
INDEX

ABANDONMENT OF SCHOOLS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964,
2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

ABORTIONS. See also Jurisdiction, 1.
Vagueness—Burden of proof—“Health.”—District of Columbia 

abortion statute is not unconstitutionally vague, as the burden is on 
the prosecution to plead and prove that an abortion was not “neces-
sary for the preservation of the mother’s life or health,” and word 
“health,” in accord with general usage and modern understanding, 
and a recent interpretation of the statute by the federal courts, in-
cludes psychological as well as physical well-being, and as thus con-
strued is not overly vague. United States v. Vuitch, p. 62.

ABROAD AT NIGHT. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.

ABSOLUTE DISCRETION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 
2; Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

ACCIDENT LIABILITY. See Automobile Accidents, 1, 3; Con-
stitutional Law, II, 1; VIII.

ACCIDENT REPORTS. See Automobile Accidents, 1-2; Consti-
tutional Law, VI, 1; VIII.

ACIDS. See Criminal Law.

ACQUISITIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat Packers Consent 
Decree of 1920.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See also Federal Power 
Commission; Labor Management Relations Act; Selective 
Service System; Social Security Act, 1-2.

1. Federal Power Commission—Substantial evidence—Judicial re-
view.—Since there was substantial evidence to support FPC’s finding 
that benefits will accrue to respondent from the interconnection with 
small municipally owned utility, the Court of Appeals erred in not 
deferring to FPC’s expert judgment. Gainesville Utilities v. Florida 
Power Corp., p. 515.

2. Selective Service System—Noncooperation—Exhaustion of rem-
edies.—Petitioner’s failure to exhaust remedies jeopardized interest 
of Selective Service System, as administrative agency responsible for 
classifying registrants, in developing facts and using its expertise to
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE—Continued.
assess his claims to exempt status, and thus bars his defense that he 
was erroneously classified. McGee v. United States, p. 479.

3. Social Security Act—Disability benefits—Medical evidence.— 
Written reports by physicians who have examined claimant for dis-
ability benefits under the Act constitute “substantial evidence” sup-
porting nondisability finding within standard of §205 (g), notwith-
standing reports’ hearsay character, absence of cross-examination 
(through claimant’s failure to exercise subpoena rights), and directly 
opposing testimony by claimant and his medical witness; and pro-
cedure followed does not violate due process requirements. Richard-
son v. Perales, p. 389.

ADULTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Obscenity, 2.

ADVERTISEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Obscen-
ity, 2.

ADVISERS. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Social Security 
Act, 1.

AFFECTING COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, I; Con-
sumers Credit Protection Act.

AGE OF STUDENTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Consti-
tutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

AGREEMENTS. See Aliens; Immigration and Nationality Act, 
1; Naturalization; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor Act.

ALABAMA. See School Desegregation, 3.

ALIBI DEFENSES. See Constitutional Law, VII.

ALIENS. See also Immigration and Nationality Act, 1; Naturali-
zation.

Exemption from military service—Subjection to draft—Naturaliza-
tion.—Under § 315 of the Immigration and Nationality Act an alien 
who requests exemption from military service is to be held to his 
agreement to relinquish claim to naturalization only when he is 
completely and permanently exempt from service in the armed forces. 
Astrup v. Immigration Service, p. 509.

ALLOCUTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries;
Procedure, 1-2.

AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; 
Res Judicata.

ANNOYING CONDUCT. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; IV, 1. 

ANTENNAS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res Judicata.
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ANTI-BUSING LAW. See Constitutional Law, HI, 3; Jurisdic-
tion, 2; School Desegregation, 4-5.

ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Meat Packers Consent Decree of 
1920.

1. Clayton Act—Competition^-Control of 75% of business.—Test 
of § 7 of the Act, whether the effect of an acquisition “may be sub-
stantially to lessen competition,” is met here by Buffalo’s control of 
75% of the independent color comic supplement printing business. 
United States v. Greater Buffalo Press, p. 549.

2. Clayton Act — Failing-company exception — Prospective pur-
chasers.—District Court erred in finding that the acquisition was 
within the “failing company” exception, as the two requirements, 
(a) that International’s resources were “so depleted and the prospect 
of rehabilitation so remote that it faced the grave problem of a 
business failure,” and (b) that there was no other prospective pur-
chaser, were not satisfied. United States v. Greater Buffalo Press, 
p. 549.

3. Clayton Act—Line of commerce—Color comic supplement print-
ing business.—Line of commerce here is color comic supplement 
printing business, which includes the printing of the supplements and 
their sale. While there may be submarkets within this broad 
market, “submarkets are not a basis for the disregard of a broader 
line of commerce that has economic significance.” United States v. 
Greater Buffalo Press, p. 549.

4. Consent decree—Meat Packers Consent Decree of 1920—Acqui-
sition by Greyhound Corp.—Ownership of majority of stock of 
Armour & Co., a meatpacker, by Greyhound Corp., which has retail 
food subsidiaries and accordingly -engages in business that may be 
forbidden to Armour by the Decree, in. itself and without any evi-
dentiary showing as to consequences, does not violate the Decree’s 
prohibition against Armour’s “directly or indirectly . . . engaging 
in or carrying on” the forbidden business. United States v. Armour 
& Co., p. 673.

APPEAL BOARDS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Selective 
Service System.

APPEALS. See also Abortion; Administrative Procedure, 2-3; 
Jurisdiction, 1-2; School Desegregation, 5; Selective Service 
System; Social Security Act, 1-2.

Subpoena duces tecum—Finality of order to produce—Documents 
in Kenya.—District Court’s order denying respondent’s motion to 
quash grand jury subpoena duces tecum requiring production of rec-
ords under his control in Kenya was not final and thus not appeal-
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APPEALS—Continued.
able; nor was it rendered an appealable temporary injunction by 
inclusion of provision requiring respondent to seek permission from 
Kenyan authorities to remove some documents, and if permission was 
denied, to grant United States agents access to the documents in 
Kenya. United States v. Ryan, p. 530.

APPLICATIONS FOR STAY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1;
Voting Rights Act of 1965.

APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965.

AREA OF EFFECTIVE COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 
1-3.

ARIZONA. See Automobile Accidents, 1; Constitutional Law, 
VIII.

ARMED FORCES. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Aliens; 
Immigration and Nationality Act, 1; Naturalization; Selective 
Service Regulations; Selective Service System.

ARMY REGULATIONS. See Selective Service Regulations.

ASSIGNMENT OF STUDENTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964,
1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

ASYLUM. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

ATTENDANCE ZONES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2;
Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1-3, 6-9.

ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965.

AUSTIN NEIGHBORHOOD. See Constitutional Law, V.

AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENTS. See also Constitutional Law, II, 1;
VI, 1; VIII.

1. Bankruptcy Act—Arizona statute—Supremacy Clause.—Pro-
vision that “discharge in bankruptcy following rendering of any such 
judgment [as result of automobile accident] shall not relieve judg-
ment debtor from any of the requirements of this article,” in Ariz. 
Rev. Stat., directly conflicts with § 17 of the Bankruptcy Act, which 
states that discharge in bankruptcy fully discharges all but certain 
specified judgments, and is thus violative of the Supremacy Clause. 
Perez v. Campbell, p. 637.

2. Stop-and-report statute — Self-incrimination. — California Su-
preme Court’s holding that compliance with provision of Cal. Vehicle 
Code requiring driver of car involved in accident to stop and furnish
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AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENTS—Continued.
his name and address would violate privilege against compulsory 
self-incrimination without a use restriction, is vacated and remanded 
as there is no conflict between the statute and the privilege. Cali-
fornia v. Byers, p. 424.

3. Suspension of license—Uninsured motorists—Procedural due 
process.—Georgia’s Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act, which 
provides for suspension of registration and driver’s license of unin-
sured motorist involved in accident unless he posts security for 
damages claimed and which excludes consideration of fault or re-
sponsibility for accident at pre-suspension hearing, violates due 
process. Before Georgia can deprive person of his license and regis-
tration, it must provide procedure to determine whether there is 
reasonable possibility of judgment being rendered against him as 
result of accident. Bell v. Burson, p. 535.

BACK SPRAINS. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Social Se-
curity Act, 1.

BACKUP SERVICE. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission.

BANKRUPTCY ACT. See Automobile Accidents, 1; Constitu-
tional Law, VIII.

BENEFITS. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal Power 
Commission.

BLOCKBUSTING. See Constitutional Law, V.

BOARDS OF EDUCATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; 
Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

BORDER SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscen-
ity, 1.

BROKERS. See Constitutional Law, V.

BURDEN OF PROOF. See Abortions; Constitutional Law, V;
Jurisdiction, 1.

BUSINESS VISITORS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

BUSING. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegregation, 1-9.

CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries; 
Procedure, 1-2.

CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

CALIFORNIA UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE CODE. See
Social Security Act, 2.
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CALIFORNIA VEHICLE CODE. See Automobile Accidents, 2;
Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

CANDIDATES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights 
Act of 1965.

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2;
Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

CARRIERS. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor Act.

CASE OR CONTROVERSY. See Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegre-
gation, 5.

CENSORSHIP. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-3; Obscenity, 1-2.

CENSUS DATA. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights 
Act of 1965.

CERTIORARI.
Improvidently granted—Conspiracy to commit murder—Not 

charged or convicted of offense.—Writ of certiorari, granted to review 
Court of Appeals’ affirmance of conviction of conspiracy to commit 
murder, dismissed as improvidently granted, since, contrary to that 
court’s opinion and Government’s representation, it now appears 
that petitioner was not charged with or convicted of that offense. 
Bostic v. United States, p. 547. - .

CESSION OF LAND. See Indian Lands.

CHANGE IN STATUS. See Selective Service Regulations.

CHARGES. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal Power 
Commission.

CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School 
Desegregation, 1, 4-9.

CHICAGO SUBURBS. See Constitutional Law, V.

CHINESE NATIONALS. See Immigration and Nationality 
Act, 2.

CINCINNATI. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; IV, 1.

CITIZENSHIP. See Aliens; Immigration and Nationality Act, 
1; Naturalization.

CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. See also Constitutional Law, III, 
4; School Desegregation, 1-2, 6-9.

1. Assignment of students—Racial ratios.—Title IV of the Act, a 
direction to federal officials, does not restrict state officials in assign-
ing students within their systems. McDaniel v. Barresi, p. 39.
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CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964—Continued.
2. School desegregation—Remedies.—Title IV of the Act does not 

restrict or withdraw from federal courts their historic equitable 
remedial powers. Proviso in 42 U. S. C. § 2000c-6 was designed 
simply to foreclose any interpretation of the Act as expanding exist-
ing powers of federal courts to enforce Equal Protection Clause. 
Swann v. Board of Education, p. 1.

CLAIMS FOR DISABILITY BENEFITS. See Administrative
Procedure, 3; Social Security Act, 1.

CLARKE COUNTY. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1; School 
Desegregation, 2.

CLASSIFICATIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Criminal 
Law; Selective Service Regulations; Selective Service System.

CLASS OF ACTIVITIES. See Constitutional Law, I; Consumers 
Credit Protection Act.

CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

COCONSPIRATORS. See Certiorari.

CODEFENDANTS. See Constitutional Law, VII.

COERCION. See Constitutional Law, V.

COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res 
Judicata.

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Rail-
way Labor Act.

COLORADO. See Indian Lands.

COLOR COMIC SUPPLEMENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

COMBATANT TRAINING. See Selective Service Regulations.

COMIC SUPPLEMENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, I; Consumers 
Credit Protection Act.

COMMERCIAL USAGE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscen-
ity, 1.

COMMUNIST COUNTRIES. See Immigration and Nationality 
Act, 2.

COMPELLED DISCLOSURE. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Con-
stitutional Law, VI, 1.
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COMPENSATION. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission; Social Security Act, 2.

COMPENSATION FOR LAND. See Indian Lands.

COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 1-4; Meat Packers Consent 
Decree of 1920.

CONDUCT. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; IV, 1.

CONFEDERATED BAND OF UTES. See Indian Lands.

CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII.

CONFRONTATION CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VII.

CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS. See Administrative Procedure,
2; Selective Service Regulations; Selective Service System.

CONSENT DECREES. See Antitrust Acts, 1-4; Meat Packers 
Consent Decree of 1920.

CONSENT JUDGMENTS. See Indian Lands.

CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER. See Certiorari.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Abortions; Administrative 
Procedure, 3; Automobile Accidents, 1-3; Civil Rights Act of 
1964, 2; Consumers Credit Protection Act; Juries; Jurisdic-
tion, 1-2; Obscenity, 1-2; Procedure, 1-2; School Desegrega-
tion, 1, 4-9; Social Security Act, 1; Voting Rights Act of 1965.

I. Commerce Clause.
Loan sharking—Affecting commerce.—Title II of the Consumers 

Credit Protection Act is within Congress’ power under the Commerce 
Clause to control activities affecting interstate commerce and Con-
gress’ findings are adequate to,support its conclusion that loan sharks 
who use extortionate means to collect payments on loans are in a 
class largely controlled by organized crime with a substantially ad-
verse effect on interstate commerce. Perez v. United States, p. 146.

II. Due Process.
1. Automobile accidents—Suspension of license.—Georgia’s Motor 

Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act, which provides for suspension of 
registration and driver’s license of uninsured motorist involved in 
accident unless he posts security for damages claimed and which ex-
cludes consideration of fault or responsibility for accident at pre-
suspension hearing, violates due process. Before Georgia can 
deprive person of his license and registration, it must provide 
procedure to determine whether there is reasonable possibility of 
judgment being rendered against him as result of accident. Bell v. 
Burson, p. 535.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
2. Capital cases—Jury sentencing.—The Constitution does not 

prohibit States from considering that compassionate purposes of 
jury sentencing in capital cases are better served by having issues of 
guilt and punishment resolved in single trial than by focusing jury’s 
attention solely on punishment after guilt has been determined. 
McGautha v. California, p. 183.

3. Vagueness—Cincinnati ordinance.—Ordinance making it a crim-
inal offense for “three or more persons to assemble ... on any of 
the sidewalks . . . and there conduct themselves in a manner annoy-
ing to persons passing by,” which has not been narrowed by Ohio 
Supreme Court construction, is violative on its face of the due proc-
ess standard of vagueness and the constitutional right of free assembly 
and association. Coates v. City of Cincinnati, p. 611.

4. Vagueness—Suspicious person ordinance.—Euclid, Ohio’s, sus-
picious person ordinance is unconstitutionally vague as applied to 
appellant since it gave insufficient notice that his conduct in parked 
car or in discharging passenger was enough to show him to be 
“without visible or lawful business.” Palmer v. City of Euclid, p. 
544.

III. Equal Protection of the Laws.
1. Apportionment plans—Election districts.—Single-member dis-

tricts are generally preferable to large multi-member districts in 
court-fashioned apportionment plans. In view of availability of 
1970 census data and the dispatch with which applicants devised 
their plans, the District Court is instructed, absent insurmountable 
difficulties, to devise and put into effect a single-member plan for 
Hinds County, Mississippi, by June 14, 1971, and to extend appro-
priately the filing date for candidates from that county. Connor v. 
Johnson, p. 690.

2. California mandatory referendums—Low-cost housing .—Cali-
fornia procedure for mandatory referendums, which is not limited to 
proposals involving low-cost public housing, ensures democratic de-
cisionmaking, and does not violate the Equal Protection Clause. 
James v. Valtierra, p. 137.

3. North Carolina Anti-Busing Law—Assignment of students.— 
North Carolina s Anti-Busing Law, which flatly forbids assignment 
of students on account of race or to create racial balance or ratio 
in schools and which prohibits busing for such purposes is invalid 
as preventing implementation of desegregation plans required by the 
Fourteenth Amendment. North Carolina Bd. of Ed. v. Swann, p. 43.

4. School desegregation Remedies.—Today’s objective is to elimi-
nate from the public schools all vestiges of state-imposed segregation
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
that was held violative of equal protection guarantees by Brown n . 
Board of Education, 347 U. S. 483, in 1954; and in default by school 
authorities of their affirmative obligation to proffer acceptable reme-
dies, the district courts have broad power to fashion remedies that 
will assure unitary school systems. Swann v. Board of Education, 
p. 1.

IV. First Amendment.
1. Freedom of assembly and association—Cincinnati ordinance.— 

Ordinance making it a criminal offense for “three or more persons 
to assemble ... on any of the sidewalks . . . and there conduct 
themselves in a manner annoying to persons passing by,” which has 
not been narrowed by Ohio Supreme Court construction, is violative 
of the due process standard of vagueness and the constitutional right 
of free assembly and association. Coates v. City of Cincinnati, 
p. 611.

2. Importation of obscene material—Forfeiture proceedings.— 
Three-judge court’s ruling that 19 U. S. C. § 1305 (a), prohibiting 
the importation of obsence material and providing for its seizure 
at any customs office and retention pending judgment of a district 
court on forfeiture proceedings, is unconstitutional, is reversed and 
case remanded. United States v. Thirty-seven Photographs, p. 363.

3. Obscenity—Use of mails.—Section 1461 of Title 18, U. S. C., is 
not unconstitutional as applied to the distribution by mail of obscene 
materials to willing recipients who state that they are adults. United 
States v. Reidel, p. 351.

V. Freedom of the Press.
Distribution of leaflets—Prior restraint.—Respondent real estate 

broker has not met heavy burden of justifying imposition of prior 
restraint of petitioners’ peaceful distribution of informational liter-
ature critical of respondent’s alleged “blockbusting” activities in 
Austin area of Chicago. Organization for a Better Austin v. Keefe, 
p. 415.

VI. Self-Incrimination.
1. Cal. Vehicle Code—Stop-and-report statute.—California Su-

preme Court’s holding that compliance with provision of Cal. Ve-
hicle Code requiring driver of car involved in accident to stop and 
furnish his name and address would violate privilege against com-
pulsory self-incrimination without a use restriction, is vacated and 
remanded as there is no conflict between the statute and the privilege. 
California v. Byers, p. 424.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
2. Capital cases—Testimony of defendant.—Policies of privilege 

against self-incrimination are not offended when defendant in capital 
case yields to pressure to testify on issue of punishment at risk of 
damaging his case on guilt. McGautha v. California, p. 183.

VII. Sixth Amendment.
Confrontation Clause—Codefendants.—Where a codefendant takes 

the stand in own defense, denies making alleged out-of-court state-
ment implicating defendant, and testifies in defendant’s favor, de-
fendant has been denied no rights protected by the Sixth and 
Fourteenth Amendments and in circumstances here respondent, who 
would have encountered greater difficulties if codefendant affirmed 
statement as his, was denied neither the opportunity nor the benefit 
of fully and effectively cross-examining codefendant. Nelson v. 
O’Neil, p. 622.

VIII. Supremacy Clause.
Automobile accidents—Bankruptcy Act.—Provision that “discharge 

in bankruptcy following rendering of any such judgment [as result 
of automobile accident] shall not relieve judgment debtor from any 
of the requirements of this article,” in Ariz. Rev. Stat., directly con-
flicts with § 17 of the Bankruptcy Act, which states that discharge 
in bankruptcy fully discharges all but certain specified judgments, 
and is thus violative of the Supremacy Clause. Perez v. Campbell, 
p. 637.

CONSTRUCTION OF SCHOOLS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

CONSUMERS CREDIT PROTECTION ACT. See also Constitu-
tional Law, I.

Loan sharking—Commerce Clause.—Title II of the Act is within 
Congress’ power under the Commerce Clause to control activities 
affecting interstate commerce and Congress’ findings are adequate 
to support its conclusion that loan sharks who use extortionate means 
to collect payments on loans are in a class largely controlled by 
organized crime with a substantially adverse effect on interstate com-
merce. Perez v. United States, p. 146.

CONTEMPT. See Appeals.

CONTROL OF MEATFACKER. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat 
Packers Consent Decree of 1920.

CONVICTIONS. See Certiorari.

COPYRIGHTED FEATURES. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.
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CORPORATE ACQUISITIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat 
Packers Consent Decree of 1920.

CORROSIVE LIQUIDS. See Criminal Law.

COURT DECREES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965.

COURT OF APPEALS. See Abortions; Certiorari; Jurisdic-
tion, 1.

COURT OF CLAIMS. See Indian Lands.

COURTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

CREDIT. See Constitutional Law, I; Consumers Credit Protec-
tion Act.

CRIMINAL APPEALS ACT. See Abortions; Jurisdiction, 1.

CRIMINAL LAW. See also Abortions; Administrative Proce-
dure, 2; Automobile Accidents, 2; Certiorari; Constitutional 
Law, I; II, 2; IV, 3; VI, 1-2; Consumers Credit Protection 
Act; Juries; Jurisdiction, 1; Obscenity, 2; Procedure, 1-2; 
Selective Service Regulations; Selective Service System.

Shipping corrosive liquids—“Knowingly violates such regula-
tion.”—Statute does not signal an exception to general rule that 
ignorance of law is no excuse. Word “knowingly” pertains to knowl-
edge of the facts, and where, as here, dangerous products are in-
volved, probability of regulation is so great that anyone who is aware 
he is in possession of or dealing with them must be presumed to be 
aware of the regulation. U. S. v. International Minis Corp., p. 558.

CRITERIA FOR SENTENCING. See Constitutional Law, II, 2;
VI, 2; Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

CROSS-EXAMINATION. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Con-
stitutional Law, VII; Social Security Act, 1.

CUSTOMS AGENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscen-
ity, 1.

DAMAGES. See Automobile Accidents, 3; Constitutional Law, 
II, 1.

DANGEROUS PRODUCTS. See Criminal Law.

DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries;
Procedure, 1-2.

DECREES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights Act 
of 1965.
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DEFERMENTS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Selective 
Service System.

DEMOCRATIC DECISIONMAKING. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 2.

DEMONSTRATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V.

DEPORTATION. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

DESEGREGATION PLANS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; 
Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegre-
gation, 1-9.

DIRECT APPEALS. See Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegregation, 5.

DIRECT OR INDIRECT INTEREST. See Antitrust Acts, 4; 
Meat Packers Consent Decree of 1920.

DISABILITY BENEFITS. See Administrative Procedure, 3;
Social Security Act, 1.

DISCHARGE FOR CAUSE. See Social Security Act, 2.
DISCHARGE IN BANKRUPTCY. See Automobile Accidents, 1;

Constitutional Law, VIII.
DISCHARGING PASSENGER. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.
DISCRETION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries; 

Procedure, 1-2.
DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Constitu-

tional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegregation, 
1-9.

DISPLACED PERSONS. See Immigration and Nationality 
Act, 2.

DISTANCE TRAVELED. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Con-
stitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

DISTRIBUTION OF LEAFLETS. See Constitutional Law, V.
DISTRICT COURT ORDERS. See Appeals.
DISTRICT COURTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Consti-

tutional Law, III, 1, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CODE. See Abortions; Jurisdic-
tion, 1.

DIVESTITURE OF STOCK. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.
DOCTORS. See Abortions; Jurisdiction, 1.
DOCTORS’ REPORTS. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Social 

Security Act, 1.
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DOCUMENTS. See Appeals.

DRAFT BOARDS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Selective 
Service Regulations; Selective Service System.

DRAFT LAWS. See Aliens; Immigration and Nationality Act, 
1; Naturalization.

DRIVERS’ LICENSES. See Automobile Accidents, 3; Consti-
tutional Law, II, 1.

DUE PROCESS. See Abortions; Administrative Procedure, 3;
Automobile Accidents, 3; Constitutional Law, II; Juries; 
Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 1-2; Social Security Act, 1.

ECONOMIC SIGNIFICANCE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

ELECTION DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting
Rights Act of 1965.

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

ELECTRIC UTILITIES. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Fed-
eral Power Commission.

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2;
Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

ELIGIBILITY HEARINGS. See Social Security Act, 2.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Labor Management Rela-
tions Act; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor Act.

EMPLOYERS’ APPEALS. See Social Security Act, 2.

ENTRY PERMITS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

EQUALITY OF SCHOOLS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2;
Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964, 1-2; Constitutional Law, III; Jurisdiction, 2; School 
Desegregation, 1-9; Voting Rights Act of 1965.

EQUITY POWERS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

ESTOPPEL. See also Indian Lands; Procedure, 3; Res Judicata.
Patent infringement—Res judicata.—Holding in Triplett v. Lowell, 

297 U. S. 638, that determination of patent invalidity is not res 
judicata against patentee in subsequent litigation against different 
defendant overruled to extent that it forecloses estoppel plea by one 
facing charge of infringement of patent that has once been declared 
invalid. Blonder-Tongue v. University Foundation, p. 313.

EUCLID, OHIO. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.
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EVIDENCE. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Automobile Acci-
dents, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 1-2; VII; Estoppel;
Juries; Procedure, 1-3; Res Judicata; Social Security Act, 1.

EXEMPTION FROM MILITARY SERVICE. See Aliens; Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, 1; Naturalization.

EXEMPTIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Aliens; Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, 1; Labor Management Rela-
tions Act; Naturalization; Selective Service Regulations; Se-
lective Service System.

EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES. See Administrative Procedure, 
2; Selective Service System.

EXHORTATION. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor 
Act.

EXPERTISE. See Administrative Procedure, 1-2; Federal Power 
Commission; Selective Service System.

EXPERTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

EXTENSION OF CREDIT. See Constitutional Law, I; Con-
sumers Credit Protection Act.

EXTORTIONATE CREDIT TRANSACTIONS. See Constitu-
tional Law, I; Consumers Credit Protection Act.

FACULTY DESEGREGATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

FAILING COMPANY. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.
FAIR SHARE ACT OF 1960. See Immigration and Nationality

Act, 2.
FAIR TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries;

Procedure, 1-2.
FAULT. See Automobile Accidents, 3; Constitutional Law, II, 1.
FEAR OF PERSECUTION. See Immigration and Nationality 

Act, 2.
FEDERAL OBSCENITY STATUTE. See Constitutional Law, 

IV, 3; Obscenity, 2.
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See also Administrative 

Procedure, 1.
Electric utilities interconnection—Backup service charge—Judicial 

review.—Since there was substantial evidence to support FPC’s find-
ing that benefits will accrue to respondent from the interconnection 
with small municipally owned utility, the Court of Appeals erred 
in not deferring to FPC’s expert judgment. Gainesville Utilities v. 
Florida Power Corp., p. 515.

419-882 0 - 72 - 57
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FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Automobile Accidents, 1; 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Constitutional Law, I; III, 4; 
VIII; Consumers Credit Protection Act; School Desegregation, 
1, 6—9; Social Security Act, 2.

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Abortions; Automobile Accidents, 
2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 1-2; Juries; Jurisdiction, 1; 
Procedure, 1-2.

FILING DATES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights 
Act of 1965.

FINAL ORDERS. See Appeals.

FINAL SETTLEMENTS. See Indian Lands.

FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY. See Automobile Accidents, 
1-3; Constitutional Law, II, 1; VI, 1; VIII.

FINDINGS. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal Power 
Commission.

FIRMLY RESETTLED. See Immigration and Nationality 
Act, 2.

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV-V; Obscen-
ity, 1-2.

FLIGHT TO AVOID PERSECUTION. See Immigration and 
Nationality Act, 2.

FOOD BUSINESS. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat Packers Consent 
Decree of 1920.

FOREIGN DOCUMENTS. See Appeals.
FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2;

Obscenity, 1.
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Automobile Accidents, 3; 

Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Constitutional Law, II—III; 
VI, 2; VII; Juries; Jurisdiction, 2; Procedure, 1-2; School 
Desegregation, 1-9; Voting Rights Act of 1965.

FREEDOM OF ASSEMBLY. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; 
IV, 1.

FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; 
IV, 1.

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-3;
V; Obscenity, 1-2.

GAINESVILLE, FLORIDA. See Administrative Procedure, 1; 
Federal Power Commission.
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GENERATING CAPACITY. See Administrative Procedure, 1;
Federal Power Commission.

GEOGRAPHIC ZONES. See School Desegregation, 3.

GEORGIA. See Automobile Accidents, 3; Civil Rights Act of
1964, 1; Constitutional Law, II, 1; School Desegregation, 2.

GOVERNMENT’S REPRESENTATION. See Certiorari.

GRAND JURY SUBPOENAS. See Appeals.

GREYHOUND CORP. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat Packers Con-
sent Decree of 1920.

GROUPING OF ATTENDANCE ZONES. See Civil Rights Act 
of 1964, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 
1, 6-9.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. See Criminal Law.

HEALTH. See Abortions; Jurisdiction, 1.

HEARINGS. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Automobile Acci-
dents, 3; Constitutional Law, II, 1; Social Security Act, 1.

HEARSAY. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Constitutional 
Law, VII; Social Security Act, 1.

HINDS COUNTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights 
Act of 1965.

HIT-AND-RUN STATUTES. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Con-
stitutional Law, VI, 1.

HONG KONG. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

HOUSING. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

HYDROFLUOSILICIC ACID. See Criminal Law.

IGNORANCE OF THE LAW. See Criminal Law.
IMMIGRANT VISAS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. See also Aliens;
Naturalization.

1. Aliens—Exemption from military service—Naturalization.— 
Under § 315 of the Act an alien who requests exemption from mili-
tary service is to be held to his agreement to relinquish claim to 
naturalization only when he is completely and permanently exempt 
from service in the armed forces. Astrup v. Immigration Service, 
p. 509.

2. Refugees—Asylum—“Firmly resettled.”—Whether a refugee has 
already “firmly resettled” in another country is relevant to determin-
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IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT—Continued.
ing the availability to him of the asylum provision of §203 (a)(7), 
since Congress did not intend to grant asylum to a refugee who has 
found permanent shelter in another country, and the § 203 (a) (7) 
(iii) nationality requirement is no substitute for the “resettlement” 
concept. Rosenberg v. Yee Chien Woo, p. 49.

IMPORTATION OF OBSCENE MATERIALS. See Constitu-
tional Law, IV, 2; Obscenity, 1.

IMPROVIDENTLY GRANTED. See Certiorari.

INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. See Indian Lands.

INDIAN LANDS.
Final settlement—Consent judgment—Res judicata.—Indian tribe’s 

claims for compensation and accounting are barred by res judicata 
since they relate to land “formerly owned or claimed by [the Con-
federated Band of Utes] in western Colorado, ceded to [the United 
States] by the Act of June 15, 1880,” and were thus subject to a final 
settlement reduced to a consent judgment, to which respondent tribe 
was a party, made in 1950. United States v. Southern Ute Indians, 
p. 159.

INDIRECT INTEREST. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat Packers 
Consent Decree of 1920.

INDUCTION. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Selective Service 
System.

INDUCTION NOTICE. See Selective Service Regulations.

INELIGIBILITY FOR CITIZENSHIP. See Aliens; Immigration 
and Nationality Act, 1; Naturalization.

INFORMATIONAL LITERATURE. See Constitutional Law, V.

INFRINGEMENT SUITS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res 
Judicata.

INJUNCTIONS. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, III, 2; Juris-
diction, 2; Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor Act; School 
Desegregation, 5.

IN-SERVICE DETERMINATIONS. See Selective Service Regu-
lations.

INSPECTION OF DOCUMENTS. See Appeals.

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 
2; Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

INTEGRATED NEIGHBORHOODS. See Constitutional Law, V.

INTENT. See Criminal Law.
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INTERCONNECTIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Fed-
eral Power Commission.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, I; Con-
sumers Credit Protection Act; Criminal Law.

INTERVIEWS. See Social Security Act, 2.

INTIMIDATION. See Constitutional Law, V.

INVALIDITY OF PATENTS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res 
Judicata.

JOINT TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, VII.

JUDGMENTS. See Automobile Accidents, 1; Constitutional Law, 
VIII; Estoppel; Indian Lands; Procedure, 3; Res Judicata.

JUDICIAL DETERMINATIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
2; Obscenity, 1.

JUDICIAL REVIEW. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission.

JURIES. See also Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Procedure, 
1-2.

Capital cases—Sentencing discretion.—In light of history, experi-
ence, and limitations of human knowledge in establishing definitive 
standards, it is impossible to say that leaving to the untrammeled dis-
cretion of the jury the power to pronounce life or death in capital 
cases violates any provision of the Constitution. McGautha v. 
California, p. 183.
JURISDICTION. See also Abortions; Indian Lands; Norris-La-

Guardia Act; Railway Labor Act; School Desegregation, 5.
1. Appeals—District of Columbia abortion statute.—Although stat-

ute applies only to the District of Columbia, this Court has juris-
diction of the appeal under 18 U. S. C. § 3731, which provides for 
direct appeals from district court judgments “in all criminal cases . . . 
dismissing any indictment where such decision is based upon the 
invalidity ... of the statute upon which the indictment ... is 
founded.” Once the appeal is properly here, this Court should not 
refuse to consider it because it might have been taken to the Court 
of Appeals. United States v. Vuitch, p. 62.

2. Case or controversy—Direct appeal—North Carolina Anti-Bus-
ing Law.—Since both parties in this action challenging school 
desegregation plan seek same result, viz., a holding that North 
Carolina’s Anti-Busing Law is constitutional, there is no Art. Ill 
case or controversy. Additionally, on facts here, no direct appeal 
to this Court lies under 28 U. S. C. § 1253. Moore v. Board of 
Education, p. 47.
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JURY SENTENCING. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; 
Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

JUSTICIABILITY. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor 
Act.

KENYA. See Appeals.

KNOWING VIOLATIONS. See Criminal Law.

KNOWLEDGE OF THE FACTS. See Criminal Law.

LABOR. See Labor Management Relations Act; Norris-LaGuardia 
Act; Railway Labor Act.

LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT.
Employers—Political subdivision exemption—Natural Gas Utility 

District.—Federal, rather than state, law governs the determination 
whether an entity is a “political subdivision” within meaning of 
§2(2) of the Act; and while NLRB’s construction is entitled to 
great respect, there is no “warrant in the record” and “no reason-
able basis in law” for its conclusion that respondent was not a 
political subdivision. NLRB v. Natural Gas Utility District, p. 600.

LAND CLAIMS. See Indian Lands.

LEAFLETS. See Constitutional Law, V.

LEGAL OBLIGATIONS. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway 
Labor Act.

LIABILITY. See Automobile Accidents, 1, 3; Constitutional Law,
II, 1; VIII.

LICENSORS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

LINES OF COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

LOAN SHARKS. See Constitutional Law, I; Consumers Credit 
Protection Act.

LOW-COST HOUSING. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

LOW-INCOME PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

MAILS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Obscenity, 2.

MAINLAND CHINESE. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

MAJORITY-TO-MINORITY TRANSFERS. See Civil Rights Act 
of 1964, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 
1, 6-9.

MANDATORY REFERENDUMS. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 2.
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MEAT PACKERS CONSENT DECREE OF 1920. See also Anti-
trust Acts, 4.

Acquisition of meatpacker by Greyhound Corp.—Retail food sub-
sidiaries.—Ownership of majority of stock of Armour & Co., a meat- 
packer, by Greyhound Corp., which has retail food subsidiaries and 
accordingly engages in business that may be forbidden to Armour 
by the Decree, in itself and without any evidentiary showing as to 
consequences, does not violate the Decree’s prohibition against 
Armour’s “directly or indirectly . . . engaging in or carrying on” 
the forbidden business. United States v. Armour & Co., p. 673.

MEDICAL ADVISERS. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Social
Security Act, 1.

MEDICAL EVIDENCE. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Social 
Security Act, 1.

MENS REA. See Criminal Law.

MILITARY SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT OF 1967. See Selective
Service Regulations.

MILITARY SERVICE. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Aliens; 
Immigration and Nationality Act, 1; Naturalization; Selective 
Service Regulations; Selective Service System.

MINISTERIAL STUDENTS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; 
Selective Service System.

MISSISSIPPI. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights Act 
of 1965.

MOBILE, ALABAMA. See School Desegregation, 3.

“MOTHER’S LIFE OR HEALTH.’’ See Abortions; Jurisdic-
tion, 1.

MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATION. See Automobile Accidents, 
2-3; Constitutional Law, II, 1; VI, 1.

MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY RESPONSIBILITY ACT. See 
Automobile Accidents, 1-3; Constitutional Law, II, 1; VI, 1; 
VIII.

MULTI-MEMBER DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Voting Rights Act of 1965.

MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. See Labor Management Rela-
tions Act.

MUNICIPALLY OWNED UTILITY. See Administrative Proce-
dure, 1; Federal Power Commission.
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MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3-4;
IV, 1.

MUTUALITY OF ESTOPPEL. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res 
Judicata.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF DRIVER. See Automobile Acci-
dents, 2; Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See Labor Manage-
ment Relations Act.

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD. See Norris-LaGuardia Act;
Railway Labor Act.

NATIONALS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

NATURAL GAS UTILITY DISTRICTS. See Labor Management 
Relations Act.

NATURALIZATION. See also Aliens; Immigration and Nation-
ality Act, 1.

Aliens—Exemption from military service—Subjection to draft.— 
Under § 315 of the Immigration and Nationality Act an alien who 
requests exemption from military service is to be held to his agree-
ment to relinquish claim to naturalization only when he is completely 
and permanently exempt from service in the armed forces. Astrup 
v. Immigration Service, p. 509.

NEGROES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegregation, 1-9.

NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOL ZONES. See School Desegrega-
tion, 3.

NEWSPAPER SYNDICATES. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

NIGHTTIME WANDERING. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.

NONCONTIGUOUS ATTENDANCE ZONES. See Civil Rights 
Act of 1964, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegrega-
tion, 1, 6-9.

NONCOOFERATION. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Selective 
Service System.

NORRIS-LaGUARDIA ACT. See also Railway Labor Act.
Railway Labor Act—Strike injunction.—Section 4 of the Norris- 

LaGuardia Act does not prohibit use of a strike injunction where 
that remedy is the only practical, effective means of enforcing the 
duty imposed by § 2 First of the Railway Labor Act. Chicago & 
N. W. R. Co. v. Transportation Union, p. 570.
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NORTH CAROLINA. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegregation, 
1, 4-9.

NOTICE AND HEARING. See Social Security Act, 2.

OBSCENITY. See also Constitutional Law, IV, 2-3.
1. Importation of photographs—Seizure by Customs agents—For-

feiture proceedings.—Three-judge court’s ruling that 19 U. S. C. 
§ 1305 (a), prohibiting the importation of obscene material and pro-
viding for its seizure at any customs office and retention pending 
judgment of a district court on forfeiture proceedings, is uncon-
stitutional, is reversed and case remanded. United States v. Thirty-
seven Photographs, p. 363.

2. Mail delivery of booklet—Willing recipients—Adults.—Section 
1461 of Title 18, U. S. C., is not unconstitutional as applied to the 
distribution by mail of obscene materials to willing recipients who 
state that they are adults. United States v. Reidel, p. 351.

OFFENSES. See Certiorari; Criminal Law.

OHIO. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries; Procedure, 
1-2.

ONE-RACE SCHOOLS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Con-
stitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

ORDERS. See Appeals.
ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3-4; IV, 1.

ORGANIZED CRIME. See Constitutional Law, I; Consumers 
Credit Protection Act.

OUT-OF-COURT STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VII.

OVERBREADTH. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscenity, 1.

PAIRING OF ATTENDANCE ZONES. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 
1, 6-9.

PAMPHLETEERING. See Constitutional Law, V.

PANIC PEDDLING. See Constitutional Law, V.

PARKED CAR. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.

PASSAGE OF TIME. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

PATENTS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res Judicata.
PAYMENT OF COMPENSATION. See Social Security Act, 2.

PENALTIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries; Pro-
cedure, 1-2.
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PERSECUTION. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

PHOTOGRAPHS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscenity, 1.

PHYSICAL WELL-BEING. See Abortions; Jurisdiction, 1.

PHYSICIANS. See Abortions; Jurisdiction, 1.

PHYSICIANS’ REPORTS. See Administrative Procedure, 3;
Social Security Act, 1.

PLEADINGS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res Judicata.

POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS. See Labor Management Relations 
Act.

POOR PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

PORNOGRAPHY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2-3; Obscenity, 
1-2.

POSTING SECURITY. See Automobile Accidents, 3; Constitu-
tional Law, II, 1.

PREFERENCES. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

PRESERVATION OF LIFE. See Abortions; Jurisdiction, 1.
PRESUMPTIONS. See Criminal Law.

PRE-SUSPENSION HEARINGS. See Automobile Accidents, 3; 
Constitutional Law, II, 1.

PRINTING COLOR COMIC SUPPLEMENTS. See Antitrust 
Acts, 1-3.

PRIOR RESTRAINT. See Constitutional Law, V.

PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, V.

PRIVATE USAGE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscenity, 1.

PROCEDURE. See also Abortions; Administrative Procedure, 
1-3; Appeals; Automobile Accidents, 3; Certiorari; Constitu-
tional Law, II, 1-2; IV, 2; VI, 2; VII; Estoppel; Federal 
Power Commission; Juries; Jurisdiction, 1; Obscenity, 1; 
Res Judicata; Selective Service Regulations; Selective Service 
System; Social Security Act, 1-2.

1. Capital cases—Allocution—Addressing jury.—Ohio does provide 
for common-law ritual of allocution, but State need not provide peti-
tioner an opportunity to speak to jury free from any adverse con-
sequences on issue of guilt. McGautha v. California, p. 183.

2. Capital cases—Jury sentencing discretion.—In light of history, 
experience, and limitations of human knowledge in establishing de-
finitive standards, it is impossible to say that leaving to the un-
trammeled discretion of the jury the power to pronounce life or



INDEX 1039

PROCEDURE—Continued.
death in capital cases violates any provision of the Constitution. 
McGautha v. California, p. 183.

3. Patent infringement—Res judicata—Collateral estoppel.—Hold-
ing in Triplett n . Lowell, 297 U. S. 638, that determination of patent 
invalidity is not res judicata against patentee in subsequent litigation 
against different defendant overruled to extent that it forecloses 
estoppel plea by one facing charge of infringement of patent that 
has once been declared invalid, and in this infringement suit where 
because of Triplett petitioner did not plead estoppel and patentee 
had no opportunity to challenge appropriateness of such plea, parties 
should be allowed to amend pleadings and introduce evidence on 
estoppel issue. Blonder-Tongue v. University Foundation, p. 313.

PRODUCTION OF RECORDS. See Appeals.

PROMPT DETERMINATIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2;
Obscenity, 1.

PROSPECTIVE PURCHASERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

PSYCHOLOGICAL WELL-BEING. See Abortions; Jurisdic-
tion, 1.

PUBLIC CORPORATIONS. See Labor Management Relations 
Act.

PUBLIC HOUSING. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

PUBLIC INTEREST. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission.

PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Con-
stitutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries;
Procedure, 1-2.

PURCHASERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

RACIAL RATIOS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Consti-
tutional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegregation, 
1-2, 4-9.

RAILROADS. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor Act.

RAILWAY LABOR ACT. See also Norris-LaGuardia Act.
Legal obligations—Collective bargaining—Justiciability.—Section 2 

First of the Act was intended to be, not just a mere exhortation, but 
an enforceable legal obligation on carriers and employees alike; and 
the obligation, central to the effective working of the Act, is en-
forceable by the courts rather than by the Mediation Board. Chi-
cago & N. W. R. Co. v. Transportation Union, p. 570.
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REAL ESTATE BROKERS. See Constitutional Law, V.

REAL PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, V.

REAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965.

REASONABLE EFFORTS. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway 
Labor Act.

RECLASSIFICATIONS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Selec-
tive Service Regulations; Selective Service System.

RECORDS. See Appeals.

REFERENDUMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

REFUGEE RELIEF ACT OF 1953. See Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, 2.

REFUGEES. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

REFUSAL TO BARGAIN. See Labor Management Relations Act.

REGISTRATION OF AUTOMOBILES. See Automobile Acci-
dents, 2-3; Constitutional Law, II, 1; VI, 1.

REGULATIONS. See Criminal Law; Selective Service Regu-
lations.

REGULATORY STATUTES. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Con-
stitutional Law, VI, 1.

REIMBURSEMENT. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission.

REMEDIES. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Antitrust Acts, 
1-3; Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Constitutional Law, III, 4; 
School Desegregation, 1, 6-9; Selective Service System.

RESERVATIONS. See Indian Lands.

RESETTLEMENT. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

RESIDENCE. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

RES JUDICATA. See also Estoppel; Indian Lands; Procedure, 3.
Patent infringement—Collateral estoppel.—Holding in Triplett v. 

Lowell, 297 U. S. 638, that determination of patent invalidity is not 
res judicata against patentee in subsequent litigation against different 
defendant overruled to extent that it forecloses estoppel plea by one 
facing charge of infringement of patent that has once been declared 
invalid. Blonder-Tongue v. University Foundation, p. 313.

RESPONSIBILITY FOR ACCIDENT. See Automobile Acci-
dents, 3; Constitutional Law, II, 1.
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RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

RETAIL FOOD SUBSIDIARIES. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat
Packers Consent Decree of 1920.

REVIEW. See Appeals; Certiorari.

RIGHT OF PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, V.

SATISFACTORY EXPLANATION. See Constitutional Law,
II, 4.

SCHOOL BOARDS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Consti-
tutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. See also Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2.

1. Attendance zones—Pairing or grouping of zones— Remedial 
altering of attendance zones is not, as an interim corrective measure, 
beyond remedial powers of district court. Student assignment plan 
is not acceptable merely because apparently neutral, for it may 
fail to counteract continuing effects of past segregation. Pairing 
and grouping of noncontiguous zones is a permissible tool; judicial 
steps going beyond contiguous zones should be examined in light of 
objectives sought. Swann v. Board of Education, p. 1.

2. Attendance zones—Racial ratios.—In compliance with its duty 
to convert to unitary system, school board properly took race into 
account in fixing attendance lines. McDaniel v. Barresi, p. 39.

3. Geographic zones—Use of available techniques.—Court of Ap-
peals erred in treating eastern part of metropolitan Mobile in isola-
tion from rest of school system, and in not adequately considering 
possible use of all available techniques to achieve maximum amount 
of practicable desegregation. Davis v. School Comm’rs of Mobile 
County, p. 33.

4. North Carolina Anti-Busing Law—Assignment of students— 
Racial ratios.—North Carolina’s Anti-Busing Law, which flatly for-
bids assignment of students on account of race or to create racial 
balance or ratio in schools and which prohibits busing for such pur-
poses is invalid as preventing implementation of desegregation plans 
required by the Fourteenth Amendment. North Carolina Bd. of 
Ed. v. Swann, p. 43.

5. North Carolina Anti-Busing Law—Jurisdiction.—Since both 
parties in this action challenging school desegregation plan seek 
same result, viz., a holding that North Carolina’s Anti-Busing Law 
is constitutional, there is no Art. Ill case or controversy. Addition-
ally, on facts here, no direct appeal to this Court lies under 28 
U. S. C. § 1253. Moore v. Board of Education, p. 47.
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SCHOOL DESEGREGATION—Continued.
6. Racial quotas—One-race schools.—Desegregation does not mean 

that every school in community must always reflect racial composi-
tion of system as a whole; here District Court’s very limited use 
of racial ratio—not as inflexible requirement, but as starting point 
in shaping a remedy—was within its equitable discretion. While 
existence of small number of one-race, or virtually one-race, schools 
does not in itself denote a system that still practices segregation by 
law, court should scrutinize such schools and require authorities to 
assure that racial composition does not result from present or past 
discriminatory action. Swann v. Board of Education, p. 1.

7. Responsibility of authorities—Racial distinctions—Equality of 
schools.—Policy and practice with regard to faculty, staff, transpor-
tation, extracurricular activities, and facilities are among most im-
portant indicia of segregated system, and first remedial responsi-
bility of school authorities is to eliminate invidious racial distinctions 
in those respects. Normal administrative practice should then pro-
duce schools of like quality, facilities, and staffs. Swann v. Board 
of Education, p. 1.

8. State-imposed segregation—Equal protection of the laws— 
Remedies.—Today’s objective is to eliminate from the public schools 
all vestiges of state-imposed segregation that was held violative of 
equal protection guarantees by Brown v. Board of • Education, 347 
U. S. 483, in 1954; and in default by school authorities of their 
affirmative obligation to proffer acceptable remedies, the district 
courts have broad power to fashion remedies that will assure unitary 
school systems. Swann v. Board of Education, p. 1.

9. Transportation of students—Travel time—Age of students.— 
Remedial technique of requiring bus transportation as tool of school 
desegregation was within District Court’s equitable powers. Ob-
jection to transportation may have validity when time or distance 
of travel is so great as to risk health of children or seriously impinge 
on educational process; limits on travel time will vary with many 
factors, but probably with none more than age of the students. 
Swann v. Board of Education, p. 1.

SECONDARY SCHOOLS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2;
Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

SECURITY FOR DAMAGES. See Automobile Accidents, 3; Con-
stitutional Law, II, 1.

SEGREGATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Constitu-
tional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School Desegregation, 
1-9.
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SEIZURE OF OBSCENE MATERIALS. See Constitutional Law, 
IV, 2; Obscenity, 1.

SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. See Selective Service Regulations.

SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT OF 1948. See Aliens; Immigration 
and Nationality Act, 1; Naturalization.

SELECTIVE SERVICE REGULATIONS.
Conscientious objector—Timeliness of claim—In-service determi-

nation.—Refusal of local board to reopen classification and pass on 
conscientious objector claim, made after mailing of induction notice 
but before induction, on basis of regulation that permitted such 
reopening only for “change in the registrant’s status resulting from 
circumstances over which the registrant had no control,” was not 
unreasonable as limitation on time within which local board must 
act on such claim, in light of Government’s assurance that one whose 
beliefs assertedly crystallize after mailing of notice will have full 
opportunity to obtain in-service determination of claim without 
having to perform combatant training or service. Ehlert v. United 
States, p. 99.
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM. See also Administrative Pro-

cedure, 2; Aliens; Immigration and Nationality Act, 1; 
Naturalization.

Exhaustion of remedies—Noncooperation by registrant.—Peti-
tioner’s failure to exhaust remedies jeopardized.interest of Selective 
Service System, as administrative agency responsible for classifying 
registrants, in developing facts and using its expertise to assess his 
claims to exempt status, and thus bars his defense that he was erro-
neously classified. McGee v. United States, p. 479.

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Consti-
tutional Law, II, 2; VI; Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

SELF-REPORTING. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Constitutional 
Law, VI, 1.

SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries; 
Procedure, 1-2.

SETTLEMENTS. See Indian Lands.
SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-4; Meat Packers Consent 

Decree of 1920.
SHIPPING PAPERS. See Criminal Law.
SIDEWALKS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; IV, 1.
SINGLE-MEMBER DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 

1; Voting Rights Act of 1965.
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SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII.

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See also Administrative Procedure, 3.
1. Disability benefits—Medical evidence—Administrative proce-

dure.—Written reports by physicians who have examined claimant 
for disability benefits under the Act constitute “substantial evidence” 
supporting nondisability finding within standard of §205 (g), not-
withstanding reports’ hearsay character, absence of cross-examination 
(through claimant’s failure to exercise subpoena rights), and directly 
opposing testimony by claimant and his medical witness; and pro-
cedure followed does not violate due process requirements. Richard-
son v. Perales, p. 389.

2. Unemployment insurance—California Unemployment Insurance 
Code—Payment of benefits.—California Unemployment Insurance 
Code § 1335, providing for withholding of insurance benefits upon 
an employer’s appeal from initial eligibility determination, must be 
enjoined because it conflicts with the requirements of §303 (a)(1) 
of the Act to “insure full payment of unemployment compensation 
when due.” California Human Resources Dept. v. Java, p. 121.
SOUTHERN UTES. See Indian Lands.

SPLIT ZONING. See School Desegregation, 3.

STANDARDS FOR SENTENCING. See Constitutional Law, II, 
2; VI, 2; Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

STANDARDS OF CONDUCT. See Constitutional Law, II, 3;
IV, 1.

STANDARDS OF GUILT. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.

STANDBY CHARGES. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Fed-
eral Power Commission.

STANDING TO SUE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscen-
ity, 1.

STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VII.

STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2;
Obscenity, 1.

STAYS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Voting Rights Act of 
1965.

STOCK OWNERSHIP. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat Packers 
Consent Decree of 1920.

STOP-AND-REPORT STATUTES. See Automobile Accidents, 2; 
Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

STRIKES. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor Act.
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STUDENT DEFERMENTS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; 
Selective Service System.

STUDENT DESEGREGATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; School 
Desegregation, 1-9.

SUBJECTION TO DRAFT. See Aliens; Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, 1; Naturalization.

SUBMARKETS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM. See Appeals.
SUBPOENAS. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Social Security 

Act, 1.
SUBSIDIARIES. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Meat Packers Consent 

Decree of 1920.
SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. See Administrative Procedure, 1, 

3; Federal Power Commission; Social Security Act, 1.

SUCCESSIVE SUITS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res Judicata.

SULFURIC ACID. See Criminal Law.

SUNDAY COMICS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-3.
SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See Automobile Accidents, 1; Consti-

tutional Law, VIII.
SUPREME COURT. See Abortions; Jurisdiction, 2; School De-

segregation, 5.
Assignment of Mr. Justice Clark (retired) to United States Court 

of Appeals for the Second Circuit, pp. 925 and 1005.

SUSPENSION OF LICENSES. See Automobile Accidents, 3;
Constitutional Law, II, 1.

SUSPICIOUS PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.

TELEVISION ANTENNAS. See Estoppel; Procedure, 3; Res 
Judicata.

TEMPORARY INJUNCTIONS. See Appeals.

TENNESSEE. See Labor Management Relations Act.

TESTIMONIAL EVIDENCE. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Con-
stitutional Law, VI, 1.

TESTIMONY. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Constitutional 
Law, VII; Social Security Act, 1.

TESTIMONY OF DEFENDANT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; 
VI, 2; Juries; Procedure, 1-2.
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THEOLOGICAL EXEMPTION. See Administrative Procedure, 
2; Selective Service System.

THREATENED STRIKES. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway 
Labor Act.

THREATS OF VIOLENCE. See Constitutional Law, I; Con-
sumers Credit Protection Act.

THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Ob-
scenity, 1.

TIME LIMITS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Obscenity, 1.

TIMELINESS. See Selective Service Regulations.

TRANSFER PLANS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-2; Con-
stitutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

TRANSPORTATION. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor 
Act.

TRANSPORTATION OF STUDENTS. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964, 1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; Jurisdiction, 2; 
School Desegregation, 1-9.

TRAVEL TIME. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 2; Constitutional 
Law, III, 4; School Desegregation, 1, 6-9.

TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries; Procedure, 
1-2.

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE. See Social Security Act, 2.

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Labor Management Rela-
tions Act.

UNIFIED GEOGRAPHIC ZONES. See School Desegregation, 3.

UNINSURED MOTORISTS. See Automobile Accidents, 3; Con-
stitutional Law, II, 1.

UNIONS. See Norris-LaGuardia Act; Railway Labor Act.

UNITARY SCHOOL SYSTEMS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; School Desegregation, 1-9.

UNITARY TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Juries; 
Procedure, 1-2.

UNITED STATES HOUSING ACT. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 2.

USE OF MAILS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Obscenity, 2.

USE RESTRICTIONS. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Constitu-
tional Law, VI, 1.
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UTE INDIANS. See Indian Lands.

UTILITY DISTRICT LAW. See Labor Management Relations 
Act.

UTILITY INTERCONNECTIONS. See Administrative Proce-
dure, 1; Federal Power Commission.

VAGUENESS. See Abortions; Constitutional Law, II, 3-4; IV, 1;
Jurisdiction, 1.

VEHICLE CODE. See Automobile Accidents, 2; Constitutional 
Law, VI, 1.

VISAS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

VISITORS’ PERMITS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 2.

VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965. See also Constitutional Law, 
III, 1.

District Court decree—Apportionment plan.—Decree of district 
court is not within reach of § 5 of the Act, and does not require 
approval of the Attorney General or the District Court for the 
District of Columbia. Connor v. Johnson, p. 690.

WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; VI, 2; Indian Lands;
Juries; Procedure, 1-2.

WANDERING ABOUT THE STREETS. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 4.

WESTCHESTER, ILLINOIS. See Constitutional Law, V.

“WHEN DUE.’’ See Social Security Act, 2.

WILLING RECIPIENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Obscen-
ity, 2.

WITHHOLDING OF BENEFITS. See Social Security Act, 2.

WITHOUT VISIBLE BUSINESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4.

WORDS.
1. “Knowingly violates such regulation.” 18 U. S. C. §834 (f). 

U. S. v. International Min’ls Corp., p. 558.
2. “Political subdivision.” §2(2), Labor Management Relations 

Act, 29 U. S. C. § 152 (2). NLRB v. Natural Gas Utility District, 
p. 600.

3. “When due.” §303 (a)(1), Social Security Act, 42 U. S. C. 
§503 (a)(1). California Human Resources Dept. v. Java, p. 121.

WRITTEN REPORTS. See Administrative Procedure, 3; Social 
Security Act, 1.
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