCLUDING OVERSEAS

NOTE Bring to the Personal Attention of the
United States Attorney

FROM William Tyson
Director
Executive Office for United States Attorneys

SUBJECT Comments on Intelligence Matters

DOES NOT EFFECT TITLE 10

Please excuse the very strong terms used herein However
these terms are necessary to convey clearly the message that
has been conveyed to me and other government officials

United States Attorneys Assistant United States Attorneys
or other employees of United States Attorneys offices are not
to make any canment to news media representatives or any other
public comment on intelligence matters or activities of intel
ligence agencies Efforts to clarify explain or otherwise
comment upon public reports of intelligence information and
activities no matter how well intentioned generally prove to
be counter productive The resultant cycle can lead to the
compromise of extremely sensitive information do grave damage
to our national security or jeopardize relationships with
friendly foreign countries It has been emphasized that all
officials of this government should understand this policy
clearly and comply with it fully Please insure that this
message reaches all members of your staff

Acknowledgment of receipt is requested
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Washington

January 14 1983

LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION

DIRECTIVE NO 383

REDELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO COMPROMISE
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION CASES

By virtue of the authority vested in me by Part

of Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regulations and partic
ularly 0.65 0.160 0.1620.164 0.166 and 0.168 thereof

hereby amend and revise Land and Natural Resources Directive

No 7-76 as set forth in appendix to Subpart 28 C.F.R

pp 69 through 70 to delegate to the Deputy Assistant Attorneys
General and the Section Chiefs of the Land and Natural Resources

Division and the United States Attorneys increased authority

to accept offers in compromise of monetary claims

Paragraph of Part of Section of Division

Directive No 7-76 is hereby amended by the

substitution of the figure $200000 for the

figure $100000 wherever that figure appears

Part of Section II of Division Directive No
7-76 is hereby amended by the substitution of

the figure $500000 for the figure $250000
wherever that figure appears

Part of Section II of Division Directive No
7-76 is hereby amended by the substitution of

the figure $300000 for the figure $200000
wherever that figure appears
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-2
This Directive shall be effective February.l

1983 and the United States AttorneysT MÆnul

will thereafter be revised accordingly

cLL JA
Carol Dinkins
Assistant Attorney General

Land and Natural Resources Division

Approved III$

Edwai chmu ts

Deputy Attorney General

Department of Justice

3I4f
Datel

IOJ- 1983-05


