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PUBLIC LAW 89-587—SEPT. 19, 1966 [80 SraT.

Public Law 89-587
AN ACT

To amend section 11-1701 of the District of Columbia Code to increase the
retirement salaries of certain retired judges.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That (a), section
11-1701(a) (3) of the District of Columbia Code is amended to read
as follows:

“(3) Any judge receiving retirement salary under the provisions
of this subsection or under the provisions of this section as it existed
immediately prior to its amendment by the District of Columbia
Judges Retirement Act of 1964 may perform such judicial duties as
may be requested by the chief judge of the District of Columbia Court
of General Sessions, or the chief judge of the District of Columbia
Court of Appeals, or the chief judge of the Juvenile Court of the
District of Columbia, in any of such courts, but in no event shall any
such retired judge be permitted to render such service for a total of
more than sixty court days in any calendar year after his retirement.
Any such judge so receiving such retirement salary shall be entitled,
for any period for which he performs full-time judicial duties under
this paragraph, to receive the salary of the office in which he performs
such duties, ]Eut- there shall be deducted from such salary an amount
equal to his retirement salary for such period. No deduction shall be
withheld for health benefits, Federal employee’s life insurance, or re-
tirement purposes from any salary paid to any such jud%e while per-
forming full-time judicial duties under this paragraph. The perform-
ance of such duties shall not operate to create an additional retirement,
change a retirement, or create an annuity for or in any manner affect
the annuity of any survivor.”

(b) Any judge referred to in paragraph (3) of subsection (a) of
gection 11-1701 of the Distriet of Columbia Code who, while receiving
retirement salary under the provisions of such subsection or under
the provisions of such section as it existed immediately prior to its
amendment by the District of Columbia Judges Retirement Act of
1964, performed judicial duty pursuant to such paragraph or such
section during calendar year 1964, 1965, or 1966, shall be entitled to
receive salary in accordance with the provisions of such paragraph for
such duty so performed for not more than sixty court days during any
such calendar year.

Sec. 2. (a) Section 11-1701 of the District of Columbia Code is
further amended by adding at the end thereof the following new
subsection: :

“(e) (1) The retirement salary of any judge receiving such salary
on the date of enactment of this subsection under the provisions of this
section as it existed immediately prior to its amendment by the District
of Columbia Judges Retirement Act of 1964 is hereby increased, in the
case of any such 1ud%|e who retired during calendar year 1956, by 11.1
per centum, and, in the case of any such judge who retired during cal-
endar year 1960, by 6.1 per centum.

“(2) The retirement salary of any judge, or the annuity of any
person based upon the service of any such judge, who, on the effective
date of any increase which hereafter becomes payable under the pro-
visions of section 18(b) of the Civil Service Retirement Act, as
amended, is receiving such salary or annuity (i) under the provisions
of this section, or ug under the provisions of this section as it existed
prior to its amendment by the District of Columbia Judges Retire-
ment Act of 1964, shall be increased on such effective date by a per-
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cen equal to the percentage of such increase under section 18 of the

Civil Service Retirement Act, as amended.” it gh il
(b) The increases in compensation authorized by the amendment

made by this section shall be retroactive to December 1, 1965,
Approved September 19, 1966.

Public Law 89-588

AN ACT September 19, 1966
To repeal certain provisions of the Act of January 21, 1929 (45 Stat. 1091), as ___ [8.2366]
amended.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assemblet{ That sections 3, 4, ::_i'::l-m ik
5,6, and 7 of the Act of January 21, 1929 (45 Stat. 1091), as amended, 1ege and School of
are hereby repealed. Mines.

Approved September 19, 1966.

Public Law 89-589

AN ACT September 19, 1966
To amend section 502 of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, relating to construction [S. 2858]
differential subsidies.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the proviso in  Vessels. .
the second sentence of subsection (b) of section 502 of the Merchant s,paimy sxten
Marine Act, 1936, as amended (46 U.S.C. 1152(b) ), is amended by sion. .
striking out “June 30, 1966, and inserting in lieu thereof “June 30, ,973,‘,:_“;1;?""'
19687,

Approved September 19, 1966.

Public Law 89-590

AN ACT September 19, 1966

To amend section 2241 of title 28, United States Code, with respect to the ___ [5:35761
Jurisdiction and venue of applications for writs of habeas corpus by persons
in custody under judgments and sentences of State courts.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That section 2241 . i
of title 28, United States Code, is amended by inserting therein at the jurisdiction and
end thereof an additional subsection reading as follows: venue.

“(d) Where an application for a writ of habeas corpus is made °2 5" 9%
by a person in custody under the judgment and sentence of a State
court of a State which contains two or more Federal judicial districts,
the application may be filed in the district court for the district
wherein such person is in custody or in the district court for the
district within which the State court was held which convicted and
sentenced him and each of such district courts shall have concurrent
jurisdiction to entertain the application. The district court for the
district wherein such an application is filed in the exercise of its
discretion and in furtherance of justice may transfer the applica-
tion to the other district court for hearing and determination.”

Approved September 19, 1966.
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