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COMMENDATIONS

Assistant United States Attorney LAWRENCE ANDERSON
Eastern District of Wisconsin was commended by United States
Senator William Proxmire for his skillful and professional
handling of the investigation and trial in United States Olson

Assistant United States Attorneys VERNELIS ARMSTRONG and

FREDERICK MCDONALD Northern District of Ohio were commended

by Mr Bill Burlington Attorney Advisor United States Medical
Center for Federal Prisons Federal Prison System for their
successful prosecution of Bernier United States

Assistant United States Attorney WILLIAM BAITY Eastern
District of Louisiana was commended by Mr Abraham Sofaer
Legal Advisor Department of State for his exceptional contribu
tions to the governments success in Medvid New Orleans Police

Department

Assistant United States Attorney BRUCE BRATTAIN Northern
District of Indiana was commended by Mr Philip Fisher
Special AgentinCharge Drug Enforcement Administration Chicago
Illinois for his enthusiasm and professionalism in coordinating
the investigation of United States Harden and Griffin

Assistant United States Attorney GERRILYN BRILL Northern
District of Georgia was commended by Mr Weldon Kennedy
Special AgentinCharge Federal Bureau of Investigation Atlanta
Georgia for her outstanding work in the prosecution of Abdillahi

Haji Hussein Omar

Assistant United States Attorney PATRICIA CARTER District
of Columbia was commended by Mr Victor Kimin Director Office
of Drinking Water Environmental Protection Agency for her

successful prosecution of Young Environmental Protection

Agency

Assistant United States Attorney GEORGE DARRAGH District
of Montana was commended by Mr Donald Ivers General Counsel
Veterans Administration for his outstanding efforts in developing
and presenting the governments defense in Burns United States

Assistant United States Attorneys JOSEPH DUFFEY and

JOSEPH HARTZLER Northern District of Illinois were commended

by Mr Joseph Davis Assistant Director Legal Counsel
Division Federal Bureau of Investigation for their participation
as defense counsel in the New Agents Moot Court Program held at

the FBI Academy in Quantico Virginia

Assistant United States Attorney EDWARD ELLIS Eastern
District of Pennsylvania was commended by Major General Robert

Morgan Commanding Officer United States Army Communications
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Electronics Command and Fort Monmouth Department of the Army for
his highly satisfactory conclusion of United States Clifton
Precision Company

Assistant United States Attorneys ALEXANDER EWING JR and

JAMES SHEEHAN Eastern District of Pennsylvania were commended

by Mr Abraham Sofaer Legal Advisor Department of State for
their exceptional contributions to the governmentts success in

Ukrainian Human Rights Commission Inc Shultz

Assistant United States Attorney NATHAN FISHBACH Eastern
District of Wisconsin was commended by Mr Constant Chevalier
Regional Inspector General for Investigations Department of

Agriculture for his successful prosecution of United States
Gill

Assistant United States Attorney JOHN FITZGIBBONS Middle
District of Florida was commended by Mr Don Newberger Chief
of Police Tampa Florida for his successful prosecution of

Reginald White

Assistant United States Attorney JOHN GRIMBALL District
of South Carolina was commended by Mr Steven Zimmerman Senior

Attorney Office of Chief Counsel Drug Enforcement Administra
tion for his availability and competent assistance on rather
unique civil forfeiture matter

Assistant United States Attorney SHERRY HERRGOTT District
of Arizona was commended by Mr Manuel Martinez Special
AgentinCharge Forest Service Department of Agriculture for

her participation as instructor in the Law Enforcement Refresher
Course at the National Advanced Resource Technology Center Pinal
Air Park Marana Arizona

Assistant United States Attorneys CHARLES HYDER and

DANIEL KNAUSS District of Arizona were commended by
Mr Howard Tokheim Postal InspectorinCharge for their
excellent presentations on case preparation and the Victim/Witness
Protection Act respectively during the Phoenix Division Training
Conference on October 24 1985

Assistant United States Attorney ERIC KLUMB Eastern
District of Wisconsin was commended by Mr Elliott Lieb
Chief Criminal Investigation Division Internal Revenue Service
for his professionalism in the successful prosecution of four

criminal tax cases

Assistant United States Attorney RICHARD KUNIANSKY
Northern District of Georgia was commended by Mr Weldon

Kennedy Special AgentinCharge Federal Bureau of Investigation
Atlanta Georgia for his successful prosecution of Leroy
Stynchcombe Jr
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Assistant United States Attorneys ROYCE LAMBERTH CRAIG
LAWRENCE and MICHAEL MARTINEZ District of Columbia were
commended by Mr Abraham Sofaer Legal Advisor Department of

State for their successful and superb assistance in Ukrainian
American Bar Assn Shultz

Assistant United States Attorneys VIRGINIA MATHIS and

MICHAEL JOHNS District of Arizona were commended by
Mr Joseph Davis Assistant Director Legal Counsel Division
Federal Bureau of Investigation for their professionalism and

spirit of cooperation displayed in representing the government and
the interests of the FBI in the shooting death of an FBI agent

Assistant United States Attorney GALE MCKENZIE Northern
District of Georgia was commended by Mr Paul Gonson Solicitor
Securities and Exchange Commission for her effective prosecution
of United States Hale

Assistant United States Attorney FRANKLIN NOEL District
of Minnesota was commended by Mr John Secaras Regional
Solicitor Department of Labor for his successful prosecution of

United States Buzzell

Assistant United States Attorney ROSEMARY ROBERTS Western
District of New York was commended by Attorney General Edwin
Meese III and Mr William Webster Director Federal Bureau of

Investigation for her successful prosecution of Tedensz Snacki
Walter Snacki and Robert Capo

Assistant United States Attorney SOLOMON ROBINSON Eastern
District of California was commended by Attorney General Edwin
Meese III for his outstanding work in the cases of United States

McLennan and Greenfair Ltd United States

Assistant United States Attorney JAMES SHEEHAN Eastern
District of Pennsylvania was commended by Mr William Webster
Director Federal Bureau of Investigation for his aggressive
pursuit of the civil enforcement aspects of the governments plea
agreement with Howard Gren in the FAMCO/FAFCO Securities Fraud
case

Assistant United States Attorney MICHELLE SMITH Northern
District of Illinois was commended by Mr Paul Adams
Inspector General Department of Housing and Urban Development
for her outstanding work during the sensitive investigation of

rental subsidy fraud in Chicago Illinois

Assistant United States Attorney STEVEN SNYDER Western
District of Arkansas was commended by Mr Patrick Neri
Assistant Inspector General for Investigation Department of

Housing and Urban Development for his competence and profession
alism in the successful prosecution of major fraud case
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POINTS TO REMEMBER

Amendment to Rule 4j of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure

The 1983 amendment of Rule 4jof the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure provides for dismissal without prejudice where service
of process has not been effected within 120 days of filing absent

showing of good cause The LaborManagement Reporting and
Disclosure Act of 1959 LMRDA contains statutory limit of 60

days in which the Secretary of Labor may commence an action to

remedy union election violations under the Act 29 U.S.C
482B There have been number of recent LMRDA cases which
were timely filed but not served within the 120 day limit of Rule4j and were dismissed Refiling these cases was made
difficult if not precluded by the statutory time limits In
order to avoid such problems special attention should be given to

ensuring that service is properly effected within the 120 day
limit including the use of other means of service besides the
United States Marshals where necessary The Regional Solicitor
of the Department of Labor is available to assist in ensuring
timely service in LMRDA cases

Civil Division

Teletypes to All United States Attorneys

listing of recent teletypes sent by the Executive Office
is appended to this Bulletin If United States Attorneys
office has not received one or more of these teletypes copies may
be obtained by contacting Ms Theresa Bertucci Chief of the
Communications Center Executive Office for United States Attor
neys at FTS 6331020

Executive Office

Videotape on Drug Abuse Prevention Awareness and Education

One segment of the recent United States Attorneys Conference
was devoted to drug abuse prevention awareness and education
The Executive Office videotaped several of the drug abuse
prevention presentations for possible future use in the United
States Attorneys offices and in meetings of the Law Enforcement
Coordinating Committees Furthermore the Executive Office is

developing materials on drug abuse prevention for use in preparing
speeches to community groups

One of the edited tapes is 28minute VHS tape of speech
given by Mr Robert Stutman Special AgentinCharge New York
Field Division Drug Enforcement Administration The United
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States Attorneys Office for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania
aired the tape at meeting of the Law Enforcement Coordinating
Committee and it was well received

Persons interested in obtaining copy of the agenda for that

LECC meeting or in viewing the tape of Mr Stutman and the other
tapes or making use of the materials on drug abuse prevention when
they become available should contact Ms Judith Friedman
Special Counsel on FTS 6333276

Executive Office

CASENOTES

CIVIL DIVISION

SUPREME COURT HOLDS THAT STATE MUST TRANSPORT PRISONER-
WITNESS TO FEDERAL COURT FOR TRIAL OF FEDERAL CIVIL
RIGHTS ACTION

In federal civil rights action federal magistrate
ordered the United States Marshal to transport state prisoner
witness from the nearest county jail to the federal courthouse
and to maintain custody of the prisoner while he was in the court
house On appeal the Third Circuit reversed the transportation
part of the order holding that the magistrate lacked statutory
authority to shift the burden of expense of complying with the

writ from the state which was custodian of the prisoner to the

federal treasury The state Bureau of Corrections petitioned for

certiorari on the grounds of the conflict with decisions from
several other circuits which had upheld costsplitting arrange
ments and the Supreme Court granted certiorari

The Court has affirmed the Third Circuit decision The Court
held that neither the language of the habeas corpus statute 28

U.S.C 2241 and 2243 nor its legislative history nor the common
law writ ad testificandurn suggested that courts had any authority
to order third parties such as the Marshal who are neither
custodians nor parties to the litigation to bear the cost of

producing prisoner in federal cOurt The Court also rejected
the states arguments that the provisions of 28 U.S.C 569b and

567 relating tothe Marshals obligation to execute writs and to

expend funds for transporting prisoners conferred authority for
the magistrates order The Court held that these provisions
merely enumerated obligations of the Marshals to obey federal
court orders but did not provide an independent statutory
authority for the orders Finally the Court held that the All

Writs Act could not be used to provide authority for such an order
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because it is residual source of authority to issue writs that
are not otherwise covered by statute and in this case the
habeas corpus statutes specifically addressed the particular
issue The Court left open the question of whether the All Writs
Act might be available to authorize such an order in exceptional
circumstances such as where there are serious security
risks

Pennsylvania Bureau of Correction United States Marshals
Service ____U.S ____ No 84489 Nov 18 1985
14513893

Attorneys Barbara Herwig Civil Division FTS 6335425
Christine Whittaker Civil Division FTS 6334096

THIRD CIRCUIT UPHOLDS VALIDITY OF SOCIAL SECURITY
NETTING REGULATIONS FOR DETERMINING AND CORRECTING
PAST PAYMENT ERRORS

In this class action Social Security and SSI recipients in
six midAtlantic states challenged the validity of the Social
Security netting regulations for determining and correcting
past overpayment or underpayment errors The district court

enjoined operation of the regulations on grounds that netting
past overpayment and past underpayment is recoupment of the

overpayment which the Social Security Act prohibits absent
hearing to determine whether recoupment should be waived The
court of appeals after staying the injunction pending appeal has

now vacated it ordering summary judgment for the Secretary The
panel majority Judges Adams and Weis held that the Social
Security Act does not require separate accounting and remedial
action for past overpayments and underpayments Accordingly the

majority held that the Secretary had broad rulemaking authority in

administering this complicated statute to reduce overpayments by
any underpayments and to apply the waiver of recoupment remedy
simply to the net overpayment if any in lieu of disbursing the

underpayments and applying the waiver remedy to the gross overpay
ments Judge Gibbons dissented on the basis that netting amounted
to an end run around the Acts recoupment waiver provisions as
construed in Califano Yamasaki 442 U.S 682 1979

Lugo Schweiker Secretary of Health and Human Services
F.2d

____ No 851066 3d Cir Nov 13 1985
13762747

Attorneys William Kanter Civil Division FTS 6331597
Michael Kimmel Civil Division FTS 6335714
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FOURTH CIRCUIT AFFIRMS DISMISSAL OF PRIVATE LIBEL ACTION

TO PRESERVE STATE SECRETS

In June 1977 Penthouse Magazine published an article

entitled The Pentagons Deadly Pets describing among other

projects the militarys research with marine mammals The

article discussed research by James Fitzgerald and contained

paragraph suggesting that Fitzgerald had attempted to sell classi
fied research to foreign governments Fitzgerald filed libel

action against Penthouse the author of the article and the

authors principal source The district court twice ruled against

Fitzgerald and twice was reversed by the Fourth Circuit on ques
tions of defamation law

After the second remand Fitzgerald prepared for trial by

seeking an expert witness employed by the Navy thereby for the

first time alerting the United States of the imminence of trial

After exploring various options the government determined that

trial of this action would inevitably endanger the exposure of

classified information Accordingly the government intervened

and moved to dismiss on the basis of formal claim of state

secrets privilege by the Secretary of the Navy The district

court ruling from tIie bench dismissed the action

Fitzgerald appealed and the court of appeals has now

affirmed After exploring options short of dismissal the court

agreed that in this case dismissal was the only available course

given the valid claim of state secrets privilege by the govern
ment

Fitzgerald Penthouse International ____F.2d ____ No
841035 4th Cir Nov 1985 14501346

Attorneys Barbara Herwig Civil Division FTS 6335425
Freddi Lipstein Civil Division FTS 6333542

FOURTH CIRCUIT UPHOLDS VALIDITY OF DEPARTMENT OF LABORS
MINIMUM WAGE REGULATIONS FOR EMPLOYERS OF TEMPORARY

FOREIGN WORKERS

Agricultural growers brought suit to challenge the Department

of Labors DOLi regulations for setting minimum wage rates

payable by growers who employ seasonal foreign workers pursuant to

DOL certification plaintiffs argued that the rulemaking record

was inadequate and that the methodology chosen by the Department

for setting wage rates was arbitrary and capricious After

receiving expert testimony on the statistical validity of the

regulation at trial the court held the regulation invalid
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The Fourth Circuit reversed It held that the district court
erred in permitting an evidentiary hearing and that if the record
had been inadequate to permit review the proper course would have
been to supplement the record with agency affidavits and testi
mony The court stated that under Camp Pitts 411 U.S 138

1973 it was error to permit plaintiffs to introduce testimony
challenging the wisdom of the regulation and suggesting alterna
tive approaches

The court then held that the administrative record demon
strated the reasonableness of the Departments choice of
methodology In so ruling the court relied on the Second
Circuits opinion in Shoreham Cooperative Apple Producers Assn
Inc Donovan 764 F.2d 135 2d Cir 1985 in which the Second
Circuit reversed district court denial of summary judgment as to
the validity of the same regulation

In addition to the rulings from the Second and Fourth
Circuits the regulation has also been upheld in the Ninth and
Eleventh Circuits. Production Farm Mangement Brock 767 F.2d
1368 9th Cir 1985 Florida Fruit Vegetable Growers Assn
Brock 771 F.2d 1455 11th Cir 1985

Virginia Agricultural Growers Assn Inc Donovan F.2d
No 851490 4th Cir Oct 10 1985 39809

Attorneys Michael Kimrnel Civil Division FTS 6335714
Mark Stern Civil Division FTS6335534

FIFTH CIRCUIT VACATES PRIOR DENIAL OF FEES AND APPLIES
NEW EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT TO PENDING FEE APPLICA
TIONS TO FIND THAT THE POSITION OF THE NATIONAL MEDIA
TION BOARD WAS NOT SUBSTANTIALLY JUSTIFIED

In prior decision reviewing the National Mediation Boards
dismissal of petition for representation election filed by
certain railroad employees under the Railway Labor Act the Fifth
Circuit had held that the Board had exceeded its powers in

adopting positions characterized by the court as Orwellian and

Kafkaesque Russell National Mediation Board 714 F.2d 1332

5th Cir 1983 In its initial decision on Equal Access to
Justice Act EAJA fees issued June 28 1985 the Fifth Circuit
affirmed the denial of fees holding that the position of the
United States for purposes of applying the substantial justifi
cation test of the EAJA was the litigation position not the

underlying position of the agency Russell National
Mediation Board 764 F.2d 341 5th Cir 1985 petition for

rehearing and rehearing en banc was denied August 1985



VOL 33 NO 24 DECEMBER 20 1985 PAGE 769

However on August 1985 the new EAJA became law The

new Act defined the position of the United States to include the

agencys underlying position as well as the litigation position
On October 23 1985 after further briefing from the parties the

court vacated its prior decision holding that the new EAJA

applied to fee petitions as well as merits litigation pending on

the date of enactment Finding the legislative history of the new
Acts substantially justified standard to be inconsistent and

puzzling the court accepted our argument that the standard
remained one of reasonableness However relying heavily on the

prior merits decision the court held that the Boards position
was not substantially justified under this standard and was not

justified under the special circumstances exception The court
also held that fees may not be apportioned between the justified
litigation position and the unjustified underlying position The

court did nonetheless hold that apportionment was appropriate
between the merits and fees litigation finding that the fees

position was substantially justified under the new Act

Russell National Mediation Board F.2d___ No 841345
5th Cir Oct 23 1985 14fl551

Attorneys William Kanter Civil Division FTS 6331597
Mark Pennak Civil Division FTS 6334214

NINTH CIRCUIT DENIES EAJA ATTORNEYS FEES IN HABEAS
CORPUS PROCEEDING CHALLENGING EXCLUSION OF HOMOSEXUAL
ALIEN

Petitioner in this case was homosexual alien who sought
entry into the United States He was excluded by the INS under

28 U.S.C 1182a4 which prohibits entry by aliens afflicted
with psychopathic personality or sexual deviation or mental

defect Although exclusions under this provision had

historically been based on medical certificates issued by Public

Health Service PHS physicians no such certificate had been
issued in this case because of new PHS policy that homosexuality
was not per se mental disease or defect In the case on the

merits tNThth Circuit rejected the governments position that

the statute required the exclusioneven in the absence of

medical certificateof persons who voluntarily andunambiguously
asserted their homosexuality

The district court denied petitioners motion for attorneys
fees and the Ninth Circuit has now affirmed this decision The
court of appeals rejected our argument that habeas corpus
proceedings in an immigration context are not civil proceedings
within the meaning of the EAJA but agreed with the district court

that the litigation had created no common fund nor conferred any
common benefit which entitled petitioner to recover fees from
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the government under 28 U.S.C 2412b In addition the court
held that the governments position was substantially justified
under 28 U.S.C 2412d1A because it was based on
colorable interpretation of the statutes governing exclusion of
aliens

Hill INS F.2d No 842503 9th Cir Nov 1985
39111346

Attorneys William Kanter Civil Division FTS 6331597
Irene Solet Civil Division FTS 6333355

LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION

APPROVAL OF CONSENT DECREE TO CONTAIN TOXIC WASTES AT
SAREA LANDFILL AFFIRMED

Under the agreement Hooker was obligated to remedy the
imminent health hazard particularly to the City of Niagara Falls
water treatment plant from the migration of toxic chemical wastes
from its SArea landfill by employing containment strategy The
Province of Ontario which had intervened to protect its residents
from the threat .of contamination by migration of the wastes under
the Niagara River objected to the settlement on the ground that
it did not require Hooker to excavate and incinerate the wastes
even though the Province offered no evidence that containment
would not be effective or that wastes were actually migrating one
and onehalf miles through the bedrock under the river Also
Ontarios proffered solution was prohibitively expensive and based
on unproven technology The court noted that if the containment
program should prove ineffective Hooker was required to use
Requisite Remedial Technology which concept did not exclude
excavation and incineration Because Ontario had fully partici
pated in litigating the meaning of the phrase Requisite Remedial
Technology this was clear case of issue preclusion by way of
either res judicata or collateral estoppel Finally the court
held that Ontarios claims were limited to common law nuisance
only not for alleged violations of federal environmental laws

United States and State of New York Hooker Chemical and
Plastics Corp SArea ___F.2d ___ No 856130 2d Cir
Nov 1985 907141

Attorneys Jacques Gelin Land and Natural Resources
Division FTS 6332762 David Shilton Land and Natural
Resources Division FTS 6335580 Bruce Berger Land and
Natural Resources Division FTS 6335272
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CORPORATION SUSPENDED FOR FAILURE TO PAY STATE FRANCHISE
TAX MAY NOT BE BARRED FROM PRESENTING EVIDENCE AT

CONDEMNATION TRIAL

Just prior to trial to determine just compensation the

government having learned that the state of California had

suspended the corporate landowners corporate privileges for

failure to pay state taxes moved for showcause order why the

corporation should not be barred from presenting evidence at

trial After the district court denied the corporations motion
for continuance trial commenced and judgment awarding the

corporation $85000 entered

On appeal the Ninth Circuit reversed finding that the state

statute suspending corporate privileges for delinquent taxes is

intended merely to pressure delinquent corporations to pay their

taxes and that continuances should be granted to allow corporate
revivors Thus the court of appeals found that the district

court had erred in concluding it lacked discretion to grant
continuance

Further utilizing four factors set out in United States

Flynt 756 F.2d 1352 9th Cir 1985 for reviewing deniaLs
of requests for continuances the court found that the district

judge had acted in an arbitrary and unreasonable manner in

failing to grant the continuance slip op at 11

United States 2.61 Acres Mariposa County California
F.2d

____
No 842155 9th Cir Nov 1985

52639420

Attorneys Maria Iizuka Land and Natural Resources

Division FTS 6332753 Martin Matzen Land and Natural

Resources Division FTS 6334426
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS
TELETYPES TO ALL UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

112785 From Madison Brewer Director Office of Management
Information Systems and Support by Tim Murphy
Assistant Director Debt Collection Staff re Agency
Letters to Debtors Regarding IRS Tax Refund Offset
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS LIST

DISTRICT U.S ATTORNEY

Alabama Frank Donaldson

Alabama John Bell

Alabama Sessions III

Alaska Michael Spaan
Arizona Stephen McNamee

Arkansas George Proctor
Arkansas Joe Fitzhugh
California Joseph Russoniello

California Donald Ayer
California Robert Bonner

California Peter Nunez
Colorado Robert N..Mi.ller

Connecticut Stanley Twardy Jr
Delaware William Carpenter Jr
District of Columbia Joseph diGenova

Florida Thomas Dillard

Florida Robert Merkie
Florida Leon Keilner

Georgia Larry Thompson
Georgia Joe Whitley
Georgia Hinton Pierce
Guam David Wood
Hawaii Daniel Bent
Idaho Maurice Ellsworth

Illinois Anton Valukas

Illinois Frederick Hess

Illinois Gerald Fines

Indiana James Richmond

Indiana John Tinder

Iowa Evan Hultman

Iowa Richard Turner
Kansas Benjamin Burgess Jr
Kentucky Louis DeFalaise

Kentucky Alexander Taft Jr
Louisiana John Volz

Louisiana Stanford Bardwell Jr
Louisiana Joseph Cage Jr
Maine Richard Cohen

Maryland Catherine Blake
Massachusetts William Weld

Michigan Roy Hayes
Michigan John Smietanka
Minnesota Francis Hermarin

Mississippi Robert Whitwell

Mississippi George Phillips
Missouri Thomas Dittmeier

Missouri Robert Ulrich
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

DISTRICT U.S ATTORNEY

Montana Byron Dunbar
Nebraska Ronald Lahners
Nevada William Maddox
New Hampshire Richard Wiebusch
New Jersey Thomas Greelish
New Mexico William Lutz
New York Frederick Scullin Jr
New York Rudolph Giuliarii

New York Raymond Deane
New York Salvatore Martoche
North Carolina Samuel Currin
North Carolina Kenneth McAllister
North Carolina Charles Brewer
North Dakota Rodney Webb

Ohio Patrick McLaughlin
Ohio Anthony Nyktas
Oklahoma Layn Phillips
Oklahoma Roger Hilfiger
Oklahoma William Price

Oregon Charles Turner

Pennsylvania Edward Dennis Jr
Pennsylvania James West

Pennsylvania Alan Johnson
Puerto Rico Daniel LopezRomo
Rhode Island Lincoln Almond
South Carolina Vinton DeVane Lide
South Dakota Philip Hogen
Tennessee John Gill Jr
Tennessee Joe Brown

Tennessee Hickman Ewing Jr
Texas Marvin Collins

Texas Henry Oncken

Texas Robert Wortham

Texas Helen Eversberg
Utah Brent Ward
Vermont George Cook

Virgin Islands James Diehm

Virginia Elsie Munsell

Virginia John Alderman

Washington John Lamp
Washington Gene Anderson
West Virginia William Kolibash
West Virginia David Faber
Wisconsin Joseph Stadtmueller

Wisconsin John Byrnes
Wyoming Richard Stacy
North Mariana Islands David Wood

U.S GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 985_491_51OLOOO1


