
INDEX

ABANDONMENT OF INTERSTATE GAS SERVICE. See Natural 
Gas Act.

ABORTIONS. See Stays, 1.

ABSTENTION.
1. Child abuse—Custody—Restraining state proceedings.—In light of 

pending state proceedings by a state agency against parents involving 
custody of children in a suspected child-abuse case, Federal District Court 
should not have exercised its jurisdiction in action by parents to restrain 
state proceedings and to challenge constitutionality of state statutes de-
fining parent-child relationship and permissible areas of state intervention, 
but instead should have abstained under doctrine of Younger v. Harris, 
401 U. S. 37. Moore v. Sims, p. 415.

2. Farmworkers’ unions—Validity of state statute.—In an action chal-
lenging constitutionality of certain provisions of an Arizona farm labor 
statute, District Court properly considered constitutionality of provisions 
regulating procedures for election of employee bargaining representatives, 
but court should have abstained from adjudicating challenges to criminal 
penalty provisions and provisions limiting union publicity directed at con-
sumers of agricultural products until material questions of state law were 
determined by Arizona courts. Babbitt v. Farm Workers, p. 289.

ABUSE OF DISCRETION. See Natural Gas Act; Social Security Act, 
2.

ACCEPTING MONEY FOR PERFORMANCE OF OFFICIAL ACTS. 
See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 1.

ACCESS TO EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, I.
ACCOUNTANTS’ LIABILITY FOR IMPROPER AUDITS. See Se-

curities Exchange Act of 1934.
ACCRETION. See Indians, 1.

ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II; ITT, 3.
ADMISSION OF MINORS TO MENTAL INSTITUTIONS. See Con-

stitutional Law, III, 7, 8.

ADMISSION TO NURSING SCHOOL. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.
“ADULT” BOOKSTORES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.
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ADVISORY OPINIONS. See Constitutional Law, I.

AFFIRMATIVE ACTION TO ACCOMMODATE HANDICAPPED.
See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES WARRANTING DEATH PEN-
ALTY. See Stays, 2.

AIRPORT SEARCH OF BAGGAGE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3.
ALIENS. See Constitutional Law, IX.
ANTITRUST ACTS.

Clayton Act—Treble damages—Consumers’ action.—Consumers who 
pay a higher price for goods purchased for personal use as a result of 
antitrust violations sustain an injury in their “property” within meaning 
of §4 of Clayton Act, which authorizes suits for treble damages. Reiter 
v. Sonotone Corp., p. 330.

APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Procedure.

APPROPRIATION REQUESTS AS REQUIRING ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT STATEMENTS. See National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969.

ARBITRATION. See Constitutional Law, I; Procedure, 2.
ARIZONA. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, I; V, 2.
ARKANSAS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 4.
ARREST. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VII.

ASSOCIATIONAL FREEDOM See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
I; V.

AUDITS. See Securities Exchange Act of 1934.

AUTHORIZATION FOR ABANDONMENT OF INTERSTATE GAS 
SERVICE. See Natural Gas Act.

AUTOMOBILE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; VI, 4.

AVULSION. See Indians, 2.

BAGGAGE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3, 4. 
BANKRUPTCY ACT.

Dischargeable debts—Effect of state-court judgment.—Where, after set-
tlement of a state-court collection suit pursuant to respondent’s stipula-
tion that petitioner should have judgment, respondent filed for bankruptcy 
and petitioner sought to establish that respondent’s debt to him was not 
dischargeable because it came within provisions of Act whereby debts that 
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BANKRUPTCY ACT—Continued.
are products of bankrupt’s fraud, deceit, and malicious conversion are not 
affected by a discharge, bankruptcy court is not confined to a review of 
state-court judgment and record when determining dischargeability of re-
spondent’s debt, and res judicata does not bar petitioner from offering 
additional evidence to meet defense of bankruptcy. Brown v. Felsen, p. 
127.

BARGAINING REPRESENTATIVES. See Abstention, 2; Constitu-
tional Law, I; V, 2.

BOOKSTORES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

BORDER SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3.

BOUNDARIES. See Indians, 2.

BRIBERY. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 1.
BROKER-DEALERS. See Securities Exchange Act of 1934.
BURDEN OF PROOF. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Indians, 2.
CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, VII.
CANCER TREATMENT. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Stays, 2, 3.

CASE OR CONTROVERSY. See Constitutional Law, I.
CAUSES OF ACTION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional 

Law, III, 9; IV, 1; Securities Exchange Act of 1934.
CHANGES IN PAROLE POLICIES. See Sentences.
CHILD ABUSE. See Abstention, 1.

CHILDREN. See Abstention, 1; Constitutional Law, TIT, 7, 8.
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964.

Employment discrimination—Conspiracy—Cause of action.—Title 42 
U. S. C. § 1985 (3) (1976 ed., Supp. II) may not be invoked to redress 
violations of Title VII of Act, such as an alleged conspiracy by an associa-
tion and its directors to violate Act by terminating respondent’s employ-
ment because of his opposition to association’s alleged denial of equal 
employment opportunity to female employees. Great American Federal 
Savings & Loan Assn. v. Novotny, p. 366.

CIVIL SERVICE EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2.
CLASS ACTIONS. See Antitrust Acts; Social Security Act, 2.
CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts.
COLLATERAL REVIEW. See Sentences.
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COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Railway Labor Act.

COLLEGES. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

COLORADO. See Bankruptcy Act.

COMMITMENT OF CHILDREN TO MENTAL INSTITUTIONS. See
Constitutional Law, III, 7, 8.

COMMITTEES OF POLITICAL PARTIES. See Constitutional Law, 
V, 1.

COMPULSORY ARBITRATION. See Constitutional Law, I.

CONCLUSIVE PRESUMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2 

CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, II; VI, 2.

CONFRONTATION OF WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, II.

CONGRESSMAN’S LIABILITY FOR SEX DISCRIMINATION. See
Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

CONGRESSMEN. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; IX; Procedure, 1.

CONSENT TO SEARCH. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.
CONSPIRACY. See Civil Rights Act of 1964.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Abstention, 2; Procedure, 1; So-
cial Security Act, 1.

I. Case or Controversy.
Farmworkers’ unions—Validity of state statute.—Challenges by appel-

lees, a farmworkers’ union, a union agent, certain farmworkers, and a 
union supporter, to Arizona farm labor statute’s provisions (1) regulating 
procedures for election of employee bargaining representatives, as cur-
tailing appellees’ freedom of association, (2) limiting union publicity di-
rected at consumers of agricultural products, as unconstitutionally penaliz-
ing inadvertent inaccuracies and as unduly restricting protected speech by 
limiting publicity to that directed at products of an employer with whom 
a union has a primary dispute, and (3) imposing a criminal penalty for 
violations of statute, as being unconstitutionally vague, present a case or 
controversy, but challenges to provisions (a) excusing employers from 
furnishing unions any materials, information, time, or facilities to enable 
unions to communicate with employees, and (b) governing arbitration of 
labor disputes, are not justiciable since any opinion on constitutionality of 
provisions would be patently advisory, there being no concrete dispute as 
to application of provisions. Babbitt v. Farm Workers, p. 289.

II. Confrontation of Witnesses.
Murder prosecution—Admissibility of codefendants’ confessions—Court 

of Appeals’ judgment affirming District Court’s grant of habeas corpus to 
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state defendants in joint trial for murder on ground that admission of 
evidence of oral confessions of each defendant, none of whom had taken 
witness stand in state trial, violated defendants’ rights under Confronta-
tion Clause of Sixth Amendment even though trial court had instructed 
jury that each confession could be used only against defendant who made 
it, is reversed (except as to one defendant whose rights under Miranda n . 
Arizona, 384 U. S. 486, were held by District Court to have been violated 
by admission in evidence of his written confession). Parker v. Randolph, 
p. 62.
III. Due Process.

1. Affirmance of conviction—Charge not presented in indictment or in-
structions.—Where both indictment under 18 U. S. C. § 1623 for making 
false declarations under oath in a proceeding “ancillary to any court or 
grand jury” and jury instructions specified that ancillary proceeding was 
defendant’s interview in attorney’s office recanting defendant’s earlier tes-
timony before grand jury that had indicted attorney’s client, Court of 
Appeals erred in predicating its affirmance of defendant’s conviction on 
his in-court testimony, adopting his earlier statement, at a later eviden-
tiary hearing that resulted in a reduction of charges against attorney’s 
client, since to uphold a conviction on a charge that was neither alleged 
in an indictment nor presented to a jury offends basic notions of due 
process. Dunn v. United States, p. 100.

2. Homicide prosecution—Instruction.—In a state “deliberate homicide” 
prosecution for “purposely or knowingly” causing victim’s death, instruc-
tion that “law presumes that a person intends the ordinary consequences 
of his voluntary acts” is unconstitutional because jury may have inter-
preted challenged presumption as conclusive or as shifting burden of per-
suasion of mental state to defendant, and because either interpretation 
would have violated Fourteenth Amendment’s requirement that State 
prove every element of offense beyond a reasonable doubt. Sandstrom v. 
Montana, p. 510.

3. Murder prosecution—Admissibility of evidence at hearing to deter-
mine punishment.—In Georgia prosecution resulting in petitioner’s con-
viction for murder and sentence to death, exclusion, at proceeding to 
determine punishment, of testimony proffered by petitioner to effect that 
third person (who had been indicted with petitioner but tried separately) 
had confided to witness that third person had killed victim after ordering 
petitioner to run an errand, constituted a violation of Due Process Clause 
of Fourteenth Amendment under facts of case, denying petitioner a fair 
trial on issue of punishment, regardless of whether testimony comes within 
Georgia’s hearsay rule. Green v. Georgia, p. 95.

4. Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act—Punishment provi-
sions—Vagueness.—Overlapping provisions of Omnibus Crime Control and 



1322 INDEX
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Safe Streets Act of 1968 that prohibit previously convicted felons from 
receiving a firearm but that authorize different maximum sentences are 
not void for vagueness in violation of notice requirements of Due Process 
Clause, since they unambiguously specify activity proscribed and penal-
ties available upon conviction; nor are statutes unconstitutional under 
Due Process Clause on ground that they allow prosecutor unfettered dis-
cretion in selecting which of two penalties to apply. United States v. 
Batchelder, p. 114.

5. Parole-release determinations—Hearings—Validity of state statutes.— 
Procedural due process requirements are satisfied by Nebraska statutes 
under which (1) a prisoner, upon becoming eligible for discretionary 
parole, is granted an initial, informal hearing at which Board of Parole 
interviews inmate and considers letters or statements presented in support 
of a claim for release, (2) if Board denies parole, it states why release 
was deferred, and (3) if Board determines that inmate is a likely candi-
date for release, a final hearing is scheduled, at which inmate may present 
evidence, call witnesses, and be represented by counsel, a written state-
ment of reasons being given if parole is denied. Greenholtz v. Nebraska 
Penal Inmates, p. 1.

6. Presence of firearm in automobile—Presumption of possession by all 
occupants.—Permissive presumption under New York statute whereby 
presence of a firearm in an automobile is presumptive evidence of its 
illegal possession by all occupants of vehicle except when firearm is found 
upon person of one of occupants is constitutional as applied in case where 
defendants, three adult males and a 16-year-old girl, were convicted of 
illegal possession of loaded handguns found in an automobile in which 
they were riding when it was stopped for speeding, such guns having been 
positioned crosswise in girl’s open handbag on either front floor or front 
seat on passenger side where she was sitting. Ulster County Court v. 
Allen, p. 140.

7. Treatment for mental illness—Commitment of children—Validity of 
Georgia laws.—Georgia’s statutory and administrative scheme for parents’ 
voluntary commitment of children to mental hospitals, without adversary-
type hearing, does not violate Due Process Clause of Fourteenth Amend-
ment, since Georgia’s medical factfinding processes to determine need for 
child’s treatment are consistent with constitutional guarantees. Parham 
v. J. R., p. 584.

8. Treatment for mental illness—Commitment of children—Validity of 
Pennsylvania procedures.—Pennsylvania’s procedures for parents’ volun-
tary commitment of children to mental institutions, without adversary-
type hearing, do not violate Due Process Clause of Fourteenth Amend-
ment, since State’s medical factfinding procedures to determine need for 
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child’s treatment are consistent with due process requirements. Secretary 
of Public Welfare v. Institutionalized Juveniles, p. 640.

9. Violation of Fifth Amendment—Implied cause of action.—A cause of 
action and damages remedy can be implied directly under Constitution 
when Due Process Clause of Fifth Amendment is violated. Davis v. Pass-
man, p. 228.
TV. Equal Protection of the Laws.

1. Discharge of Congressman’s deputy administrative assistant—Implied 
cause of action.—Petitioner, whose rights under equal protection compo-
nent of Fifth Amendment’s Due Process Clause were allegedly violated 
when her employer, a Congressman, terminated her employment as a 
deputy administrative assistant because of her sex, has an implied cause 
of action under Fifth Amendment, and if Congressman’s actions were not 
shielded by Speech or Debate Clause, principle that legislators ought gen-
erally to be bound by law as are ordinary persons applies. Davis v. 
Passman, p. 228.

2. Employment preference for veterans—Validity of state statute.— 
Massachusetts statute granting absolute lifetime preference to veterans 
for employment in state civil service positions does not discriminate 
against women in violation of Equal Protection Clause of Fourteenth 
Amendment. Personnel Administrator of Mass. v. Feeney, p. 256.

3. Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act—Punishment provi-
sions.—Overlapping provisions of Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968 that prohibit previously convicted felons from receiving a 
firearm but that authorize different maximum sentences are not unconsti-
tutional as violating equal protection principles on theory that they allow 
prosecutor unfettered discretion in selecting which of two penalties to 
apply. United States v. Batchelder, p. 114.

V. Freedom of Association.
1. Composition of political party’s State Committee—Validity of state 

statute.—A Washington statute restricting composition of each major 
political party’s State Committee to two persons from each county in 
State does not violate rights of members of a political party to freedom 
of association protected by First and Fourteenth Amendments insofar as 
concerns Committee’s activities involving purely internal party decisions. 
Marchioro v. Chaney, p. 191.

2. Farmworkers’ unions—Election of bargaining representatives—Valid-
ity of state statute.—In an action by appellees, a farmworkers’ union, a 
union agent, certain farmworkers, and a union supporter, District Court 
erred in invalidating, as violating appellees right of freedom of associa-
tion, provision of Arizona’s farm labor statute regulating procedures for 
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election of employee bargaining representatives. Babbitt v. Farm Workers, 
p. 289.

VI. Searches and Seizures.
1. “Adult” bookstore—Warrant.—Fourth Amendment was violated by 

search of “adult” bookstore by officers accompanied by Town Justice who, 
on basis of two films purchased from store by investigator and investiga-
tor’s affidavit stating that “similar” films and printed matter could be 
found at store, had issued a search warrant which authorized seizure of 
copies of the two films and “[t]he following items which the Court in-
dependently [on examination] has determined to be possessed in viola-
tion” of law, but which did not list or describe any items following latter 
statement—police having inventoried and listed on warrant numerous 
films, projectors, and magazines that had been seized as obscene during 
search of store lasting nearly six hours. Lo-Ji Sales, Inc. v. New York, 
p. 319.

2. Custodial interrogation—Admissibility of incriminating evidence.— 
Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments were violated when police, without 
probable cause to arrest, seized petitioner and transported him involun-
tarily to police station for interrogation; and connection between un-
constitutional police conduct and incriminating statements and sketches, 
obtained during petitioner’s illegal detention and after petitioner had 
received warnings required by Miranda v. Arizona, 384 U. S. 436, was 
not sufficiently attenuated to permit use of such incriminating evidence 
at petitioner’s trial. Dunaway v.' New York, p. 200.

3. Puerto Rico—Airport search of baggage.—Search of appellant’s bag-
gage without warrant or probable cause upon his arrival at airport in 
Puerto Rico, pursuant to Puerto Rico statute authorizing police to search 
luggage of any person arriving from United States, violated Fourth 
Amendment. Torres v. Puerto Rico, p. 465.

4. Stopping automobile—Search of luggage.—Absent exigent circum-
stances, police are required to obtain a warrant before searching luggage 
taken from an automobile properly stopped and searched for contraband. 
Arkansas v. Sanders, p. 753.

5. Telephone communications—Use of pen register.—Installation and 
use by police of pen register to record numbers dialed from telephone is 
not a “search” within meaning of Fourth Amendment, and hence no war-
rant is required. Smith v. Maryland, p. 735.

VII. Self-Incrimination.
Custodial interrogation of juvenile—Request to see probation officer.— 

Juvenile’s request to see his probation officer, made after he had received
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Miranda warnings at custodial interrogation concerning a murder, was 
not a per se invocation of his Fifth Amendment rights, and on basis of 
record juvenile waived his rights by stating he would talk without con-
sulting an attorney and by voluntarily making incriminating statements 
and sketches, which were admissible in murder proceedings in state juve-
nile court. Fare v. Michael C., p. 707.

Vm. Separation of Powers.
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act—Punishment provisions.— 

Overlapping provisions of Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 that prohibit previously convicted felons from receiving a firearm 
but that authorize different maximum sentences are not unconstitutional 
as impermissibly delegating to Executive Branch Legislature’s responsi-
bility to fix criminal penalties. United States v. Batchelder, p. 114.

IX. Speech or Debate Clause.
1. Criminal prosecution of Congressman—Evidence.—Under Speech or 

Debate Clause, evidence of a legislative act of a Member of Congress may 
not be introduced by Government in a prosecution of Member under 18 
U. S. C. § 201 for accepting money in return for being influenced in per-
formance of official acts. United States v. Helstoski, p. 477.

2. Waiver of protection.—As to prosecution of respondent, a former 
Congressman, under 18 U. S. C. § 201 for accepting money in return for 
being influenced in performance of official acts, respondent did not waive 
protection of Speech or Debate Clause against introduction of evidence 
of legislative acts by testifying before grand juries as to his introducing 
private immigration bills and by voluntarily producing documentary evi-
dence of legislative acts; nor does § 201 constitute congressional waiver 
of protection of Clause. United States v. Helstoski, p. 477.

CONSUMERS’ RIGHT TO SUE FOR ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS.
See Antitrust Acts.

CONTRABAND. See Constitutional Law, VI, 4.

CONVICTED FELON’S RECEIPT OF FIREARM. See Constitutional
Law, III, 4; IV, 5; VIII; Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968.

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY. See National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969.

COURTS OF APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; National La-
bor Relations Board; Procedure, 2.

CREDITORS. See Bankruptcy Act.
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CRIMINAL LAW. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, I; II; III, 
1-4, 6; IV, 3; VI, 1, 4, 5; VII; VIII; IX; Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968; Organized Crime Control Act of 
1970; Procedure, 1; Stays, 2, 3.

CROSS-EXAMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II.

CUSTODIAL POLICE INTERROGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 2; VII.

CUSTODY OF CHILDREN. See Abstention, 1.

DAMAGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 9; IV, 1; Railway Labor Act.

DEAF PERSONS. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Stays, 2, 3.

DEBTS DISCHARGEABLE IN BANKRUPTCY. See Bankruptcy Act.

DELEGATION OF POWER. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

DELIBERATE HOMICIDE. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE. See 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR. See National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969.

DEPLETION OF GAS WELLS. See Natural Gas Act.

DISABILITY AS AFFECTING RIGHT TO ENROLL IN NURSING 
SCHOOL. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

DISABILITY BENEFITS. See Social Security Act, 1, 2.

DISCHARGEABILITY OF BANKRUPT’S DEBTS. See Bankruptcy 
Act.

DISCHARGE OF EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; Pro-
cedure, 2; Railway Labor Act.

DISCRETIONARY PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, III, 5.

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST HANDICAPPED. See Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973.

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN. See Civil Rights Act of 
1964; Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 2.

DISMISSAL OF ACTIONS. See Procedure, 2.

DISTRICT COURTS. See Abstention; Constitutional Law, IV, 1; V, 
2; Social Security Act, 2.
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DIVERSION OF GAS FROM INTERSTATE MARKET. See Natural 
Gas Act.

DOMESTIC RELATIONS. See Abstention, 1.

DRUGS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II; III; IV, 1; Social Se-

curity Act, 1.

EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTION’S ADMISSION REQUIREMENTS. 
See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

EFFECTIVENESS OF DRUGS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act.

EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Stays, 2.

ELECTION OF BARGAINING REPRESENTATIVES. See Absten-
tion, 2; Constitutional Law, I; V, 2.

ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5.

EMPLOYEE SOLICITATION BY LABOR UNIONS. See National La-
bor Relations Board.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Abstention, 2 ; Civil Rights Act 
of 1964; Constitutional Law, I; IV, 1; V, 2; National Labor Rela-
tions Board; Procedure, 2; Railway Labor Act.

EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; 
Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 2.

EMPLOYMENT PREFERENCES FOR VETERANS. See Constitu-
tional Law, IV, 2.

ENFORCEMENT OF NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD’S 
ORDERS. See National Labor Relations Board.

ENJOINING STATE PROCEEDINGS. See Abstention, 1.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS. See National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; 
Constitutional Law, IV; Stays, 1.

EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 2, 3, 6; VI, 2, 4, 5; VII; 
IX; Indians, 2; National Labor Relations Board.

EXCLUSIONARY RULE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.
FAIR REPRESENTATION BY UNION. See Railway Labor Act.
FAIR TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, III.



1328 INDEX

FALSE DECLARATIONS UNDER OATH. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 1; Organized Crime Control Act of 1970.

FARM LABOR STATUTES. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, I; 
V, 2.

FARMWORKERS’ UNIONS. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, 
I; V, 2.

FEDERAL COMMON LAW. See Indians, 1.

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION. See Natural 
Gas Act.

FEDERAL FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT.
Distribution of new drug—Laetrile.—Under Act’s prohibition of inter-

state distribution of a new drug unless it has been approved by Secretary 
of Health, Education, and Welfare as safe and effective, there is no ex-
press or implied exception for drugs, such as Laetrile, used by the ter-
minally ill. United States v. Rutherford, p. 544.

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See Natural Gas Act.

FEDERAL-QUESTION JURISDICTION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
1.

FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Social Security Act, 
2.

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Abstention; Bankruptcy Act; 
Indians, 1.

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 4, 9; IV, 1, 3; 
VI, 2; VII; Social Security Act, 1.

FILMS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

FINANCIAL REPORTS OF BROKERAGE FIRMS. See Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934.

FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4, 6; IV, 3; VIII; Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968.

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, I; V. 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE. See National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969.

FLORIDA. See Stays, 2, 3.

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION. See Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act.
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FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional
Law, I; II; III, 2, 3, 5-8; IV, 2; V, 1; VI, 1, 2, 4, 5; Stays, 1, 2.

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI.
FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional 

Law, I; V.
FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, I.
GAS. See Natural Gas Act.
GENDER-BASED DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 

2.

GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 3, 7.
GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; IX, 2; Organized 

Crime Control Act of 1970; Procedure, 1.
GRIEVANCES OF EMPLOYEES. See Railway Labor Act.
HANDICAPPED PERSONS. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE DEPARTMENT. See Fed-

eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
HEARING AIDS. See Antitrust Acts.
HEARING DISABILITY. See Antitrust Acts; Rehabilitation Act of 

1973.

HEARINGS TO DETERMINE RELEASE ON PAROLE. See Consti-
tutional Law, III, 5.

HEARSAY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3.

HIRING PREFERENCES FOR VETERANS. See Constitutional Law, 
IV, 2.

HOMICIDE. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

HOSPITALIZATION OF CHILDREN FOR MENTAL ILLNESS. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 7, 8.

HOSPITALS. See National Labor Relations Board.
ILLINOIS. See Stays, 1.

IMPLIED CAUSES OF ACTION, See Constitutional Law, III, 9; IV, 
1.

IMPLIED REPEALS. See Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets 
Act of 1968.
VII.

INCRIMINATING STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2;
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INDIANS.
1. Property dispute—Applicable law.—In an action to determine title 

to lands that had been originally within Indian reservation but were sub-
sequently physically separated from reservation upon change of course of 
Missouri River fixing boundary between Nebraska and Iowa, federal law 
governs substantive aspects of dispute but Nebraska law should be bor-
rowed as federal rule of decision. Wilson v. Omaha Indian Tribe, p. 653.

2. Property dispute—Burden of proof.—Under terms of 25 U. S. C. 
§ 194 whereby, in action concerning property rights between “an Indian” 
and “a white person,” latter bears burden of proof if Indian establishes 
prima facie case of prior title or possession, “white person” does not in-
clude a State, but statute applies even when an Indian tribe rather than 
an individual Indian is litigant, and “white person” has burden of per-
suasion as well as burden of producing evidence once tribe makes out its 
prima facie case. Wilson v. Omaha Indian Tribe, p. 653.

INDICTMENTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Procedure, 1.

INJUNCTIONS. See Abstention, 1; Social Security Act, 2; Stays, 1.

INMATES. See Constitutional Law, III, 5.

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Constitutional Law, H; III, 1, 2.
INTENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.
INTERCEPTED COMMUNICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. See National Environmental Policy Act 

of 1969.

INTERLOCKING CONFESSIONS OF CODEFENDENTS. See Con-
stitutional Law, II.

INTERROGATION BY POLICE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; VII. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. See Interstate Commerce ConnuiK- 

sion.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION.
Shipping rates—Decision not to investigate—Reviewability.—Commis-

sion’s order denying shippers’ request that Commission exercise its author-
ity under § 15 (8) (a) of Interstate Commerce Act to suspend railroads’ 
proposed seasonal increase in certain shipping rates, but admonishing 
railroads to correct any existing violations and directing that records be 
kept to protect shippers’ right to recover damages if they subsequently 
brought actions under § 13 (1) of Act, was not a final decision that pro-
posed tariff was lawful, but rather was a discretionary decision not to 
then investigate its lawfulness and was not subject to judicial review. 
Southern R. Co. v. Seaboard Allied Milling Corp., p. 444.
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INTERSTATE GAS SERVICE. See Natural Gas Act.
IOWA. See Indians.
JUDGMENTS. See Bankruptcy Act; Procedure, 2; Sentences. 
JUDICIAL REVIEW. See Interstate Commerce Commission. 
JURISDICTION. See Abstention, 1; Constitutional Law, I. 
JUSTICIABILITY. See Constitutional Law, I. 
JUVENILE COURTS. See Constitutional Law, VII.
LABOR UNIONS. See Abstention, 1; Constitutional Law, I; V, 2; 

National Labor Relations Board; Railway Labor Act.
LAETRILE. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
LEGISLATIVE ACTS. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 1.
LIBERTY INTERESTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5. 
“LIFE-PRESERVING” ABORTIONS. See Stays, 1.
LUGGAGE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3, 4.
MAGAZINES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.
MANDAMUS. See Procedure, 1.

MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, VI, 4.
MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5.
MASSACHUSETTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
“MEDICALLY NECESSARY” ABORTIONS. See Stays, 1. 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 

1.

MENTAL ILLNESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7, 8.
MINORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7, 8.
MIRANDA WARNINGS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; VTT, 
MISSOURI RIVER. See Indians.
MONTANA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.
MOOTNESS. See Procedure, 2.

MOTION PICTURES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.
MURDER. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 3; VII; Stays, 2, 3.
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 1969.

Appropriation requests—Necessity of environmental impact state-
ments.—Section 102 (2) (C) of Act does not require federal agencies to
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NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OP 1969—Continued, 
prepare environmental impact statements to accompany appropriation 
requests. Andrus v. Sierra Club, p. 347.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See National Labor Relations 
Board.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD.
Orders—Hospital’s no-solicitation rule.—Court of Appeals correctly con-

cluded that Board lacked substantial evidence to support its order for-
bidding a hospital to apply its rule prohibiting union solicitation by 
employees in corridors and sitting rooms on floors having patients’ rooms 
or operating and therapy rooms, but evidence supported Board’s conclu-
sion that hospital had not justified prohibition of union solicitation in 
cafeteria, gift shop, and lobbies on hospital’s first floor. NLRB v. Bap-
tist Hospital, Inc., p. 773.

NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM. See National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969.

NATIONWIDE CLASS ACTIONS. See Social Security Act, 2.
NATURAL GAS ACT.

Abandonment of interstate service—Authorization.—Section 7 (b) of 
Act requires producers to continue supplying in interstate commerce all 
gas produced from a dedicated leasehold until they obtain authorization 
for abandonment of service from Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(previously Federal Power Commission), and Commission did not abuse 
its discretion in refusing to approve abandonment retroactively and dis-
regard evidence of subsequent production where lessee-producer, upon 
notifying interstate purchaser that existing wells were depleted, had not 
sought Commission’s abandonment authorization and subsequently dis-
covered new gas reserves were attempted to be sold to intrastate pur-
chaser. United Gas Pipe Line Co. v. McCombs, p. 529.
NEBRASKA. See Constitutional Law, III, 5; Indians.
NEUTRAL AND DETACHED JUDICIAL OFFICER. See Constitu-

tional Law, VI, 1.

NEUTRAL FACTFINDERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7, 8.
NEW DRUGS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; VI, 1, 2.
NORTH CAROLINA. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.
NO-SOLICITATION RULES. See National Labor Relations Board.
NOTICE OF OFFENSE. See Constitutional Law, ITT, 4.
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NURSING SCHOOL ADMISSION REQUIREMENTS. See Rehabilita-
tion Act of 1973.

OBSCENITY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. See National Environ-

mental Policy Act of 1969.
OLD-AGE BENEFITS. See Social Security Act.
OMAHA INDIAN TRIBE. See Indians.
OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND SAFE STREETS ACT OF 1968.

See also Constitutional Law, III, 4; IV, 3; VIII.
Unlawful receipt of firearm—Maximum sentence.—A person who is 

convicted of violating a provision of Act, 18 U. S. C. §922 (h), prohibit-
ing previously convicted felons from receiving a firearm that has traveled 
in interstate commerce is properly sentenced to maximum 5-year term 
authorized by § 924 (a) even though his conduct also violates substantive 
elements of another provision of Act, 18 U. S. C. App. § 1202 (a), which 
authorizes a maximum sentence of only two years’ imprisonment. United 
States v. Batchelder, p. 114.

ORGANIZATIONAL RIGHTS OF EMPLOYEES. See National Labor 
Relations Board.

ORGANIZED CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1970. See also Constitu-
tional Law, III, 1.

False statements—Proceeding ancillary to a court or grand jury.—An 
interview in a private attorney’s office at which a sworn statement is 
given does not constitute a proceeding “ancillary to any court or grand 
jury” within meaning of Title IV of Act, which prohibits false declara-
tions made under oath in such ancillary proceedings. Dunn v. United 
States, p. 100.

OVERPAYMENT OF WELFARE BENEFITS. See Social Security 
Act.

PARENT AND CHILD. See Abstention, 1; Constitutional Law, TTT, 
7, 8.

PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, III, 5; Sentences.
PENNSYLVANIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 8.

PEN-REGISTER SURVEILLANCE OF TELEPHONES. See Constitu-
tional Law, VI, 5.

PHYSICAL QUALIFICATIONS FOR ADMISSION TO NURSING 
SCHOOL. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

POLICE INTERROGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; VTT,
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POLITICAL PARTIES. See Constitutional Law, V, 1.
POSSESSION OF FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 6.
POSSESSION OF MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, VI, 4.
PREMARKETING APPROVAL OF NEW DRUGS. See Federal Food,

Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
PRESUMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2, 6; Indians, 2.
PRICE FIXING. See Antitrust Acts.
PRISONERS’ RIGHTS AS TO PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, HI,

5.

PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 2, 4, 5.
PRIVATE ANTITRUST SUITS. See Antitrust Acts.
PRIVATE CAUSES OF ACTION.

1934.

PRIVATE IMMIGRATION BILLS.
PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES.

See Securities Exchange Act of

See Constitutional Law, IX.
See Civil Rights Act of 1964.

PROBABLE CAUSE FOR ARREST. See Constitutional Law, V, 2.
PROBABLE CAUSE FOR SEARCH. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 3. 
PROBATION OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, VTT,
PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5. 
PROCEDURE. See also Abstention; Constitutional Law, ITT, 1, 5.

1. Denial of motion to dismiss indictment—Mandamus or appeal as 
appropriate remedy.—Upon a District Court’s denial of a motion to dis-
miss an indictment of petitioner, then a Member of Congress, for con-
spiring to solicit and accept, and for soliciting and accepting, bribes in 
return for being influenced in the performance of official acts—petitioner 
contending that the indictment violated the Speech or Debate Clause be-
cause the grand jury had heard evidence of legislative acts—mandamus 
from the Court of Appeals was not the appropriate means of challenging 
the indictment s validity, direct appeal to that court being the proper 
course. Helstoski v. Meanor, p. 500.

2. Moot appeal—Dismissal of lower court’s judgment.—Upon dismiss- 
ing as moot an appeal from District Court’s order requiring arbitration 
of a dispute as to respondent’s discharge by petitioner (arbitration hav-
ing been completed before appeal could be decided), Court of Appeals 
erred in holding that District Court’s judgment should remain in effect 
but, instead, should have set aside the District Court’s judgment and re-
manded cause with directions to dismiss. Great Western Sugar Co. v. 
Nelson, p. 92.
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PROCEEDING ANCILLARY TO A COURT OR GRAND JURY. See
Constitutional Law, III, 1; Organized Crime Control Act of 1970.

PROPERTY RIGHTS. See Indians.

PROSECUTING ATTORNEYS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; IV, 3.

PUERTO RICO. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3.

PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 3, 4; IV, 3; VIH; Omni-
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968; Sentences; Stays, 
2, 3.

PUNITIVE DAMAGES. See Railway Labor Act.

QUIET-TITLE ACTIONS. See Indians.

RAILROAD TARIFFS. See Interstate Commerce Commission.

RAILWAY LABOR ACT.
Unfair representation action against union—Right to punitive dam-

ages.—Act does not permit an employee to recover punitive damages for 
a union’s breach of its duty of fair representation in processing employee’s 
grievance against his employer for wrongful discharge. Electrical Work-
ers v. Foust, p. 42.

REASONABLE EXPECTATION OF PRIVACY. See Constitutional
Law, VI, 5.

REASONABLE SUSPICION AS GROUND FOR SEIZURE. See Con-
stitutional Law, VI, 2.

RECEIPT OF FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; IV, 3; 
VIII; Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968.

RECOUPMENT. See Social Security Act.
REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973.

Admission to nursing school—Hearing disability.—Section 504 of Act 
was not violated when state college denied respondent admission to its 
nursing program because of her hearing disability, nothing in Act limit-
ing educational institution’s freedom to impose reasonable physical quali-
fications for admission to a clinical training program or requiring in-
stitution to lower or substantially modify standards to accommodate a 
handicapped person. Southeastern Community College v. Davis, p. 397.

RELEASE ON PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, III, 5.
RESERVATION LANDS. See Indians, 1.

RES JUDICATA. See Bankruptcy Act.

RESTRAINING STATE PROCEEDINGS. See Abstention, 1.
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REVOCATION OF PAROLE. See Constitutional Law, III, 5.

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VII.

RIGHT TO FAIR TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, III, 3.

RIGHT TO REMAIN SILENT. See Constitutional Law, VII.

RIPARIAN RIGHTS. See Indians, 1.
RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Social Security Act, 2.
SAFETY OF DRUGS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, VI.
SEARCH WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 4, 5.
SECRETARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE. See 

Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934.

SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934.
Financial, reports of broker-dealer—Improper audit—Accounting firm’s 

liability. There is no implied private cause of action for damages under 
§ 17 (a) of Act, which requires broker-dealers to keep such records and 
file such reports as the Securities and Exchange Commission may pre-
scribe, and thus accounting firm that audited brokerage firm’s books and 
prepared annual financial reports for filing with Commission could not 
be held liable under § 17 (a) for allegedly improper audit. Touche Ross 
& Co. v. Redington, p. 560.

SECURITIES INVESTOR PROTECTION ACT. See Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934.

SELECTIVITY IN ENFORCEMENT OF CRIMINAL LAWS. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 4; IV, 3.

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; VII.
SENTENCES. See also Constitutional Law, ITT, 3, 4; iv, 3; VIII*

Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968; Stays, 2, 3.
Collateral attack—Change in parole policies.—A federal prisoner’s al-

legation that a postsentencing change in policies of United States Parole 
Commission—giving consideration to seriousness of offense as a significant, 
factor in determining whether a prisoner should be granted parole—has 
prolonged his actual imprisonment beyond period intended by sentencing 
judge will not support a collateral attack on original sentence under 28 
U. S. C. § 2255. United States v. Addonizio, p. 178.

SEPARATION OF POWERS. See Constitutional Law, VTTT
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SEX DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional 
Law, IV, 1, 2.

SHIPPING RATES FOR GRAINS AND SOYBEANS. See Interstate 
Commerce Commission.

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II.
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT.

1. Old-age, survivors’, or disability benefits—Recoupment of overpay-
ments.—Recipients of old-age, survivors’, or disability benefits who file 
a written request under § 204 (b) of Act for Government’s waiver of re-
coupment of erroneous overpayments are entitled to an opportunity for 
a prerecoupment oral hearing, but neither § 204 nor standards of Due 
Process Clause require prerecoupment oral hearings as to requests under 
§ 204 (a) for reconsideration as to whether overpayment occurred. Cali-
fano v. Yamasaki, p. 682.

2. Validity of administrative procedures—Class action—Nationwide 
class.—Where a district court has jurisdiction over claims of members of 
plaintiff class in accordance with requirements of § 205 (g) of Act, it 
also has discretion under Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 23 to certify a class action 
for litigation of those claims, and there was no abuse of discretion in 
certifying a nationwide class in an action challenging validity of admin-
istrative procedures pertaining to Government’s recoupment of erroneous 
overpayments of old-age, survivors’, or disability benefits and to Govern-
ment’s reconsideration or waiver of recoupment. Califano v. Yamasaki, 
p. 682.

SOLICITATION OF EMPLOYEES BY LABOR UNIONS. See Na-
tional Labor Relations Board.

SOLICITING BRIBES. See Procedure, 1.

SPEECH OR DEBATE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; IX;
Procedure, 1.

STANDING TO SUE. See Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

STATE BOUNDARIES. See Indians, 1.

STATE CIVIL SERVICE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2.

STATE COMMITTEE OF POLITICAL PARTY. See Constitutional 
Law, V, 1.

STATE-COURT JUDGMENT AS BINDING ON BANKRUPTCY 
COURT. See Bankruptcy Act.

STATE MENTAL INSTITUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7, 8.
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STAYS.
1. Injunction—State funding of abortions.—Applications to stay Dis-

trict Court’s order enjoining State of Illinois from refusing to fund under 
its medical assistance programs “medically necessary” abortions performed 
prior to viability of fetus are denied. Williams v. Zbaraz (Ste ve ns , J., 
in chambers), p. 1309.

2. Murder conviction—Death penalty.—Application for stay of execu-
tion of a death sentence under a Florida murder conviction is denied. 
Spenkelink v. Wainwright (Reh nq ui st , J., in chambers), p. 1301.

3. Murder conviction—Death penalty.—Reapplication for stay of exe-
cution of a death sentence under a Florida murder conviction is granted. 
Spenkelink v. Wainwright (Mar sha ll , J., in chambers), p. 1308.

“STOP AND FRISK.’’ See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

SUBJECTIVE EXPECTATION OF PRIVACY. See Constitutional
Law, VI, 5.

SUITCASE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3, 4.

SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2, 4, 5;
VIL

SURVEILLANCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5.

SURVIVORS’ BENEFITS. See Social Security Act.
TARIFFS. See Interstate Commerce Commission.
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 5.
TENNESSEE. See Constitutional Law, II.
TERMINALLY ILL. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.
TEXAS. See Abstention, 1.

TREATMENT FOR MENTAL ILLNESS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
7, 8.

TREBLE DAMAGES. See Antitrust Acts.
UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Constitutional Law, I; National 

Labor Relations Board.

UNFAIR REPRESENTATION BY UNION. See Railway Labor Act.
UNION’S ACCESS TO EMPLOYER’S PREMISES. See Constitu-

tional Law, I.

UNION’S DUTY TO REPRESENT EMPLOYEES. See Railway Labor 
Act.

UNION SOLICITATION. See National Labor Relations Board.
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UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION. See Sentences.

UNIVERSITIES. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973.

VAGUENESS. See Abstention, 2; Constitutional Law, I; HI, 4.

VALIDITY OF INDICTMENTS. See Procedure, 1.

VETERANS’ EMPLOYMENT PREFERENCES. See Constitutional
Law, IV, 2.

VOLUNTARINESS OF CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 
2.

VOLUNTARINESS OF CONSENT TO SEARCH. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 1.

VOLUNTARY COMMITMENT OF CHILDREN TO MENTAL INSTI-
TUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 7, 8.

WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, VII; IX, 2; Social Security Act.

WARDS OF STATE. See Constitutional Law, III, 7.

WARRANTLESS SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 3.

WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1, 4, 5.

WASHINGTON. See Constitutional Law, V, 1.

WELFARE BENEFITS. See Social Security Act.
WHITE PERSONS. See Indians, 2.

WORDS AND PHRASES.
1. “Indian” 25 U. S. C. § 194. Wilson v. Omaha. Indian Tribe, p. 

653.
2. “Injured in his business or property.” § 4, Clayton Act, 15 U. S. C. 

§ 15. Reiter v. Sonotone Corp., p. 330.
3. “New Drug.” §§201(p)(l), 505, Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-

metic Act, 21 U. S. C. §§321 (p)(l), 355. United States v. Rutherford, 
p. 544.

4. “Otherwise qualified handicapped individual.” §504, Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973, 29 U. S. C. §794 (1976 ed., Supp. II). Southeastern Com-
munity College v. Davis, p. 397.

5. “Proceeding bejore or ancillary to any court or grand jury.” Title 
IV, Organized Crime Control Act of 1970, 18 U. S. C. § 1623. Dunn v. 
United States, p. 100.

6. “Proposals for legislation.” §102(2)(C), National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969, 42 U. S. C. §4332 (2)(C). Andrus v. Sierra Club, p. 
347.
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WORDS AND PHRASES—Continued.
7. “Proposals for . . . major Federal actions.” §102 (2)(C), National 

Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42 U. S. C. § 4332 (2)(C). Andrus v. 
Sierra Club, p. 347.

8. “Speech or Debate” U. S. Const., Art. I, § 6. United States v. 
Helstoski, p. 477.

9. “White person.” 25 U. S. C. § 194. Wilson v. Omaha Indian Tribe, 
p. 653.
WRONGFUL DISCHARGES OF EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional

Law, IV, 1; Procedure, 2; Railway Labor Act.
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