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ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. See Social Security Act, 2.

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN. See Social
Security Act, 1.

ALCOHOL CONTENT OF BEER. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

ANONYMOUS CAMPAIGN LITERATURE. See Constitutional Law,
IV, 2.

APPEALS. See Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 2.

ARBITRATION ACT.

1. Arbitrability decision—Standard of review.—Court of Appeals was
correct (1) in finding that, because parties did not agree to submit arbitra-
bility question to arbitration, arbitrability decision was subject to inde-
pendent review by courts, and (2) in applying ordinary standards when
reviewing District Court’s arbitrability decision. First Options of Chi-
cago, Inc. v. Kaplan, p. 938.

2. Punitive damages award—Private arbitration agreement—Choice-
of-law provision.—Lower federal courts erred in reading choice-of-law
provision and arbitration provision in parties’ standard-form contract as
conflicting and therefore not enforcing an arbitration panel’s award of pu-
nitive damages to petitioner. Mastrobuono v. Shearson Lehman Hutton,
Inc., p. 52.

ARKANSAS. See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2.

ARKANSAS RIVER COMPACT.

Exceptions.—Exceptions filed by Kansas and Colorado to Special Mas-
ter’s findings and recommendations concerning liability phase of a trial
over alleged violations of Arkansas River Compact are overruled. Kan-
sas v. Colorado, p. 673.

“ASSISTANCE UNITS.” See Social Security Act, 1.
ATTORNEYS. See Fair Debt Collection Practices Act.
BANKRUPTCY COURTS. See Jurisdiction, 1.

BATSON CLAIMS. See Jury Selection.
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BEER LABELS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

BENEFIT PLAN AMENDMENTS. See Employee Retirement Income
Security Act of 1974, 1.

BENEFITS FOR NEEDY CHILDREN. See Social Security Act, 1.

BENEFITS REVIEW BOARD DECISIONS. See Longshore and Har-
bor Workers’ Compensation Act.

BUS TICKETS. See Constitutional Law, I, 2.

CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, III; Social Security Act, 1.
CAMPAIGN LITERATURE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2.
CAPITAL MURDER. See Constitutional Law, II.

CHILDHOOD VACCINATIONS. See National Childhood Vaccine In-
jury Act.

CHILDREN’S WELFARE BENEFITS. See Social Security Act, 1.
CHOICE OF LAW. See Arbitration Act, 2.

CIVIL RIGHTS. See Jurisdiction, 2.

COLORADO. See Arkansas River Compact.

COLOR AS A TRADEMARK. See Lanham Trademark Act of 1946.
COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, I.

COMMERCIAL SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

COMMON-LAW NEGLIGENT DESIGN DEFECTS. See Pre-emption
of State Law by Federal Law.

COMPACTS BETWEEN STATES. See Arkansas River Compact.
CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V.
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW.

I. Commerce Clause.

1. Gun-Free School Zones Act of 1990—Impact of firearms possession
on interstate commerce.—Act, which prohibits knowing possession of a
firearm in a school zone, exceeds Congress’ authority under Commerce
Clause because possession of a gun in a local school zone is in no sense an
economic activity that might have a substantial effect on interstate com-
merce. United States v. Lopez, p. 549.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.

2. State tax—Sale of tramsportation services.—Oklahoma’s sales tax on
full price of a ticket for bus travel from Oklahoma to another State is
consistent with Commerce Clause. Oklahoma Tax Comm’n v. Jefferson
Lines, Inc., p. 175.

II. Due Process.

Murder trial—State’s withholding of exculpatory evidence.—Because
net effect of evidence favoring petitioner that was withheld by Louisiana
at his capital murder trial raises a reasonable probability that its disclo-
sure would have produced a different result, his conviction cannot stand
under Brady v. Maryland, 373 U. S. 83, and United States v. Bagley, 473
U.S. 667. Kyles v. Whitley, p. 419.

III. Ex Post Facto Laws.

State parole law—Application of amendment.—Application of an
amendment to California’s parole law—which allowed parole board to de-
crease frequency of parole suitability hearings—to prisoners who com-
mitted their crimes before law was enacted does not violate Ex Post Facto
Clause. California Dept. of Corrections v. Morales, p. 499.

IV. Freedom of Speech.

1. Commercial speech—Display of alcohol content on beer labels.—
Section 5(e)(2) of Federal Alcohol Administration Act, which prohibits beer
labels from displaying alcohol content, violates First Amendment’s protec-
tion of commercial speech. Rubin v. Coors Brewing Co., p. 476.

2. Elections—Distribution of campaign literature—An Ohio statute
prohibiting distribution of anonymous campaign literature abridges free-
dom of speech in violation of First Amendment. MecIntyre v. Ohio Elec-
tions Comm'n, p. 334.

V. Qualifications Clauses.

Members of Congress—Term limitations.—An amendment to Arkansas
Constitution prohibiting a congressional incumbent’s name from appear-
ing on a general election ballot if he or she has already served three terms
in United States House of Representatives or two in United States Sen-
ate violates Qualifications Clauses of Federal Constitution. U. S. Term
Limits, Inc. v. Thornton, p. 779.

VI. Searches and Seizures.

1. Exclusionary rule—Clerical errors.—Exclusionary rule does not re-
quire suppression of evidence seized in violation of Fourth Amendment
where erroneous information relied on by arresting officer resulted from
court employees’ clerical errors. Arizona v. Evans, p. 1.
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued.

2. Reasonableness—Knock-and-announce principle.—Common-law
principle requiring police to announce their presence and authority before
breaking open a dwelling’s doors forms a part of Fourth Amendment in-
quiry into a search’s reasonableness. Wilson v. Arkansas, p. 927.

VII. Separation of Powers.

’

Securities Exchange Act of 1934—Legislative interference in courts
final judgments.—Section 27A(b) of Act—which provides for reinstate-
ment on motion of any action commenced before, but dismissed as time
barred under, this Court’s decision in Lampf, Pleva, Lipkind, Prupis &
Petigrow v. Gilbertson, 501 U. S. 350—contravenes Constitution’s separa-
tion of powers to extent that it requires federal courts to reopen final
judgments in private §10(b) civil actions. Plaut v. Spendthrift Farm,
Ine., p. 211.

VIII. Supremacy Clause.

Limitations periods—State tolling statute.—Supremacy Clause bars
Ohio from applying a tolling statute found unconstitutional in Bendix Au-
tolite Corp. v. Midwesco Enterprises, Inc., 486 U. S. 888, to tort claims
that accrued before date of that decision. Reynoldsville Casket Co. v.
Hyde, p. 749.

CONSUMER DEBT. See Fair Debt Collection Practices Act.
COURTS OF APPEALS. See Arbitration Act, 1; Jurisdiction, 2.

CRIMINAL LAW. See also Constitutional Law, I, 1; II; III; VI; Ha-
beas Corpus; Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations
Act.

False statements in federal judicial proceedings.—Title 18 U.S. C.
§1001, which criminalizes false statements and similar misconduct occur-
ring in any matter within jurisdiction of “any department or agency of the
United States,” does not apply to false statements made in federal judicial
proceedings. Hubbard v. United States, p. 695.

DEBT COLLECTORS. See Fair Debt Collection Practices Act.
DEPORTATION DECISIONS. See Immigration and Nationality Act.
DESIGN DEFECTS. See Pre-emption of State Law by Federal Law.

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Con-
stitutional Law, I, 2.

DISCRIMINATION IN HOUSING. See Federal Housing Act.
DISCRIMINATION IN JURY SELECTION. See Jury Selection.
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DISCRIMINATION ON BASIS OF RACE. See Jury Selection.
DISTRICT COURTS. See Arbitration Act, 1.
DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II; Habeas Corpus.

ELECTION CAMPAIGN LITERATURE. See Constitutional Law,
1V, 2.

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; V.

EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974.

1. Employee benefit plan—Amendment procedure.—A standard provi-
sion in an employee benefit plan stating that company reserves right at
any time to amend plan sets forth an amendment procedure that satisfies
ERISA §402(b)(3). Curtiss-Wright Corp. v. Schoonejongen, p. 73.

2. Pre-emption of state law—Surcharges on Health Maintenance Orga-
nizations and hospital patients—ERISA does not pre-empt a New York
statute that requires hospitals to collect surcharges from HMO’s and from
patients covered by commercial insurers, but not from patients covered
by Blue Cross/Blue Shield plans. New York State Conference of Blue
Cross & Blue Shield Plans v. Travelers Ins. Co., p. 645.

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Employee Retirement Income
Security Act of 1974, 1.

ENTERPRISES ENGAGED IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See
Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act.

EVIDENCE WITHHOLDING AT CRIMINAL TRIALS. See Constitu-
tional Law, II.

EXCLUSIONARY RULE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.
EX POST FACTO CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, II1.

FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT.

Debt collector—Act’s term “debt collector” applies to a lawyer who
“regularly,” through litigation, tries to collect consumer debts. Heintz v.
Jenkins, p. 291.

FALSE STATEMENTS IN FEDERAL JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS.
See Criminal Law.

FEDERAL ALCOHOL ADMINISTRATION ACT. See Constitutional
Law, 1V, 1.

FEDERAL COURTS. See Arbitration Act, 1; Criminal Law.
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FEDERAL HOUSING ACT.

Zoning code provision—Exemption from Act.—Edmonds’ zoning code
provision defining who may live in a single-family residence is not a “rea-
sonable . . . restrictio[n] regarding the maximum number of occupants per-
mitted to occupy a dwelling” under 42 U. S. C. §3607(b)(1) and thus is not
exempt from FHA’s prohibitions against housing discrimination. City of
Edmonds v. Oxford House, Inc., p. 725.

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1; V;
VIII; Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, 2.

FEDERAL TAXES. See Immunity from Suit.

FILING PERIODS. See Immigration and Nationality Act.
FIREARMS POSSESSION. See Constitutional Law, I, 1.
FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV.
FIRST-DEGREE MURDER. See Constitutional Law, II.
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI.
FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI.
FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, IV.

FREQUENCY OF PAROLE SUITABILITY HEARINGS. See Constitu-
tional Law, III.

GENERALLY ACCEPTED ACCOUNTING PRINCIPLES. See Social
Security Act, 2.

GUN-FREE SCHOOL ZONES ACT OF 1990. See Constitutional
Law, I, 1.

HABEAS CORPUS.

Federal proceeding—New rule.—Eighth Circuit’s decision granting re-
spondent habeas relief violated nonretroactivity principle of Teague v.
Lane, 489 U.S. 288, where court’s conclusion—that Missouri appellate
court violated due process when it dismissed a recaptured fugitive’s appeal
where there was no demonstrated adverse effect on appellate process—
was neither dictated nor compelled by existing precedent when respond-
ent’s conviction became final. Goeke v. Branch, p. 115.

HEALTH INSURANCE. See Employee Retirement Income Security
Act of 1974, 2.

HEALTH MAINTENANCE ORGANIZATIONS. See Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974, 2.
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HOSPITAL COST REGULATION. See Employee Retirement Income
Security Act of 1974, 2.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. See Constitutional Law, V.
HOUSING DISCRIMINATION. See Federal Housing Act.

IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT.

Deportation decision—Judicial review—Tolling of filing period.—A
timely motion for reconsideration of a deportation decision by Board of
Immigration Appeals does not toll running of 90-day period for seeking
judicial review of decision. Stone v. INS, p. 386.

IMMUNITY FROM SUIT.

Federal tax—Refund suit.—Waiver of sovereign immunity in 28 U. S. C.
§1346(a)(1) authorizes a refund suit by a party who, though not assessed a
tax, paid tax under protest to remove a federal tax lien from her property.
United States v. Williams, p. 527.

IN FORMA PAUPERIS. See Supreme Court.
INJUNCTIONS. See Jurisdiction, 1.

INSURANCE. See Employee Retirement Income Security Act of
1974, 2.

INTERLOCUTORY APPEALS. See Jurisdiction, 2.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Constitutional Law, I; Racketeer
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act.

JUDICIAL REVIEW OF ADMINISTRATIVE DECISIONS. See Long-
shore and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act.

JUDICIAL REVIEW OF DEPORTATION DECISIONS. See Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act.

JURISDICTION.

1. Bankruptcy Court—Injunction.—A Bankruptcy Court’s injunction
prohibiting judgment creditors from proceeding against petitioner’s sure-
ties on supersedeas bonds must be obeyed by respondent creditors. Celo-
tex Corp. v. Edwards, p. 300.

2. Courts of appeals—Interlocutory appeal.—Eleventh Circuit lacked
jurisdiction to rule on respondent county commission’s liability for alleged
civil rights violations at litigation’s interlocutory stage and, thus, should
have dismissed commission’s appeal of an order denying its summary judg-
ment motion. Swint v. Chambers County Comm’n, p. 35.
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JURY SELECTION.

Discriminatory use of peremptory challenges—In evaluating claims
that a prosecutor has used peremptory challenges to exclude minorities
from a jury, Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U. S. 79, requires only that prosecu-
tion provide a race-neutral justification for exclusion, not that prosecution
show that justification is plausible. Purkett v. Elem, p. 765.

KANSAS. See Arkansas River Compact.

KNOCK-AND-ANNOUNCE PRINCIPLE. See Constitutional Law,
VI, 2.

LABELS ON BEER. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1.

LANHAM TRADEMARK ACT OF 1946.

Registration of a color.—Act permits registration of a trademark that
consists, purely and simply, of a color. Qualitex Co. v. Jacobson Products
Co., p. 159.

LAWYERS. See Fair Debt Collection Practices Act.

LEGISLATIVE INTERFERENCE IN COURTS’ FINAL JUDGMENTS.
See Constitutional Law, VII.

LIMITATIONS PERIODS. See Constitutional Law, VIII.

LONGSHORE AND HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPENSATION ACT.

Benefits Review Board decision—Standing.—Director of OWCP lacks
standing under LHWCA to seek judicial review of a Benefits Review
Board decision denying benefits to a claimant. Director, Office of Work-
ers’ Compensation Programs v. Newport News Shipbuilding & Dry Dock
Co., p. 122.

LOUISIANA. See Constitutional Law, II.

MAXIMUM OCCUPANCY RESTRICTIONS. See Federal Housing
Act.

MEDICAL INSURANCE. See Employee Retirement Income Security
Act of 1974, 2.

MEDICARE. See Social Security Act, 2.
MISSOURI. See Habeas Corpus.
MURDER. See Constitutional Law, II.

NATIONAL CHILDHOOD VACCINE INJURY ACT.

Onset of symptoms.—A claimant who shows that she experienced
symptoms of an injury after her vaccination does not make out a prima
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NATIONAL CHILDHOOD VACCINE INJURY ACT—Continued.

facie case under Act, where evidence fails to indicate that she had no such
symptoms before vaccination. Shalala v. Whitecotton, p. 268.

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION’S
STANDARD 121. See Pre-emption of State Law by Federal Law.

NATIONAL TRAFFIC AND MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY ACT OF
1966. See Pre-emption of State Law by Federal Law.

NEEDY CHILDREN. See Social Security Act, 1.

NEGLIGENT DESIGN DEFECTS. See Pre-emption of State Law by
Federal Law.

NEW RULES. See Habeas Corpus.

NEW YORK. See Employee Retirement Income Security Act of
1974, 2.

NOTICE-AND-HEARING REQUIREMENTS. See Social Security
Act, 2.

OCCUPANCY RESTRICTIONS. See Federal Housing Act.
OHIO. See Constitutional Law, 1V, 2; VIII.
OKLAHOMA. See Constitutional Law, I, 2.

PAROLE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, III.
PEREMPTORY CHALLENGES. See Jury Selection.

POLICE PRESENCE AND AUTHORITY ANNOUNCEMENTS. See
Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAW BY FEDERAL LAW. See also Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, 2.

Common-law suits—National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act
of 1966—National Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Standard
121.—Respondents’ state common-law suits alleging negligent design
defects in petitioners’ tractor-trailers are not pre-empted under Act or
Standard 121. Freightliner Corp. v. Myrick, p. 280.

PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, III.

PROVIDER REIMBURSEMENT. See Social Security Act, 2.
PUNITIVE DAMAGES. See Arbitration Act, 2.
QUALIFICATIONS CLAUSES. See Constitutional Law, V.
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Jury Selection.
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RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS
ACT.

Gold mine as an enterprise engaged in interstate commerce.—Respond-
ent’s Alaska gold mine—which used equipment, supplies, and workers
from out of State and had 15% of its proceeds taken out of State—was
“a[n] enterprise . . . engaged in . . . interstate . . . commerce” under RICO.
United States v. Robertson, p. 669.

REASONABLENESS OF SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2.

RECONSIDERATION OF DEPORTATION DECISIONS. See Immi-
gration and Nationality Act.

REFUND SUITS. See Immunity from Suit.

REOPENING OF FINAL JUDGMENTS. See Constitutional Law,
VIL

REPETITIOUS FILINGS. See Supreme Court.
RETROACTIVE LEGISLATION. See Constitutional Law, VII.

RETROACTIVITY OF SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. See Consti-
tutional Law, VIIL.

REVIEW STANDARDS. See Arbitration Act, 1.
RIPARIAN RIGHTS. See Arkansas River Compact.
SALES TAXES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2.

SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, I, 1.

SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, VI.

SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934. See Constitutional Law,
VIL

SENATE. See Constitutional Law, V.
SEPARATION OF POWERS. See Constitutional Law, VII.
SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENCES. See Federal Housing Act.

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT.

1. Aid to Families with Dependent Children—*“Assistance unit.”—Fed-
eral law governing AFDC program does not prohibit California from
grouping into a single “assistance unit” for purposes of eligibility and ben-
efits determinations all needy children living in same household under care
of one relative. Anderson v. Edwards, p. 143.
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SOCIAL SECURITY ACT—Continued.

2. Medicare—Provider reimbursement—Informal guidelines.—Be-
cause regulations do not require Medicare provider reimbursements to
accord with generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP), Secretary
acted lawfully in failing to follow Administrative Procedure Act notice-
and-hearing requirements when adopting an informal guideline that de-
parted from GAAP. Shalala v. Guernsey Memorial Hospital, p. 87.

SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Immunity from Suit.
STANDARDS OF REVIEW. See Arbitration Act, 1.

STANDING. See Longshore and Harbor Workers’ Compensation
Act.

STATE REGULATION OF HOSPITAL COSTS. See Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974, 2.

STATE TAXES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2.

STATUTES OF LIMITATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VIII.
SUMMARY JUDGMENT. See Jurisdiction, 2.

SUPERSEDEAS BONDS. See Jurisdiction, 1.

SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VI, 1.
SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VIIL.

SUPREME COURT. See also Constitutional Law, VIIL.

In forma pauperis—Repetitious filings.—Under this Court’s Rule 39.8,
pro se petitioner, a prolific filer in this Court, is denied leave to proceed
m forma pauperis on this frivolous petition and on all further petitions
for certiorari in noncriminal matters. Whitaker v. Superior Court of Cal.,
San Francisco Cty., p. 208.

SURCHARGES ON HOSPITAL BILLS. See Employee Retirement
Income Security Act of 1974, 2.

TAX LIENS. See Immunity from Suit.
TERM LIMITATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V.

TOLLING OF FILING PERIODS. See Immigration and Nationality
Act.

TOLLING OF LIMITATIONS PERIODS. See Constitutional Law,
VIIL

TRACTOR-TRAILER DESIGN. See Pre-emption of State Law by
Federal Law.
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TRADEMARK. See Lanham Trademark Act of 1946.
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES. See Constitutional Law, I, 2.
VACCINATIONS. See National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act.
WATER RIGHTS. See Arkansas River Compact.

WELFARE BENEFITS. See Social Security Act, 1.
WITHHOLDING OF EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II.

WORDS AND PHRASES.

1. “A[n] enterprise . .. engaged in . . . interstate . .. commerce.” Rack-
eteer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act, 18 U.S.C. §1962(a).
United States v. Robertson, p. 669.

2. “Any . . . tax . . . erroneously . . . collected.” 28 U.S. C. §1346(a)(1).
United States v. Williams, p. 527.

3. “Debt collector.” Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, 15 U.S.C.
§1692a(6). Heintz v. Jenkins, p. 291.

4. “Department or agency of the United States.” 18 U.S.C. §1001.
Hubbard v. United States, p. 695.

5. “Reasonable . . . restrictio[n] regarding the maximum number of
occupants permitted to occupy a dwelling.” Federal Housing Act, 42
U. 8. C. §3607(b)(1). City of Edmonds v. Oxford House, Inc., p. 725.

6. “Relate to.” §514(a), Employee Retirement Income Security Act of
1974, 29 U. S. C. §1144(a). New York State Conference of Blue Cross &
Blue Shield Plans v. Travelers Ins. Co., p. 645.

ZONING CODES. See Federal Housing Act.
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