
INDEX

ACQUISITION OF NONBANKING AFFILIATES BY BANK HOLD-
ING COMPANIES. See Bank Holding Company Act of 1956.

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See Stays, 1.

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES. See Constitutional Law, II.

ALIENS. See Constitutional Law, IX, 5.

ANTITRUST ACTS.
Sherman Act—Televising football games—Validity of college associa-

tion’s plan.—Section 1 of Sherman Act was violated by petitioner National 
Collegiate Athletic Association’s plan for televising football games involv-
ing (1) exclusive contracts with television networks, (2) limitation of total 
number of televised games and number of games that a member college 
could televise, and (3) prohibition of sale of television rights by a member 
college except in accordance with plan. National Collegiate Athletic Assn, 
v. Board of Regents of Univ, of Okla., p. 85.

APARTMENT SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IX, 6.

ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, IX, 5.

ATTORNEY’S FEES. See also Education of the Handicapped Act;
Stays, 2.

Handicapped child—Wrongful denial of special education—State offi-
cials’ liability for fees.—Where (1) petitioners, a handicapped child and his 
parents, who were informed that child’s placement in a special education 
program would no longer be funded, sought relief both in state adminis-
trative proceedings and in a suit in Federal District Court against school 
officials, (2) grounds asserted for court relief included state law, Education 
of the Handicapped Act, Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and 42 U. S. C. § 1983 
with respect to certain federal constitutional claims, and (3) court held that 
petitioners were entitled to relief under state law, petitioners could not 
recover attorney’s fees, under 42 U. S. C. § 1988, Rehabilitation Act, or 
Education of the Handicapped Act, for counsel’s time spent in state admin-
istrative proceedings. Smith v. Robinson, p. 992.

“BALANCED BUDGET” AMENDMENT. See Stays, 6.

BALLOTS. See Stays, 3, 6.
1327
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BANK HOLDING COMPANY ACT OF 1956.
Acquisition of nonbanking affiliate—Federal Reserve Board’s ap-

proval.—Federal Reserve Board has authority under § 4(c)(8) of Act to au-
thorize a bank holding company to acquire a nonbanking affiliate engaged 
principally in retail securities brokerage; Board’s determination that such 
an acquisition is not prohibited by § 20 of Glass-Steagall Act is reasonable 
and deserves judicial deference. Securities Industry Assn. v. Board of 
Governors, FRS, p. 207.

BANKING ACT OF 1933. See also Bank Holding Company Act of 1956.
“Securities”—Commercial paper.—Under Act’s provisions prohibiting 

commercial banks from underwriting or marketing “securities,” commer-
cial paper of a corporation is a “security” and therefore is subject to Act’s 
proscriptions. Securities Industry Assn. v. Board of Governors, FRS, 
p. 137.

“BEEPER” SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IX, 3.

BILLS OF ATTAINDER. See Constitutional Law, I.

BURDEN OF PROOF AS TO MALICE. See Habeas Corpus.

CALIFORNIA. See Stays, 6.

CAMPING IN PUBLIC PARKS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

CANDIDATE’S DESIGNATING PETITION. See Stays, 3.

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

CASINO INDUSTRY UNION OFFICERS. See National Labor Rela-
tions Act.

CATHETERIZATION OF HANDICAPPED CHILD. See Education 
of the Handicapped Act.

CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1866. See Statutes of Limitations.

CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1871. See also Attorney’s Fees; Statutes of 
Limitations.

Discharge of public employee—Qualified immunity of public official.— 
In an action under 42 U. S. C. § 1983, a plaintiff who seeks damages for 
violation of constitutional or statutory rights may overcome a defendant 
government official’s qualified immunity only by showing that those rights 
were clearly established at time of conduct at issue; no such showing 
was made by appellee, alleging a violation of his Fourteenth Amendment 
due process rights with respect to his discharge from employment by 
Florida Highway Patrol without a formal pretermination or a prompt post-
termination hearing. Davis v. Scherer, p. 183.
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CIVIL RIGHTS ATTORNEY’S FEES AWARDS ACT OF 1976. See 
Attorney’s Fees.

COLLEGE FOOTBALL GAME TELECASTS. See Antitrust Acts.

COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, II; VI, 3.

COMMERCIAL BANKS. See Banking Act of 1933.

COMMERCIAL PAPER AS CONSTITUTING “SECURITIES.” See
Banking Act of 1933.

CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. See Stays, 6.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Attorney’s Fees; Civil Rights Act 
of 1871; Criminal Law, 2, 3; Habeas Corpus; National Labor Re-
lations Act; Standing to Sue; Stays, 2, 3, 5, 6; Trading with the 
Enemy Act.

I. Bills of Attainder.
Draft registration—Prerequisite for student loan.—Section 12(f) of Mili-

tary Selective Service Act, which denies federal financial assistance under 
Title IV of Higher Education Act of 1965 to male students between certain 
ages who fail to register for draft, and which requires applicants for Title 
IV assistance to file a statement with their educational institution attesting 
to their compliance with Military Selective Service Act and implementing 
regulations, is not an unconstitutional bill of attainder. Selective Service 
System v. Minnesota Public Interest Research Group, p. 841.

II. Commerce Clause.
Wholesale liquor sales—Validity of state tax.—Hawaii’s exemption of 

certain locally produced alcoholic beverages from its excise tax on whole-
sale liquor sales violated Commerce Clause and was not saved by Twenty- 
first Amendment; appellant liquor wholesalers, who sold to retailers at 
wholesale price plus tax, had standing to challenge tax even though they 
passed tax on to their customers. Bacchus Imports, Ltd. v. Dias, p. 263.

III. Double Jeopardy.
1. Jurors' inability to agree—Retrial.—Where (1) petitioner was in-

dicted on three counts of federal criminal violations, (2) jury acquitted him 
on one count but could not agree on other counts, and (3) District Court 
declared a mistrial as to remaining counts and scheduled a retrial, peti-
tioner had no valid double jeopardy claim so as to bar a retrial, regardless 
of sufficiency of evidence at his first trial. Richardson v. United States, 
p. 317.

2. Murder conviction^Subsequent robbery prosecution.—Double Jeop-
ardy Clause barred state-court prosecution and conviction of petitioner 
for lesser included offense of robbery that followed his prior conviction for
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
capital murder committed during perpetration of such robbery. Payne v. 
Virginia, p. 1062.

IV. Due Process.
1. Grand jury—Discrimination in selection of foreman.—Assuming 

that discrimination against Negroes and females entered into selection 
of federal grand jury foreman, such discrimination did not warrant reversal 
of petitioner’s conviction and dismissal of indictment on asserted ground 
that discrimination violated his due process right to fundamental fairness. 
Hobby v. United States, p. 339.

2. Pretrial detainees—Contact visits—Cell searches.—A. county jail’s 
prohibition of all contact visits between pretrial detainees and their 
visitors, and its practice of conducting random “shakedown” searches of 
cells while detainees were absent, did not violate Fourteenth Amendment. 
Block v. Rutherford, p. 576.

3. Prison-cell searches—Destruction of prisoner’s property.—A state 
prison officer’s allegedly intentional destruction of a prisoner’s noncon-
traband personal property during a “shakedown” search of his cell did not 
violate due process since prisoner had adequate postdeprivation remedies 
under state law for any loss suffered. Hudson v. Palmer, p. 517.

4. State prosecutions—Vindictiveness.—Where respondent appealed his 
convictions in a Mississippi Justice of Peace Court of misdemeanor traffic 
offenses arising from a collision between his car and a truck that resulted in 
death of a truck passenger, and case was transferred to Circuit Court for a 
trial de novo, his prosecution and conviction for manslaughter based on 
same accident, while his appeal of misdemeanor convictions was pending, 
was unconstitutional as a violation of due process, presumption of uncon-
stitutional vindictiveness that arose from obtaining indictment being ap-
propriate here. Thigpen v. Roberts, p. 27.

V. Freedom of Association.
Membership in organization—Sex discrimination.—Application of a 

Minnesota statute prohibiting sex discrimination in places of public accom-
modation so as to compel appellee nonprofit national membership corpora-
tion to accept women as regular voting members did not abridge either 
male members’ freedom of intimate association or their freedom of expres-
sive association; state statute was not unconstitutionally vague or over-
broad either on its face or as construed and applied. Roberts v. United 
States Jaycees, p. 609.

VI. Freedom of Speech.

1. Demonstrations in public park—Sleeping in symbolic tent cities.— 
Application of regulations of National Park Service—which had authorized 
respondent organization to conduct a demonstration in Lafayette Park and 
the Mall in Washington, D. C., to call attention to plight of homeless by
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
erecting symbolic tent cities—so as to prevent demonstrators from sleep-
ing in tents did not violate First Amendment. Clark v. Community for 
Creative Non-Violence, p. 288.

2. Illustrations of United States obligations—Validity of statutory 
restriction.—“Purpose” requirement of 18 U. S. C. § 504, which permits 
printing, subject to size and color restrictions, illustrations of United 
States obligations or securities “for philatelic, numismatic, educational, 
historical, or newsworthy purposes in articles, books, journals, news-
papers, or albums,” unconstitutionally discriminates on the basis of con-
tent in violation of First Amendment. Regan v. Time, Inc., p. 641.

3. Noncommercial television and radio stations—Prohibition of “edito-
rializing.”—Section 399 of Public Broadcasting Act of 1967, which forbids 
noncommercial educational television and radio stations that receive fed-
eral grants to engage in “editorializing,” violates First Amendment. FCC 
v. League of Women Voters of California, p. 364.

VIL Privilege Against Self-Incrimination.
1. Draft registration—Prerequisite for student loan.—Section 12(f) of 

Military Selective Service Act, which denies federal financial assistance 
under Title IV of Higher Education Act of 1965 to male students between 
certain ages who fail to register for draft, and which requires applicants for 
Title IV assistance to file a statement with their educational institution at-
testing to their compliance with Military Selective Service Act and imple-
menting regulations, does not violate privilege against self-incrimination 
of students who did not register for draft. Selective Service System v. 
Minnesota Public Interest Research Group, p. 841.

2. Miranda warnings—Arrest for misdemeanor—Custodial interroga-
tion.—Where (1) a state police officer stopped respondent’s car after 
observing it weaving in and out of a traffic lane and asked him to get out 
of car, (2) after failing field sobriety test, respondent made incriminating 
statements when asked if he had been using intoxicants, and he was then 
formally arrested, (3) he again made incriminating statements when ques-
tioning was resumed at station house, and (4) at no time was he given 
Miranda warnings, his statements made after his formal arrest were inad-
missible in his prosecution for misdemeanor of drunken driving since a per-
son subjected to “custodial interrogation” is entitled to benefit of Miranda 
safeguards regardless of nature or severity of offense involved; but 
respondent’s statements made before his formal arrest were admissible 
since his roadside questioning did not constitute “custodial interrogation.” 
Berkemer v. McCarty, p. 420.

VIII. Right to Jury Trial.
Capital offense—Determination of punishment by trial judge.—Sixth 

Amendment does not guarantee a right to a jury determination of appro-
priate punishment upon finding defendant guilty of a capital offense, and
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
there is no constitutional requirement that a jury’s recommendation of life 
imprisonment be final so as to preclude trial judge, pursuant to state statu-
tory scheme, from overriding jury’s recommendation and imposing death 
sentence; accordingly, there is no basis for a double jeopardy challenge to 
such a jury-override procedure. Spaziano v. Florida, p. 447.

IX. Searches and Seizures.
1. Exclusionary rule—Good-faith exception.—Fourth Amendment ex-

clusionary rule should not be applied to bar prosecution’s use of evidence 
obtained by officers acting in reasonable reliance on a search warrant 
issued by a detached and neutral magistrate but ultimately found to be 
invalid; record established that officers’ reliance on state-court judge’s 
determination of probable cause in issuing a facially valid search warrant 
was objectively reasonable, and thus trial court in federal prosecution 
should not have applied exclusionary rule even though it concluded that 
affidavit on which warrant was based was insufficient to establish probable 
cause. United States v. Leon, p. 897.

2. Exclusionary rule—Good-faith exception.—Where (1) officer’s affi-
davit to support an application for a search warrant in connection with a 
homicide investigation described items involved, (2) a warrant application 
form could not be located, so officer made changes on a form previously 
used with regard to a search for controlled substances, (3) a judge con-
cluded that affidavit established probable cause and made some changes in 
application form, but did not change portion authorizing a search for con-
trolled substances, (4) judge then signed warrant and told officer that it 
was sufficient to authorize search, and (5) ensuing search was limited to 
items listed in affidavit and resulted in seizure of incriminating evidence, 
federal exclusionary rule did not require exclusion of evidence at state-
court murder prosecution. Massachusetts v. Sheppard, p. 981.

3. House search—Monitoring beeper—Validity of search warrant.— 
Where (1) after learning from informant that certain respondents had 
ordered ether for extracting cocaine from imported clothing, Government 
obtained a warrant authorizing installation of a beeper in one of cans of 
ether, which was then done with informant’s consent, (2) by surveillance 
and by monitoring beeper, Government agents tracked movements of 
ether to certain houses, then to lockers in commercial storage facilities 
rented by certain respondents, and finally to a house rented by certain re-
spondents, (3) officers obtained a warrant to search last house based in part 
on information derived through use of beeper, and cocaine was then seized, 
and (4) trial court suppressed seized evidence at respondents’ trial on 
federal drug charges because initial warrant to install beeper was invalid, 
respondents’ Fourth Amendment rights were not infringed by beeper’s 
installation, which was validated by informant’s consent; although use of a 
beeper, without a valid warrant, to obtain information that otherwise could 
not be obtained from outside a private residence violates Fourth Amend-



INDEX 1333

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.
ment, evidence should not have been suppressed here since search warrant 
affidavit, after striking facts about monitoring beeper while it was in 
searched house, was sufficient to furnish probable cause for issuance of 
search warrant. United States v. Karo, p. 705.

4. Prison-cell searches—Destruction of prisoner’s property.—A pris-
oner has no reasonable expectation of privacy in his prison cell entitling 
him to protection of Fourth Amendment against unreasonable searches, 
and a state prison officer’s allegedly intentional destruction of a prisoner’s 
noncontraband personal property during a “shakedown” cell search did not 
constitute an unreasonable “seizure” of such property. Hudson v. Palmer, 
p. 517.

5. Unlawful arrest of alien—Effect in deportation proceedings.—Re-
spondent alien’s contention that his allegedly unlawful arrest by an Immi-
gration and Naturalization Service agent precluded his being summoned to 
his deportation proceeding was without merit since “body” or identity of a 
defendant in a criminal or civil proceeding is never itself suppressible as 
fruit of an unlawful arrest; Fourth Amendment exclusionary rule does not 
apply in a civil deportation proceeding, and thus second respondent alien’s 
admission of illegal entry, made after his allegedly unlawful arrest by an 
INS agent, was not required to be excluded at his deportation hearing. 
INS v. Lopez-Mendoza, p. 1032.

6. Warrant to search apartment—Effect of earlier security check.— 
Where (1) agents, acting on information that petitioners probably were 
trafficking in cocaine from their apartment, maintained a surveillance and 
ultimately were authorized by an Assistant United States Attorney to ar-
rest petitioners and were advised to secure premises until a search warrant 
could be obtained, (2) one petitioner was arrested in apartment building 
lobby and was taken to apartment, where other petitioner admitted 
agents, who conducted a security check of apartment, observed drug para-
phernalia in plain view, and arrested other petitioner, (3) after a search 
warrant was issued, agents discovered and seized other pertinent evi-
dence, and (4) petitioners were convicted of federal drug offenses, evidence 
seized during second search was properly admitted since there was an 
independent source for information on which warrant was based, wholly 
unconnected with initial entry whether it was illegal or not. Segura v. 
United States, p. 796.

CONVICTION AS BARRING SUBSEQUENT PROSECUTION FOR 
LESSER INCLUDED OFFENSE. See Constitutional Law, III, 2.

COUNTERFEITING. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.
CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, III; IV; VI, 2; VII, 2;

VIII; IX, 1-4, 6; Habeas Corpus; Stays, 4, 5.
1. False statements—Matters within federal agency’s jurisdiction— 

Knowledge.—Under 18 U. S. C. § 1001, which provides that “[w]hoever,



1334 INDEX
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in any matter within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the 
United States knowingly and willfully . . . makes any false, fictitious or 
fraudulent statements . . . shall be fined,” proof of actual knowledge of 
federal agency jurisdiction is not required to obtain a conviction. United 
States v. Yermian, p. 63.

2. First-degree murder prosecution—Instructions on lesser included 
offenses.—In state-court trial resulting in petitioner’s conviction of first- 
degree murder, trial judge did not err in refusing to instruct jury on lesser 
included offenses since petitioner refused to waive statute of limitations, 
which had expired as to those offenses. Spaziano v. Florida, p. 447.

3. Second conviction after retrial—Greater sentence—Vindictiveness of 
judge.—After retrial and second conviction following a defendant’s suc-
cessful appeal, a sentencing authority may justify an increased sentence 
by affirmatively identifying either relevant conduct or relevant events that 
occurred subsequent to original sentencing proceedings; District Judge’s 
explanation that he imposed a greater sentence after petitioner’s retrial 
and second conviction following his successful appeal from his first convic-
tion of a passport offense because of petitioner’s intervening conviction of 
another unrelated federal offense rebutted any presumption of vindictive-
ness on judge’s part that would violate due process. Wasman v. United 
States, p. 559.

CUBA. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

CUSTODIAL INTERROGATION BY POLICE. See Constitutional
Law, VII, 2.

DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

DEMONSTRATIONS IN PUBLIC PARKS. See Constitutional Law,
VI, 1.

DEPORTATION. See Constitutional Law, IX, 5.

DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RACE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
1; Standing to Sue.

DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEX. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
i; v.

DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Statutes of Limitations.

DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, III; VIII.

DRAFT REGISTRATION AS PREREQUISITE FOR STUDENT 
LOAN. See Constitutional Law, I; VII, 1.

DUE PROCESS. See Attorney’s Fees; Civil Rights Act of 1871; Con-
stitutional Law, IV; V; Criminal Law, 3; Habeas Corpus; Trading 
with the Enemy Act.
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EDITORIALIZING BY TELEVISION AND RADIO STATIONS. See 
Constitutional Law, VI, 3.

EDUCATION OF THE HANDICAPPED ACT. See also Attorney’s 
Fees.

“Related services”—Catheterization of handicapped child.—For pur-
poses of Act’s provisions that require a school district receiving federal 
funding to provide a handicapped child with a free appropriate public edu-
cation, including “related services,” a procedure of catheterization that was 
prescribed to be performed every few hours on respondents’ daughter, and 
that could be performed in a few minutes by a layperson with less than an 
hour’s training, was a “related service” that petitioner School District was 
required to provide; however, since relief was available to respondents 
under Act, they were not entitled to any relief, including recovery of attor-
ney’s fees, under § 504 of Rehabilitation Act of 1973. Irving Independent 
School Dist. v. Tatro, p. 883.

EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

ELECTIONS. See Stays, 3.

EMBARGOES ON FOREIGN COUNTRIES. See Trading with the 
Enemy Act.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1871; Stat-
utes of Limitations.

EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Statutes of Limitations.

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Attorney’s Fees.

EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, IX, 1, 2, 5.

EXCISE TAXES ON WHOLESALE LIQUOR SALES. See Constitu-
tional Law, II.

EXCLUSIONARY RULE. See Constitutional Law, IX, 1, 2, 5.

FALSE, FICTITIOUS, OR FRAUDULENT STATEMENTS. See 
Criminal Law, 1.

FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD’S APPROVAL OF BANK HOLDING 
COMPANIES’ ACQUISITIONS. See Bank Holding Company Act 
of 1956.

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Attorney’s Fees; Constitu-
tional Law, II; Education of the Handicapped Act; National Labor 
Relations Act.

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III; IV, 1; VII; VIII.

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law,
I; VII, 1.

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; VI.
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FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

FOOTBALL GAME TELECASTS. See Antitrust Acts.

FOREMEN OF GRAND JURY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Attorney’s Fees; Civil Rights 
Act of 1871; Constitutional Law, IV, 2—4; V.

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IX.

FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See Constitutional Law, V.

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, V; VI.

FREEDOM TO TRAVEL. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

GLASS-STEAGALL ACT. See Bank Holding Company Act of 1956;
Banking Act of 1933.

GOOD-FAITH EXCEPTION TO EXCLUSIONARY RULE. See Con-
stitutional Law, IX, 1, 2.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1871.

GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS’ IMMUNITY FROM LIABILITY. See 
Civil Rights Act of 1871.

GRAND JURY FOREMEN. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

HABEAS CORPUS. See also Stays, 4.
Federal relief—State prisoner’s failure to raise issue on appeal.—Where 

(1) respondent was convicted of first-degree murder in a 1969 state-court 
trial in which jury was instructed that respondent had burden of proving 
lack of malice, and respondent did not challenge constitutionality of in-
struction on appeal, and (2) in 1975, Mullaney v. Wilbur, 421 U. S. 684, 
held that such burden of proof violated due process, respondent had 
“cause” for failing to raise then-novel Mullaney issue on appeal from his 
conviction and thus was not barred from seeking federal habeas corpus 
relief after Hankerson v. North Carolina, 432 U. S. 233, held in 1977 that 
Mullaney was to have retroactive application. Reed v. Ross, p. 1.

HANDICAPPED CHILDREN. See Attorney’s Fees; Education of the
Handicapped Act.

HAWAII. See Constitutional Law, II.

HIGHER EDUCATION ACT OF 1965. See Constitutional Law, I;
VII, 1.

HOUSE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IX, 3.

HUNG JURIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1.

ILLUSTRATIONS OF UNITED STATES OBLIGATIONS OR SECU-
RITIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.
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IMMUNITY OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS FROM LIABILITY. 
See Civil Rights Act of 1871.

INDIANS. See Stays, 7.

INITIATIVE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. See Stays, 6.

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Criminal Law, 2.

INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Standing to Sue.

INTERNATIONAL EMERGENCY ECONOMIC POWERS ACT. See 
Trading with the Enemy Act.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, IL 

INTOXICATING LIQUORS. See Constitutional Law, IL 

JURISDICTION. See Stays, 4, 7.

JURORS’ INABILITY TO AGREE AS AFFECTING RETRIAL. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 1.

JURY TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VIII; Criminal Law, 
2; Stays, 5.

JUSTICIABILITY. See National Labor Relations Act.

KNOWLEDGE AS TO FALSE STATEMENTS IN GOVERNMENT 
AGENCY MATTERS. See Criminal Law, 1.

LABOR-MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT OF 
1959. See National Labor Relations Act.

LABOR UNION OFFICERS. See National Labor Relations Act.

LESSER INCLUDED OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2;
Criminal Law, 2.

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS. See Criminal Law, 2; Statutes of Lim-
itations.

LIQUOR TAXES. See Constitutional Law, IL
LOANS TO STUDENTS. See Constitutional Law, I; VII, 1.

MALICE. See Habeas Corpus.

MARYLAND. See Statutes of Limitations.

MILITARY SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. See Constitutional Law, 
I; VII, 1.

MINNESOTA. See Constitutional Law, V.

MIRANDA WARNINGS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT.
Casino industry union officers—Qualifications—Pre-emption of state 

law.—Section 7 of Act did not pre-empt New Jersey statute insofar as 
it disqualified persons who had been convicted of certain offenses or who



1338 INDEX
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associated with other criminal offenders from serving as casino industry 
union officers; because of procedural posture of case, Court would not con-
sider issues as to pre-emption of state statute’s sanctions to effect removal 
of disqualified union officials. Brown v. Hotel Employees, p. 491.

NATIONAL PARKS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

NEW JERSEY. See National Labor Relations Act.

PHOTOGRAPHS OF UNITED STATES OBLIGATIONS OR SECURI-
TIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

POLICE INTERROGATION. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2.

PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAW BY FEDERAL LAW. See National 
Labor Relations Act.

PRETRIAL DETAINEES’ VISITATION RIGHTS. See Constitutional 
Law, IV, 2.

PRIMARY ELECTIONS. See Stays, 3.

PRISON-CELL SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2, 3; IX, 4.

PRIVATE SCHOOLS’ TAX-EXEMPT STATUS. See Standing to Sue.

PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional 
Law, VII.

PUBLIC BROADCASTING ACT OF 1967. See Constitutional Law,
VI, 3.

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1871.

PUBLIC OFFICIALS’ IMMUNITY FROM LIABILITY. See Civil 
Rights Act of 1871.

PUBLIC PARKS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; Stand-
ing to Sue.

RADIO STATIONS’ RIGHT TO EDITORIALIZE. See Constitutional 
Law, VI, 3.

REGISTRATION FOR DRAFT AS PREREQUISITE FOR STUDENT 
LOAN. See Constitutional Law, I; VII, 1.

REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973. See Attorney’s Fees; Education of 
the Handicapped Act.

RETRIAL AFTER JURORS’ INABILITY TO AGREE. See Consti-
tutional Law, III, 1.
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RETROACTIVITY OF DECISIONS. See Habeas Corpus.

RIGHT TO JURY TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

RIGHT TO TRAVEL. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

SCHOOL DISTRICT’S LIABILITY FOR INJURY TO SCHOOL-
CHILD. See Stays, 7.

SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2, 3,; IX.

SECURITIES REGULATION. See Bank Holding Company Act of 
1956; Banking Act of 1933.

SEGREGATED PRIVATE SCHOOLS’ TAX-EXEMPT STATUS. See
Standing to Sue.

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VII.

SENTENCING ON SECOND CONVICTION AFTER RETRIAL. See
Criminal Law, 3.

SEPARATION OF POWERS. See Standing to Sue.

SEX DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; V.

“SHAKEDOWN” SEARCHES OF PRISON CELLS. See Constitu-
tional Law, IV, 2, 3; IX, 4.

SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts.

SIGNATURES ON CANDIDATE’S DESIGNATING PETITION. See
Stays, 3.

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

SLEEPING IN SYMBOLIC TENT CITIES. See Constitutional Law,
VI, 1.

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See Stays, 1.

SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS. See Attorney’s Fees; Educa-
tion of the Handicapped Act.

STANDING TO SUE. See also Constitutional Law, II.
Segregated private schools—Tax-exempt status—Suit against Govern-

ment officials.—Respondents, parents of black children attending public 
schools in school districts undergoing desegregation, did not have standing 
to bring a nationwide class action against Government officials, alleging 
that Internal Revenue Service had not adopted sufficient standards and 
procedures to fulfill its obligation to deny tax-exempt status to racially dis-
criminatory private schools, and that unlawful tax exemptions had been 
granted to racially segregated private schools. Allen v. Wright, p. 737.

STATE EXCISE TAXES ON WHOLESALE LIQUOR SALES. See
Constitutional Law, II.
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STATE INITIATIVE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. See
Stays, 6.

STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS. See also Criminal Law, 2.
Federal Civil Rights Acts—Employment discrimination—Borrowing 

state limitations period.—In an action by respondent employees of a Mary-
land state college for alleged employment discrimination in violation of 
certain federal Civil Rights Acts that do not contain a statute of limita-
tions, Federal District Court properly turned to state law but erred in bor-
rowing 6-month limitations period from Maryland’s administrative employ-
ment discrimination statute. Burnett v. Grattan, p. 42.

STAYS.
1. Aid to Families with Dependent Children statute.—Application to 

stay, pending review by this Court, enforcement of District Court’s perma-
nent injunction—which requires state and local officials, in determining 
eligibility and benefits under Aid to Families with Dependent Children 
statute, to deduct statutory standard work expense disregard after deduct-
ing such items as federal, state, and local taxes—is granted prospectively 
from effective date of statute’s amendment, which occurred after grant of 
certiorari. Heckler v. Turner (Reh nq ui st , J., in chambers), p. 1305.

2. Attorney’s fees—Veterans’ claims.—Application to stay District 
Court’s injunction prohibiting enforcement of 38 U. S. C. §§3404 and 
3405—which forbid payment of a fee of more than $10 by a veteran to an 
agent or attorney in connection with a claim for monetary benefits under 
laws administered by Veterans Administration—is granted pending filing 
and disposition of a jurisdictional statement. Walters v. National Assn, of 
Radiation Survivors (Reh nq ui st , J., in chambers), p. 1323.

3. Primary election ballots.—Application to stay enforcement of Fed-
eral District Court orders directing that New York City Board of Elections 
accept respondents’ designating petitions and place their names on ballot 
for imminent party primary election, is denied. Montgomery v. Jefferson 
(Mar shal l , J., in chambers), p. 1313.

4. Retrial of state prisoner.—Application to stay District Court’s order 
(as directed by Court of Appeals in habeas corpus proceedings) for retrial 
of respondent state prisoner prior to start of this Court’s October 1984 
Term is granted pending disposition of petition for certiorari to review 
Court of Appeals’ judgment. Garrison v. Hudson (Burg er , C. J., in 
chambers), p. 1301.

5. Selection of trial jury.—California’s application to stay, pending dis-
position of its petition for certiorari, California Supreme Court’s judgment 
reversing respondent’s murder conviction and holding that trial jury, 
which was empaneled by use of a voter registration list, was not drawn
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from a fair cross section of community, is denied. California v. Harris 
(Reh nq ui st , J., in chambers), p. 1303.

6. State initiative for Constitutional Convention.—Application to stay 
California Supreme Court’s mandate prohibiting placement on ballot of an 
initiative that would require California Legislature or California Secretary 
of State to request Congress to call a Constitutional Convention to amend 
Federal Constitution so as to require a balanced federal budget, is denied. 
Uhler v. AFL-CIO (Reh nq ui st , J., in chambers), p. 1310.

7. Tribal-court jurisdiction.—On application to stay Court of Appeals’ 
mandate, which reversed District Court’s judgment enjoining respondent 
Crow Tribe from executing on Crow Tribal Court’s default judgment 
against School District—District Court having held that Tribal Court 
lacked subject-matter jurisdiction of an action brought against School Dis-
trict by respondent schoolchild (a Crow Indian) for personal injuries sus-
tained on School District’s land located within Crow Indian Reservation—a 
temporary stay that was granted earlier by Circuit Justice is continued 
pending disposition of a petition for certiorari; this Court’s Rule governing 
supersedeas bonds is not applicable since federal-court proceedings did not 
seek direct review of Tribal Court judgment. National Farmers Union 
Ins. Cos. v. Crow Tribe (Reh nq ui st , J., in chambers), p. 1315.

STUDENT LOANS. See Constitutional Law, I; VII, 1.

SUPERSEDEAS BONDS. See Stays, 7.

SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See National Labor Relations Act.

SUPREME COURT. See also Stays, 7.
1. Amendments to Rules of the Supreme Court, p. 1253.
2. Term statistics, p. 1325.

TAXES. See Constitutional Law, II; Standing to Sue.

TAX-EXEMPT STATUS OF SEGREGATED PRIVATE SCHOOLS.
See Standing to Sue.

TELEVISING COLLEGE FOOTBALL GAMES. See Antitrust Acts.

TELEVISION STATIONS’ RIGHT TO EDITORIALIZE. See Con-
stitutional Law, VI, 3.

TENT CITIES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.

TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT.
Restrictions on travel to Cuba—Right to travel.—Grandfathered au-

thorities of § 5(b) of Act provided an adequate statutory basis for 1982 
amendment of a Treasury Department Regulation so as to prohibit general
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tourist and business travel to Cuba, and such restrictions on travel-related 
transactions with Cuba do not violate freedom to travel protected by Due 
Process Clause of Fifth Amendment. Regan v. Wald, p. 222.

TRAFFIC OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2.

TRAVEL RIGHTS. See Trading with the Enemy Act.

TRIBAL-COURT JURISDICTION. See Stays, 7.

TWENTY-FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II.

UNION OFFICERS. See National Labor Relations Act.

UNITED STATES OBLIGATIONS OR SECURITIES. See Constitu-
tional Law, VI, 2.

UNIVERSITY FOOTBALL GAME TELECASTS. See Antitrust Acts.

VAGUENESS OF STATUTES. See Constitutional Law, V.

VETERANS’ CLAIMS FOR MONETARY BENEFITS. See Stays, 2.

VINDICTIVENESS OF JUDGE OR PROSECUTOR. See Constitu-
tional Law, IV, 4; Criminal Law, 3.

VIRGINIA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3.

VISITATION RIGHTS OF PRETRIAL DETAINEES. See Constitu-
tional Law, IV, 2.

VOTER REGISTRATION LISTS AS BASIS FOR JURY SELECTION. 
See Stays, 5.

WAIVER OF STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See Criminal Law, 2.

WARRANT TO SEARCH HOUSE OR APARTMENT. See Constitu-
tional Law, IX, 3, 6.

WELFARE BENEFITS. See Stays, 1.

WORDS AND PHRASES.
1. “Closely related to banking.” § 4(c)(8), Bank Holding Company Act 

of 1956, 12 U. S. C. § 1843(c)(8). Securities Industry Assn. v. Board of 
Governors, FRS, p. 207.

2. “Knowingly and willfully.” 18 U. S. C. §1001. United States v. 
Yermian, p. 63.

3. “Public sale.” §20, Glass-Steagall Act, 12 U. S. C. §377. Securi-
ties Industry Assn. v. Board of Governors, FRS, p. 207.

4. “Related services.” Education of the Handicapped Act, 20 U. S. C. 
§ 1401(18). Irving Independent School Dist. v. Tatro, p. 883.

5. “Securities.” §§ 16, 21, Banking Act of 1933, 12 U. S. C. §§24 Sev-
enth, 378(a)(1). Securities Industry Assn. v. Board of Governors, FRS, 
p. 137.
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