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11
STATISTICS
1 FoIrlllnn
‘ Original 1 Lrh;l\lgs‘ Pzal’gziis Total
Number of cases on docket_________ 14 2,352 2, 395 4, 761
Cases disposed of __________________ ' i } 1. 810 1. 989 | 3, 806
Remaining on docket________. ’ . 545 106 ] 055
1
Cases docketed during term:
Paideases.________________ o ____ 1,921
In forma pauperis cases_______________________________ 2,013
Original eases________________________________________ 5
ot L — 3,939
Cases remaining from last terma____________________________ *822
Total cases on docket_____________________________________ 4. 761
Cases disposed of - __ 3. 806
Number remaining on docket______________________________ 935
Petitions for certiorari granted :
In paid ecases_ . _________________ 115
In in forma pauperis cases_____________________________ 15
Appeals granted :
In paid ecases . ____._______________________ 39
In in forma pauperis cases_____________________________ 3
Total cases granted plenary review_________________________ 172
Cases argued during term_________~_______ I 179
Number disposed of by full opintons____________________ **160
Number disposed of by per curiam opinions_____________ **%16
Number set for reargument next tevm-__________________ 3
Cases available for argument at beginning of term—___________ 100
Disposed of summarily after review was granted_____________ 2
Original cases set for argument____________________________ 5
Cases reviewed and decided without oral argument___________ 186
Total cases available for argument at start of next term_______ 99
Number of written opinions of the Court____________________ 138
Per curiam opinions in argued cases________________________ 16

#* Includes 31 Orig.
#** Includes 64 Orig.
**= Includes 68 Orig. and 69 Orig.
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IIL

Number of lawyers admitted to practice:

On written motion____________________________________ 4, 564

On oral motion_______________________________________ 1,127

Total _ e ____ 5,691
GENERAL:

Court convened to release orders and begin oral arguments
October 6, 1975 and adjourned July 6, 1976 (Conference page

held during week of September 29, 1975) ______________ 1,777
Allotment of Justices to Civewits______________________ 291
Douglas, J., Retirement November 12, 1975 announced by

Chief Justice; letters exchanged _____________________ 221

Ford, Gerald R., President of the United States, introduced

Stevens, J., at special sitting of Court December 19,1975 289
Hepler, Frank M., Resigned as Marshal of Court February

99, 1976 _
Hudon, Edward G., Retired as Librarian of Court April

80, 1976 o ___
Rehnquist, J., Temporarily assigned Circuit Justice of

Ninth Cirewit _____________________________________ 215
Stevens, J., Appointed by President November 26, 1975 ;

confirmed by Senate December 17, 1975; took ocath De-

cember 19, 1975 _____________ o _____ 289
Wilkins, Robert R., Deputy Marshal, died February 18,

19 e
Wong, Alfred, Appointed Marshal of Court July 1, 1976__
Order signed August 2, 1974 by the Chief Justice authoriz-

ing transfer to National Archives of documents and rec-

ords of Clerk’s Office to and including October Term,

1970. except attorneys’ admission files

APPEALS:

Dismissed for want of final judgment of highest court of

state wherein judgment could be had as required by 28

U.S.C. 1257 (74-1628; 75-5520) - ___________________ 3,336
Dismissed since USDC failed to enter injunction from

which appeal lies under 28 U.S.C. 1253 and notice of ap-

peal was not filed within 30 days of any arguably ap-

pealable order (74-216)_____________________________ 685
Dismissed for want of final judgment 28 U.S.C. 1257 (75-

6640)

=1



v

ARGUMENTS:
Case argued pro se (attorney under order of suspension)
and attorney disbarred after announcement of opinion

of court (74-1646; D-48) ______________________ 413,757

Cases reargued (73-1808, 74-75; 74-175, T4-5176 ; 73-1869 ;
73-1596, 73-1046; 73-1288; 74-878 and 74-879) _____-__

Page

760

133,

181, 203, 326, 348, 434

Case scheduled for reargument removed from argument
calendar and summarily vacated and remanded (73—

(70 31 B — 372,769
Cases restored to calendar for reargument (74-799;

74-1589 and 74-1590) ____________________________ 372, 633
Counsel argued as amicus curiae, by invitation of Court, in

support of judgment below (74-850)_________________ 179
Counsel for both parties argued pro hac vice (74-884)____ 103
Four hours allotted for oral argument to be divided evenly

between appellants and appellees (75-436 and 75-437)__ 13
Further consideration of suggestion of mootness and mo-

tion to substitute deferred to hearing case on merits

(T4—6488) . 337
Governor of Utah took part in reargument (74-878 and

T4-879) 434
Teave to participate in oral argument denied without prej-

udice to seeking part of time allocated appelkes (75436

and 75-487) o ______ 13

ATTORNEYS:
Appointment pursuant to Rule 33(7) (75-1261 and 75-

1855) L 729
Attorneys admitted during summer recess_______________ 68
Attorney appeared on 24 hours’ notice to argue in place of

appointed counsel who was ill (74-1222)______________ 411
Motions for appointment of counsel granted (74-1055; 74—

6293 ; 74-1222; 73-1596; 74-1560; 74-1529; T5-76; 75—

5387; T4-1263; T4-1487; T4-6257; T4-6632; T75-929;

T5915) e 11,

12,110, 154, 155, 187, 245, 274, 297, 418, 524, 525, 608
Orders of disbarment (D-49; D-47; D-55; D-50, D-51,

D-52, D-53, D-56, D-57; D-54 ; D-58 ; D-22 and D-43) _ 8,

_ 154, 336, 418,440, 608, 760
Resignation from Bar of Court (Raymond Alexander

Nelson, D-59) _____________ o ___ 356
Suspensions and rule to show cause issued (D-50, D-51,

D-52, D-53, D-54, D-55, D-56 ; D-57; D-58 and D-59) _._ 8,

109,110



BRIEFS:
Appendices in capital cases not printed at direction of
Court (74-6257, 75-5706, T5-5394, T5-5491 and 75—
B844)
Motion to dispense with printing portions of appendix to
petition granted (No. , Calley v. Callaway)______
Motion for leave to file brief, amicus curiae, granted pro-
vided brief filed within time allowed for filing of brief
of party supported (75-6289)________________________
CERTIFICATE:
Certificate from Court of Claims summarily dismissed.
Three Justices would accept the certificate (75-1728)____
CERTIORARI:
Certiorari before judgment denied (75-222 and 75-5246) __
Denied for want of final judgment (75-224)__________
Granted case summarily remanded six days before sched-
uled oral argument (74-1287) ________________________
Granted and parties directed to brief additional issue
(T5-882)
Granted limited to questions presented (T4-1542; 74-1646,
75-5014, 75-5015; 75-235; 7T5-904; T5-T46, T5-T48; To—

6527 ; T4-6593) ________________ 14, 15, 275, 875, 458, 634,

Five capital punishment cases granted, expedited briefing
schedule set (T4-6257, 75-5394, 75-5491, 75-5706 and
T5-5844)

Leave to file amended petition granted, judgment vacated

and case remanded to USCA (75-129) ______________ 187,

Leave to treat previously filed papers as petition for certi-

orari granted (A-513) : certiorari granted (75-817)__ 244,

Motion to expand scope of certiorari denied (74-1393)__
Motion to limit grant of certiorar: denied (75-110)______
Opinion on denial of certiorari (75-983)______________
Writs dismissed as improvidently granted (74-1318; 75—

1305 7544 601, 602,

COSTS AND DAMAGES:

Award of damages for delay denied (75-994)_ ___________
Costs allowed to petitioners to extent of 50% (74-1274)__
Judgments affirmed and costs assessed so that petitioner in

each case bears equally cost of printing record (75-62,

75-66, 75278 and 75-306) __________
Judgment reversed in civil case and no costs assessed (74—

906)
Motion for award of attorney’s fees denied (75-1180)____
Motion to retax costs granted (74-450)_________________
Motion to tax attorney’s fees and costs denied (74-1015) __

Page
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VI

EXTRAORDINARY WRITS:
Leave to file petition for mandamus granted, no action
taken on petition for mandamus (75-369)_____________
Leave to file petition for mandamus granted, consideration
of petition for mandamus continued to June 17, 1976, no
action taken on petition for mandamus (75-1184)______
Mandamus denied, alternative petition for -certiorari
granted (v5-130) ___________________________________
JUDGMENTS, MANDATES AND OPINIONS:
Judgments:
Aftirmed in part; reversed in part and remanded to
CA with directions to remand to USDC so peti-
tioner may file answer to complaint and litigation
proceed accordingly (74-1393) ___________________
Judgment issued forthwith, costs assessed at later
date. 30-day stay granted in per curiamn opinion;
stay extended for additional 20 days; motion to in-
tervene, recall mandate, etc., denied (75436, T5-

A3T) 369, 415, 551

Judgment of CA affirming USDC’s denial of seniority
relief to Class 3 reversed and remanded to USDC
(T4-T28) L _

Judgment reversed, no remand to lower court (74—
1042) e

Judgment set aside and case remanded (73-1869)____

Remanded to USDC with directions to abstain from
decision of federal constitutional issues until parties
obtain construction of New York law from New
York state courts (74-858 and 74-859) ____________

Reversed insofar as it set aside pre-granted abandon-
ment provision of Order No. 455 and case remanded
to CA (74-883) ___________ . ____

Reversed and remanded to CA for consideration of
other contentions against issuance of construction
permit (76-4)__________________

Reversed and remanded for sole purpose of consider-
ing respondent’s claim of improper sentencing (74—
W)

Vacated and remanded to CA for reconsideration in
light of state statute made effective 9 days prior to
judgment by Court (75-219) _____________________

Vacated and remanded to CA with directions to re-
mand to NLRB so that case may be considered under
statutory criteria of NTLRA alone (74-773)________
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VII

JUDGMENTS, MANDATES AND OPINIONS—Continued  page
Judgments—Continued
Vacated and remanded to CA with instructions to
dismiss petitioner’s appeal (74-1245) 483
Vacated and remanded to Supreme Court of Ohio to
permit that court to explicate whether or not its
judgment relies on federal law (74-492) - 517
Vacated and remanded to USDC with instructions to
dismiss complaint insofar as it sought relief against
appellants (75-805) -~ 553
Without indicating any views on whether USDC's
decision on constitutional issue was sound, judgment
afirmed insofar as it invalidated the challenged
state regulation as inconsistent with Social Security
Act (T6-624) - 631
Mandates:
Issuance of mandates in capital cases stayed by Powell,
J., on July 22, 1976, pending action on petition for
rehearing (74-6257, T5-5706 and 75-5394) _________
Opinions:
Durham v. United States, 401 U.S. 481, overruled in
per curiam opinion in unargued case (75-543) _____ 335
Judgment of Court announced and opinion delivered
(74-5822; T4-1487; 74-1520; 74-1393; 746257,
T5-5706, 75-5394 ; 755491, 75-5844) ______________ 571,
703, 755, 763, 765, 766
MISCELLANEOUS ORDERS:
Leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied (75-250; 74—
18183 7T5-877) e 137,297, 299
ORIGINAL CASES:
9 Orig.—Accountings filed pursuant to decree of June 16,
1975, referred to Special Master______________________ 136
31 Orig.—Report of Special Master filed, briefing schedule
set; decree entered without benefit of oral argument__ 555, 749
35 Orig.—Joint motion for entry of decree granted, decree
enteved ____________________________________________ 9
36 Orig.—Exceptions to Report of Special Master set for
argument ; argued ; opinion per curiam announced, par-
ties directed to file within 90 days proposed decree which
has approval of Special Master,ete_____________ 136, 348, 723
52 Orig.—Supplemental Report of Special Master filed,
parties directed to submit proposed decree; joint motion
for entry of decree granted, decree entered . ___ 356, 633



VIII

ORIGIN.AL CASES—Continued Page
54 Orig.—.\ppointment of Special Master in place of for-
mer Special Master, deceased ; leave to file counterclaim
referred to Special Master; Report of Special Master on
counterclaim filed, briefing schedule set——___________ 245, 524
64 Orig.—Report of Special Master filed, briefing schedule
set; Iixceptions set for oral argument; argued, opinion,
proposed consent decree to be entered_______ 154, 372, 543, 723
65 Orig.—Appointment of Special Master, motion of
United States for leave to intervene referred to Special
Master; Report of Special Master filed, leave to inter-
vene granted_____________________________________ 186, 356
67 Orig.—Solicitor General invited to file brief expressing
views of United States; leave to Izaak Walton League
of America to file brief, as amicus curiae, granted; mo-
tion for leave to file bill of complaint set for argument__ 9, 578
68 Orig. and 69 Orig.—Motions for leave to file bills of com-
plaint set for argument; argued; opinion per curiam,

leave to file bills of complaint denied___________ 187,241, 726
70 Orig.—Motion for leave to file bill of complaint denied,
opinion per ewriam_________________________________ 631
PARTIES:
Leave to add party appellant denied (75-628) ____________ 660
Leave to substitute party petitioner in case set for argument
granted (75-804) 660
RECORDS:
Leave to dispense with printing appendix granted (74-1656,
T5-50, 75246 ; 75-95) o ___ 155, 187
REHEARINGS:
Counsel for respondents to file response to petition for re-
hearing within 80 days (75-720) - _________________ 749

Rehearing granted, order denying certiorari vacated, cer-
tiorari granted, judgment vacated and case remanded to

CA (T4-116) - 706
RULES:
Amendments to Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure trans-
mitted to Congress_ . __________________________ 561

Rules and forms governing proceedings in United States
District Courts under 28 U.S.C. 2254 and 28 U.S.C. 2255

transmitted to Congress. . __________________________ 561
Rules and forms implementing Chapters I-VII, XTI and

XTIIT of Bankruptey Act transmitted to Congress____ 561
New Chapter VIII Bankruptcy Rules and Official Forms

transmitted to Congress_____________________________ 562

New Chapter IX Bankruptey Rules and Official Forms
transmitted to Congress__________________ __________ 562




IX

STAYS: Page
Injunction denied, there being no majority to grant (75-436,
0437 293
Stay of injunction entered by CA granted in order grant-
ing certiorari (75-552 and 75-561) ____________________ 299
Stay granted pending further order of Court; further order
entered (A-719) o ____ 439, 453
CONCLUSION:
Call of calendar suspended and arguments completed April
28, 1976 e e 574

Final order (July 6, 1976) e (i
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Present: Mr. Chief Justice Burger, Mr. Justice Douglas, Mr. Jus-
tice Brennan, Mr. Justice Stewart, Mr. Justice White, Mr. Justice
Marshall, Mr. Justice Blackmun, Mr. Justice Powell, and Mr. Justice
Rehnquist.

The Chief Justice said:
“T have the honor to announce that the October 1975 Term of the
Supreme Court of the United States isnow convened.”

The Chief Justice said:
“Today’s orders of the Court have been certified by the Chief Jus-
tice, filed with the Clerk, and will not be announced orally.”

AprprEALS—SUrarARY DisposiTioNn

No. 74-1324. Ronald Gendron, appellant, . Edward H. Levi,
Attorney General of the United States, et al. Appeal from the United
States District Court for the Central District of California. Judgment
affirmed.

No. 74~1465. Richard F. (Dick) Hayes, appellant, ». Florida et al.
Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of Florida. Judgment affirmed.

No. 74-1477. Fast Motor Service, Inc., appellant, ». United States
et al.; and

No. 74-1478. Fast Motor Service, Inc., appellant, . United States
et al. Appeals from the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Illinois. Judgment affirmed.

No. 74-1553. W. D. Wilkey, appellant, ». Illinois Racing Board
et al. Appeal from the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Illinois. Judgment affirmed.

No. 74—-6410. Lea Spears, appellant, v. John E. Ellis, District
Attorney of Warren County, et al. Appeal fom the United States
District Court for the Southern District of Mississippi. Judgment
affirmed.

No. 74-6427. Minnie Lee Wilson, appellant, . Gerald E. dalone
et al. Appeal from the United States District Court for the Western
District of Kentucky. Judgment affirmed.

210-278—175 1
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No. 75-3. Jamaica Savings Bank, appellant, «. Louis J. Lefkowitz, |

Attorney General of the State of Ne\v York. Appe‘ll from the United

States District Court for the Eastern District of New York. Judg- °

ment affirmed.

No. 75-14. Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company, appellant,
2. Z. D. Atkins, Robert Clement and Cayce Pentecost, Commissioners,
Tennessee Public Service Commission, et al. Appeal from the United
States District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee. Judgment
affirmed.

No. 75-5006. Ira H. Kemp and Yrminda Fortes, appellants, 2.
C. Delores Tucker, Secretary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
et al. Appeal from the United States District Court for the Middle
Distriet of Pennsylvania. Judgment affirmed.

No. 74-1390. Town of Lockport, New York, et al., appellants, 2.
Citizens for Community Action at the Local Level, Inc., et al. Appeal
from the United States District Court for the Western District of
New York. Judgment vacated and case remandec to the United States
District. Court for the Western District of New York for reconsider-
ation in light of the provisions of the new charter adopted by Niagara
County in 1974.

No. 74-1475. Donald I. Stephens, appellant, ». L. D. Howle.
Appeal from the Court of Appeals of Georgia. The appeal is dis-
missed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the papers whereon the
appeal was taken as a petition for writ of certiorari, certiorari denied.
Mr. Justice Douglas would note probable jurisdiction and set case for
oral argument.

No. 74-1497. William Scott and Ronald Kindred, appellants, 2.
California. Appeal from the Court of Appeal of California, First
Appellate District. The appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdiction.
Treating the papers whereon the appeal was taken as a petition for
writ of certiorari, certiorari denied. Mr. Justice Douglas would note
-probable jurisdiction and set case for oral argument.

No. 74-1591. Julian I. Richards, appellant, ». Barbara Jane

Richards et al. Appeal from the District of Columbia Court of
Appeals. The appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Treating
the papers whereon the appeal was taken as a petition for writ of
certiorari, certiorari denied.

No. 74-1526. Margaret E. Thompson, appellant, . County Board

-

of School Trustees of DuPage County, Illinois, et al. Appeal from :

the Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District. The appeal is dis-
missed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the papers whereon the
appeal was taken as a petition for writ of certiorari, certiorari denied.
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No. 74-1612. Herman Eger, appellant, ». Florida. Appeal from
the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. The appeal
is dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the papers whereon
the appeal was taken as a petition for writ of certiorari, certiorari
denied.

No. 74-1631. Wyn Rummler, appellant, v. California. Appeal
from the Court of Appeal of California, Second Appellate District.
The appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the papers

~ whereon the appeal was taken as a petition for writ of certiorari,

certiorari denied.

No. 74-1636. Eric G. Mitchell, appellant. ». Mildred M. Mitchell.
Appeal from the Court of Appeal of California, First Appeliate
District. The appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the
papers whereon the appeal was taken as a petition for writ of
certiorari, certiorari denied.

No. 74—-6468. Ezra D. Anderson, Jr., et al., appellants, v. United
States District Court for the District of Massachusetts. Appeal from
the United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit. The appeal is
dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the papers wherecn the
appeal was taken as a petition for writ of certiorari, certiorari denied.

No. 74-6661. Sylvia Cisneros, appellant, 2. The Orange County
Superior Court, Sitting as the Juvenile Court. Appeal from the Court

- of Appeal of California, Fourth Appeliate District. The appeal is
' dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the papers whereon the
. appeal was taken as a petition for writ of certiorari, certiorari denied.

No. 74-6719. Noel Tancred Escofil, appellant, ». Commissioner of

_Internal Revenue. Appeal from the United States Court of Appeals
- for the Third Circuit. The appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdic-

tion. Treating the papers whereon the appeal was taken as a petition
for writ of certiorari, certiorari denied.

No. 74—6723. William Richardson, appellant, ». Tllinois. Appeal

_from the Supreme Court of Illinois. The appeal is dismissed for want
- of jurisdiction. Treating the papers whereon the appeal was taken as

a petition for writ of certiorari, certiorari denied.

No. 74-1515. Henry E. Howell, Jr., appellant, ». The Chesapeake
and Potomac Telephone Company of Virginia et al. Appeal from the

‘Supreme Court of Virginia. The appeal is dismissed for want of a
_substantial federal question. Mr. Justice Blackmun and Mr. Justice

 Powell took no part in the consideration or decision of this appeal.

No. 74-1521. Covington Fabrics Corp., appellant, v. South Caro-

lina Tax Commission. Appeal from the Supreme Court of South Caro-
lina. The appeal is dismissed for want of a substantial federal question.
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No. 74-1541. Bernard Weinstock et al., appellant, ». Town of Hulll
et al. L&ppeal from the Supreme Judicial Comt of Massachuseets. The'
appeal is dismissed for want of a substantial federal question.

No. 74-1576. Calvin Williams and Joseph McNeil, appellants, 2.
Pennsylvania Department of Labor and Industry and Department of}
Health. Appeal from the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, Eastern
District. The appeal is dimissed for want of a substantial federal
question.

No. 74=-1578. Town of Manchester, Connecticut, appellant, ». l\Ium
riel P. Grover. Appeal from the Sup1 eme Court of Connecticut. Theg
appeal is dismissed for want of a substantial federal question.

No. 74-1581. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., et al., appellants, 2.
Pennsylvania Department of Labor and Industly et al Appeal from '
the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, Western District. The appeal
1s dismissed for want of a substantial federal question.

No. 74-1582, Sherry White, appellant, ». Kenneth O. Hughes.
Appeal from the Supreme Court of Arkansas. The appeal is dismissed
tor want of a substantial federal question.

No. 74-1585. B. Coleman Corporation, appellant, ». 47th and State |
Currency Exchange, Inc. Appeal from the Supreme Court of Illinois.
The appeal is dismissed for want of a substantial federal question.

No. 74-1609. Robbins Men's & Boys’ Wear Corp., appellant, o.
City of New York. Appeal from the Appellate Division of the
bupl eme Court of New York, Second Judicial Department. The appeal
is dismissed for want of a substantial federal question. ‘

No. 74-1614. Wilbert Lee Ballard, appellant, ». Board of Trusteeo

of the Police Pension Fund of the Clty of Evansville, Indiana. Appeal
from the Supreme Court of Indiana. The appeal is dismissed for want
of a substantial federal question.

No. 74-6398. Edward Marion Cialkowski, appellant, ». Nebraska.
Appeal from the Supreme Court of Nebraska. The appeal is dismissed
for want of a substantial federal question. ’

No. 74-6666. Ralph Wade et ux., appeliants, ». Oregon ex rel.
Juvenile Department of Multnomah County. Appeal from the Court
of Appeals of Oregon. The appeal is dismissed for want of & sub-
stantial federal question.

No. 75~34. Colin E. Beaton et ux., appellants, . Judges of the!
T.and Court et al. Appeal from the Supleme Judicial Coult of Massa-
chusetts. The appeal is dismissed for want of a substantial federal
question.

61
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No. 75-115. Jerry DiDonato, appellant, v. Charles Feldman and

| William Feldman. Appeal from the Court of Appeal of California,

Second Appellate District. The appeal is dismissed for want of a sub-
stantial federal question.

No. 75-140. Reithoffer’s, Inc., appellant, v. Board of Supervisors
of Fairfax County, Virginia. Appeal from the Circuit Court of Vir-
ginia, Fairfax County. The appeal is dismissed for want of a sub-
stantial federal question.

No. 74-1565. Seacoast Transportation Company, appellant, 2. An-

. tonio Perez et al. Appeal from the Supreme Court of Florida. Motion

of appellee Perez for leave to proceed ¢n forma pauperis granted. The

appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Treating the papers

. whereon the appeal was taken as a petition for writ of certiorari, cer-

tiorari denied. Mr. Justice Powell took no part in the consideration
or decision of this motion and appeal.

No. 74-1628. John A. Hutter, appellant, v. Bernard Korzen ete.
Appeal from the Appellate Court of Illinois, First District. The ap-
peal is dismissed for want of jurisdiction, it appearing that there is
no final judgment of the highest court of a State wherein a judgment
could be had as required by 28 U.S.C. § 1257.

No. 74-6441. Anthony Gardiner Lowell, appellant, v. Elsa Aman,
ete. Appeal from the Court of Appeal of California, First Appellate
District. The appeal is dismissed for want of a substantial federal
question. Mr. Justice Douglas would note probable jurisdiction and
set case for oral argument.

No. 75-26. Fred Carroll Lucas and Ronnie Ray Lucas, appellants,
v. Arkansas. Appeal from the Supreme Court of Arkansas. The appeal
is dismissed for want of a substantial federal question. Mr. Justice
Douglas and Mr. Justice Marshall would note probable jurisdiction
and set case for oral argument.

No. 75-28. Institute of Scrap Iron and Steel, Inc., et al., appellants,
». United States et al. Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Distriet of Columbia. Judgment affirmed. Mr. Justice Powell

. took no part in the consideration or decision of this appeal.

No. 75-38. Township of Mount Laurel, appellant, ». Southern Bux-
lington County N.A.A.C.P. et al. Appeal from the Supreme Court of
New Jersey. Motion of appellees Clark et al. for leave to proceed in
- forma pauperis granted. The appeal is dismissed for want of jurisdic-
| tion. Treating the papers whereon the appeal was taken as a petition
~ for writ of certiorari, certiorari denied. Mr. Justice Marshall took no
part in the consideration or decision of this motion and appeal.
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No. 75-81. Romae Powell, Individually and as Judge of the Juve-
nile Court of Fulton County et al., appellants, ». Richard Wayne Long,
etc. Appeal from the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Georgia. Motion of appellee for leave to proceed in forma

pauperis granted. Judgment vacated and case remanded to the United

States District Court for the Northern District of Georgia with direc-
tions to dismiss the case as moot. Mr. Justice Douglas would affirm
judgment below.

No. 75-142. F. David Mathews, Secretary of Health, Education
and Welfare, appellant, . Jesus Rodriguez Cintron. Appeal from the
United States District Court for the District of Puerto Rico. Judg-
ment vacated and case remanded to the United States District Court
for the District of Puerto Rico for consideration of the question of
mootness; if the cause is not moot, for reconsideration of the deter-
mination of class action in light of Weinberger v. Salfi, 422 U.S.
(1975).

No. 75-5033. Clarence 3. Davis, appellant, ». Charles Morris,
Secretary of the Department of Social and Health Service of Wash-
ington. Appeal from the Supreme Court of Washington. The appeal
is dismissed for want of a substantial federal question. Mr. Justice
Douglas and dMr. Justice Brennan would note probable jurisdiction
and set case for oral argument.

CERTIORARI—SUMMARY DISPOSITION

No. 74-1372. Anthony P. Travisono et al., petitioners, . Anthony
Souza et al. On petition for writ of certiorari to the United States
Court of Appeals for the First Circuit. Motion of respondent Souza
for leave to proceed in forma pauperis and petition for writ of certio-
rari granted. Judgment vacated and case remanded to the Court of
Appeals for further consideration in light of Alyeska Pipeline Serv-
ice Co.v. Wilderness Society, 421 U.S. 240 (1975).

No. 74-1413. William T. Coleman, Jr., Secretary of Transporta-
tion, et al., petitioners, . The Conservation Society of Southern Ver-
mont, Inc., et al. On petition for writ of certiorari to the United States
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. Petition for writ of certio-
rari granted, judgment vacated and case remanded to the Court of
Appeals for further consideration in light of Pub. L. 94-83 and Aber-
deen & Rockfish R.R. Co. v. SCRAP, 422 U.S.——(1975).

No. 74-1446. Henry Lee Rogers et al., petitioners, «. International
Paper Company et al. On petition for writ of certiorari to the United
tates Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. Petition for writ of
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certiorari granted, judgment vacated and case remanded to the Court
of Appeals for further consideration in light of Albemarle Paper Co.
V. Moody, 422 U.S. (1975).

No. 74-1476. Louisiana. petitioner, . Willlam August Mora, Jr.
On petition for writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court of Louisiana.
Motion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis and peti-
tion for writ of certiorari granted. Judgment vacated and case re-
manded to the Supreme Court of Louisiana to consider whether its
judgment is based upon federal or state constitutional grounds, or
both. See Californiav. Krivda,409 U.S. 33 (1972).

No. 75-46. Roundhouse Construction Corporation, petitioner, v.
Telesco Masons Supplies Co. et al. On petition for writ of certiorari to
the Supreme Court of Connecticut. Petition for writ of certiorari
granted, judgment vacated and case remanded to the Supreme Court
of Connecticut to consider whether its judgment is based upon federal
or state constitutional grounds, or both. See California v. Krivda, 409
U.S. 383 (1972).

No. 75-83. The University of Chicago and Argonne, petitioners, ».
Louis Allen McDaniel, Jr. On petition for writ of certiorari to the
United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. Petition for
writ of certiorari granted, judgiment vacated and case remanded to the
Court of Appeals for further consideration in light of Securities In-
vestor Protection Corp. v. Barbour, 421 U.S. 412 (1975) and Cort v.
Ash,422 .S, 66 (1975).

OrpERs IN PeNDING CASES

No. A-187. Federal Power Commission, applicant, «. Transcon-
tinental Gas Pipeline Corporation. The application for stay of the
mandate of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit, presented to the Chief Justice and by him referred
to the Court, is granted pending the timely filing of a petition for a
writ of certiorari and final disposition thereon. Mr. Justice Powell
took no part in the consideration or decision of this application.

No. A=218. Theodore V. Bettker, applicant. . United States Dis-
trict Court for the Southern District of Ohio. The application for stay
of the order of the United States District Court for the Southern
District of Ohio dated December 16, 1974, presented to Mr. Justice
Stewart and by him referred to the Court, is denied.

No. A-230. C. Arnholt Smith et al., applicants, . United States
and County of San Diego, California. The motion of the County of
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San Diego to vacate the st#y heretofore granted by Mri\Justice Doug-
las on September 11, 1975, is granted. Mr. Justice Douglax\dissents for
the reasons stated in his opinion of September 11, 1975, 4238 U.S.
in which he granted a stay of the District Court’s order.

No. D—49, In the Matter of Disbarment of Loren Grant, Ishler. Dis-
barment entered.

No. B-50. In the Matter of Disbarment of Franklin D. Rubin. It is
ordered that Franklin D. Rubin, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania be
suspended from the practice of law in this Court and that a rule issue,
returnable within forty days, requiring him to show cause why he
should not be disbarred from the practice of law in this Court.

No. D-51. In the Matter of Disbarment of Halbert E. Whitaker.
It is ordered that Halbert E. Whitaker, of Cleveland, Ohio, be sus-
pended from the practice of law in this Court and that a rule issue,
returnable within forty days, requiring him to show cause why he
should not be disbarred from the practice of law in this Court.

No. D-52. In the Matter of Disbarment of Gerald L. Shaffer. It is
ordered that Gerald L. Shaffer, of Fort Dodge, Iowa, be suspended
from the practice of law in this Court and that a rule issue, returnable
within forty days, requiring him to show cause why he should not be
disbarred from the practice of law in this Court.

No. D-53. In the Matter of Disbarment of Roy Aaron Golden. It is
ordered that Roy Aaron Golden, of Des Moines, Towa, be suspended
from the practice of law in this Court and that a rule issue, returnable
within forty days, requiring him to show cause why he should not be
disbarred from the practice of law in this Court.

No. D-54. In the Matter of Disbarment <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>