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OCTOBER TERM, 1962,
. Pobruary 18, 1063, my -

- No. 614. Panmanpiz Easrzzy Pirz Linz Co. v, Fxo
. EE - saL Powex Commission gt aL.  United States Court of
E R 4 : Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. Certioran
S denied. Mz. Justics WaITE took no part in the con-
-0 sideration or decision of this petition. Robert L. Stern
: JosepA J. Daniels, Harry S. Littman and Raymond N
8hibley for petitioner. Solicitor General Coz, Acting
y Asvistent Attorney-General Guilfoyle, Morton Hollander.
' Kethryn H Baldwin, Richerd A. Solomon, Howard E. _
Wehrontrock and Peter H. Schiff for the Federal Power
Osmumisgion . Aloysus J. Suchy and F., Clifton Lind for
the County of Wayne, Michigan; and Frank J. Kelley.
Attorney General of Michigan, Eugens Krasicky, Solicitor
General, and Benjamin P. Gibson and Hugh B. Anderson.

Assistant Attorneys General, for Michigan Public Service F
Commission, respondents. Reported below: — U. B. | 4
App. D. C. —, 306 F. 2d 763, | ’ i
: , v
__No.66l. Misaissrrr1 et AL v. MzrEDITH, . Motion of i K

= the United States for leave t be named s party respond. .
ent granted. Petition for writ of certiorari to the United o
Btates Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit denied.
Joe T. Patterson, Attorney General of Mississippi, Dugas
8Aands, Amistant Attorney General, and Thomas H. Wat-
Bins, Meicoim B. Montgomery, Garner W. Green, Peter

- M. Btockstt and Charles Clark, Special Assistant Attor-
meys General, for petitioners. Solicitor General Coz,
Assistant Attorney General Marshall and Harold H .
Greene for the United States. -

No. 761. Hrmurox Horxis Core. xT AL. v. Uraan Rz~
BRVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF Prrrssurcn eran. C. A. 3d
Cir.  Certiorari denled. Tms Cmmr Justick took no
part in the consicerstion or decision 3f this petition.
Malcolm Anderson and Donald C. Bush for petitioners.
Ragorted:-below: 300 F. 2d 186. o
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 Petdtion for Certforari, filed August 1962 by State of
- Mississippi, denied October 8, 1962. Ne. 7. Copy in .
1110 Drmro

Memorandum For The United States As Amicus Curiae
on Motion For Vacation 0f Stay Orders-(Supreme Court 8/3‘1/62
(Motion is filed in Pleading File) - A YLy

Hemorandum 0f Points And Authorities In Support of
Application Of United States For Designation As Amicus
Curiae-—(Coxn'b of Appeals, Fifth Circuit)

Memorandum Of Points And Authorities In Support of
Application Of United States, As Amicus Curiae, For

T;m;s)o/:gary Restraining Order--( Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit,
25/62 .

Memorandum and Statement of State of Mississippi In Support
0f Motion to dissolve Temporary Restraining Order

Memorandum of the United States in Opposition to Motion By
The State of Mississippi to dissolve Temporary Restraining Order

Brief For Appellant--(Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit, 10/10/62
Brief of Defenda.xrbs--(dourb of Appeals, Fifth Circuit, 10/ /62

Memorandum On Behalf Of The United States--Court of Appeals,
10/15/62
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Barnett And Lieutenant Governor Paul B. Johnson To Memorandum
Filed On October 15, 1962, By The Amicus Curiae, 10/18/62

Further Statement And Memorandum On Behalf Of the United States -
In Response To The Memorandum Filed On Behalf Of Governor Ross R.
Barnett On October 18, 1962 -- Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit,
10/25/62

Supplemental Memorandum On Behalf Of The United States ~- Court
Of Appeals, 11/3/62 :

Petition for Certiorari, 12/63,

United States Motion to be added as Respondent in Supreme Court

Mississippi Opposition to United Sfates Motion
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