
United States Attorneys

Bulletin

Published by Executive Office for United States Attorneys

Department of Justice Washington D.C

Vol 20 March 1972 No

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE



Vol 20 March 1972 No

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

POINTS TO REMEMBER
Grants of immunity After Conviction

But Pending Appeal 119

United States Attorney Bulletin-Correction 122

ANTITRUST DIVISION

SHERMAN ACT

Agricultural Cooperative Marketing

Association Charged with Violating

Sections nd of the Sherman U.S Associated Milk

Act in Dairy Industry Producers Inc Tex 123

CIVIL DIVISION

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT
Sixth Circuit Requires Convening of

Three-Judge Court to Hear Consti

tutional Attack on Pre-hearing

Termination of Social Security Act Anderson Richardson

Benefits C.A 125

CRIMINAL DIVISION

NARCOTICS AND DANGEROUS DRUGS

Denying Addict who Sells Narcotics

to Feed Habit Preconviction Tr3at-

ment under Title of Narcotics

Addit Rehabilitation Act not

Denial of Equal Protection of

Laws U.S Leazer C.A D.C 126

LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION

STANDING
Federal Contribution of Funds to

State Project is not Sufficient

Federal Nexus to Provide Standing

for Parties Seeking to Challenge

State Project Because Expenditure

of Funds on that Project in which

they have no Interest will Impair

other Projects in which they do Johnspj et al Morton et al
have an Interest C.A 127



LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES Pag
DIVISION CONTD

WATER RIGHTS INDIANS
Enforcement of Consent Decree

Against Practices of Water Com
missioner Protection of Indian U.S Gila Valleyjrriga

Water Rights tion District CA.9 128

CONDEMNATION
Trial Courts Discretion Separate

Trials Examination of Appraiser U.S 412.93 Acres in

Admission of Appraisers Employ Franklin and Towamensing
ment Contract for Entire Project Townships Carbon County

.E U.S 63.85 Acres in

Franklin and Towamensing
Townships Carbon County

Pa U.S 195.11 Acres

in Franklin and Towamensing

Townships Carbon County

E. C.A 128

HIGHWAYS

Prospective Application of Federal-

Aid Highway Act of 1968 Reloca Taliferro Stafseth et al
tion Payments Displaced Owners C.A 129

FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCE
DURE

RULE The Grand Jury

Secrecy of Proceedings and Dis In re Grand Jury Investigation

closure William Pflaumer and

Sons Inc E.D Pa 131

RULE The Indictment and the

Information 133

Nature and Contents U.S Hope et al E.D Wisc

Bill of Particulars U.S Hope et al
E.D Wisc 135

U.S lannelli etal
S.D N.Y 137



FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROC E- Page

DURE CONTD
RULE joinder of Offenses and of U.S Dioguardi et al

Defendants S.D N.Y 139

RULE 11 Pleas Hutchinsonv U.S
C.A 10 141

RULE 14 Relief from prejudicial

St Joinder U.S Dioguardi et al

S.D.N.Y 143

RULE 16 Discovery and Inspection U.S Jepson E.D Wisc 145

U.S Dioguardi et al

S.D N.Y 145

Defendants Statements

Reports of Examinations

and Tests Defendants

Grand jury Testimony U.S Hutchins E.D Pa 147

U.S Dioguardi et al

S.D N.Y 149

Other Books Papers Docu

ments Tangible Objects U.S Dorfman S.D.N.Y 151

or Places U.S HutchinsE.D Pa 151

Protective Orders Dioguardi et a1

S.D.N.Y 153

RULE 41 Search and Seizure

Issuance of Warrant and

Contents U.S McClard et al

E.D Ark 155

U.S Harper C.A 155

Execution of Warrant U.S McClard et al

E.D Ark 157

RULE 42 Criminal Contempt

Disposition Upon Notice and FC Gladstone President

Hearing Southern Cross Discount Co
Inc C.A 159

III



FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCE- Page

DURE CONTD
RULE 54 Application and Exception In re Grand Jury Investiga

Application of Terms tion William Pflaumer

and Sons Inc E.D Pa 161

LEGISLATIVE NOTES

IV



119

____POINTS TO REMEMBER

Grants of Immunity After Conviction
But Pending Appeal

The question has arisen as to the effect of grant of transactional
immunity made prior to final judgment of conviction

In Frank United States 347 2d 486 C.A.D.C 1965 defen
dant was convicted of violation of communication laws 47 301
.318 502 Pending his appeal from that conviction he was called to testify
before grand jury as to matters related to his conviction and was granted
immunity pursuant to 47 U.S.C 4091 On appeal he urged that his con
viction should be reversed on the ground that the grant of immunity barred
his conviction The Court of Appeals sustained his contention and ordered
the judgment of the lcwer court set aside with directions to dismiss the
indictment In its holding the court relied on the language of the immunity
statute that no individual shall be .. subjected to any penalty .. for or
on account of any transaction matter or thing concerning which he is com
pelled .. to testify and concluded that therefore he may not be
penalized in the present case since .. his compelled testimony concerned
matters related to his conviction which is here on appeal Frank United
States supra 490-491

The rationale of Frank was followed in In re Flanagan 350 Zd 746
C.A.D.C 1965 involving grant of immunity pursuant to 22 D.C Code
1514 given after conviction

similar factual situation was present in Katz United States
389 347 1967 In that case Katz was convicted of violations of 18

1084 on June 21 1966 Notice of appeal was timely filed on June 28
1966 On November 16 1966 his conviction was affirmed 369 Zd 130

Cir 1966 and thereafter Katz petitioed the Supreme Court for writ
of certiorari In its memorandum in opposition to the petition the govern
ment brought to the attention of the Supreme Court the fact that on June ZZ
1966 pending his appeal to the Ninth Circuit he had been brought before
federal grand jury sitting in Florida and interrogated with regard to matters
involved in his conviction He refused to testify was granted immunity
pursuant to 47 4091 and after persisting in his refusal to testify
was adjudicated in civil contempt However on November 30 1966 after
the affirmance of the judgment of conviction by the Ninth Circuit but before
the petition for certiorari was filed Katz was broUght before another grand
jury ir the Southern District of Florida and testified as to matters which
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were the subject of his indictment and conviction

In its memorandum the government raised the question whether

under Frank United States Katz had acquired immunity from the effect

of his conviction While arguing that Frank was wrongly decided it ad
mitted that in the event of reversal on other grounds the immunity would

apply to retrial

The Supreme Court granted certiorari and its order directed

counsel to brief and present oral argument on the holding in Frank

United States .. as it may affect this case 386 954 1967 Thus

the issue was before the Supreme Court and while its decision on that issue

is summarily disposed of in footnote nevertheless it must be considered

as part of the ratio decidendi of the case The language of its decision on

that point is as follows

We find no merit in the petitioners further

suggestion that his indictment must be dismissed

After his conviction was affirmed by the Court of

Appeals he testified before federal grand jury

concerning the charged involved here Because he

was compelled to testify pursuant to grant of im
munity 48 stat 1096 as amended 47 U.S.C
4091 it is clear that the fruit of his testimony

cannot be used against him in any further trial

But the petitioner asks for more He contends that

his conviction must be vacated and the charges

against him dismissed lest he be subjected to

penalty .. on account of .. matter .. con

cerning which he was compelled to testify

47 U.S.C 4091 Frank United States 347

Zd 486 We disagree In relevant part 4091
substantially repeats the language of the Compulsory

TestimonyAct of 1893 27 Stat 443 49 U.S.C
46 which was Congress response to this Courts

statement 4hat an immunity statute can supplant the

Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination

only if it affords adequate protection from future pro
secution or conviction Counselmanv Hitchcock 142

547 585-586 The statutory provision here in
volved was designed to provide such protection see

Brown United States 359 41 45-46 not to

confer immunity from punishment pursuant to prior

prosecution and adjudication of guilt Cf Reina U.S
364 U.S 507 513-514
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While arguably distinction can be made between Frank and Katz

in that in the former the immunity attached pending an appeal while in Katz

the immunity was granted after the affirmance of the conviction but before

the petition for writ of certiorari such distinction is formalistic and

tenuous since the judgment is no more final in the one case that in the

other Cf Rule 41b of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure

providing that if an application for certiorari is timely filed the mandate

of the Court will be stayed pending final disposition by the Supreme Court

It appears clear therefore that the rationale of Frank United

States supra has been rejected by the Supreme Court and that transactional

immunity granted after conviction but before the judgment becomes final

should not have any effect on that conviction

But see the per curiam order in United States Kelly 5th

Cir No 72-1028 February 1972 vacating an order of contempt and

confinement and holding that if the defendant should testify under the pro
tection of an order or immunity issued on December 13 1971 then his

August 19 1971 conviction must be vacated and the charges against him
dismissed lest he be .. subjected to .. penalty .. on account of

matter .. concerning which he is .. compelled to testify No

opinion has been published as yet

In order to preclude the possibility of dismissal in those cases

where prospective witness has been convicted but the judgment is not

yet final due either to pending appeal or to an applications for writ of

certiorari consideration should be given to the following factors

Whether the witness is entitled to invoke the privilege against

self-incrimination The invocation of the privilege should be opposed and

the court called upon to rule as to his entitlement to it Only in t1-e event

that the court sustaines the witness should application then be made to the

court for an order to compel his testimony Under this procedure it should

be clear that the grant of immunity is intended to protect the witness against

prosecution for offenses other than that for which he was convicted justi

fying his claim to the privilege

Whether there is reasonable possibility that the prior cony-ic-

tion will rofl appeal be reversed on grounds permitting new trial If

there is that possibility then before applying for immunity the government

attorney should weigh whether the testimony sought from the witness warrants

the chance that the witness will escape punishment for the offense for which

he was tried
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Whether the sentence has been imposed grant of immunity
prior to sentencing presents stronger case thanthe circumstances dis
cussed above since the sentencing may well be viewed as the imposition of

penalty Furthermore it would be difficult for the government to prove
that the sentence was not influenced by the fact of the witnesss testimony

concerning the offense Consequently if sentence has not been imposed then

immunity should not be considered

The foregoing discussion and suggestions are relevant only to 18

U.S.C 2514 Immunitygrantedpursuanttol8 U.S.C 6002precludes only

the use of the witnesss testimony or its fruits and therefore would have

no effect on prior conviction Even under the use immunity statute how
ever if witnesss testimony is compelled after the verdict but before

sentencing care would have to be taken that the substance of the testimony

does not come to the attention of the sentencing judge and that the testimony
is not otherwise used to the defendants detriment at sentencing

United States Attorneys Bulletin--Correction

Volume 19 No 24 November 26 1971 issue of Bulletin should

be corrected as follows Page 995 First word line in syllabus should

be Rule not Fule citation to opinion should be 446 Zd 896 not 442 Page
1003 Rule 52 not 531

Criminal Division
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ANTITRUST DIVISION

Acting Assistant Attorney General Walker Comegys

DISTRICT COURT

SHERMAN ACT

AGRICULTURAL COOPERATIVE MARKETING ASSOCIATION
CHARGED WITH VIOLATING SECTIONS AND OF THE SHERMAN ACT
IN DAIRY INDUSTRY

United States Associated Milk Producers Inc Civ SA 72 CA 49
February 1972 DJ 60-139-166

On February 1972 civil action was filed in the United States dis
trict court for the Western District of Texas San Antonio Division charging
that Associated Milk Producers Inc AMPI an agricultural cooperative

marketing association violated Sections and of-the Sherman Act by com
bining and conspiring to restrain and monopolize and by attempting to mo
nopolize interstate trade and commerce in the dairy industry

AMPI the largest dairy cooperative in the United States was formed
in the latter part of 1969 as result of the combination of 36 or more cooper
atives including Milk Producers Inc and Pure Milk Association AMPI is

Kansas corporation with its principal place of business at San Antonio
Texas and has more than 40 000 dairy farm members located in at least 14

states including Wisconsin Minnesota South Dakota Iowa Nebraska
Illinois Indiana Missouri Kansas Tennessee Arkansas Oklahoma New
Mexico and Texas AMPI also owns and controls numerous large volume

plants that process and distribute fluid milk and milk products In 1970
sales of milk and milk products by AMPI amounted to $845 719 177

The complaint alleges that AMPI has engaged in variety of practices

not included under the antitrust exemption given to dairy cooperatives under

the Cooper-Volstead Act and designed to eliminate competition from inde

pendent milk producers Specifically the complaint charges that AMPI has

unlawfully depressed the price of milk received by milk producers compet
ing with AMPI in various geographical areas while insulating its own mem
bers from economic loss in these areas and has agreedwith processors
who purchase milk from AMPIs competitors or such processors that do

purchase from AMPIs competitors will pay asubstantially higher price for

milk than their competitors
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The complaint further alleges that AMPI has agreed with some milk

processors that they will not sell or deliver milk to other milk processors

except as directed by AMPI and that AMPI has agreed with haulers who
haul milk produced by AMPI members that they will not haul milk produced

by competitors of AMPI Other allegations in the complaint include acqui
sitions of haulers and processors by AMPI whereby transportation and proc
essing of milk for competitors of AMPI was terminated and compelling

AMPI producer-members to sign membership agreements which unreason
ably restrained the right of said members to withdrawm from AMPI and

market milk in competition with AMPI The effects of this combination and

conspiracy by AIvIPI have been to restrain monopolize and eliminate com
petition in the sale of milk thereby depriving producers haulers processors
and consumers of the economic benefits of free and open competition in the

dairy industry

The complaint requests that the above combination and conspiracy by

AMPI be declared unlawful and that permanent injunction be issued re
straining such practices in the future

Staff Rebecca Schneiderman Ronald Futterman and

James Kubik Antitrust Division

.1
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CIVIL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Patrick Gray III

COURT OF APPEALS

SOCIAL SECURITY ACT

SIXTH CIRCUIT REQUIRES CONVENING OF THREE-JUDGE COURT
TO HEAR CONSTITUTIONAL ATTACK ON PRE-HEARING TERMINATION
OF SOCIAL SECURITY ACT BENEFITS

Beatrice Anderson Richardson No 71-1317 January 31
1972 D.J 137-57-278

_________

In 1968 claimant applied for and received monthly Survivors Bene
fits as the widow of the deceased insured under Title II of the Social

Security Act 42 U.S.C 401 et seq Thereafter an adverse claim for
benefits was filed by one Malinda Owens also claiming to be the widow of

the deceased insured On the basis of evidence submitted by claimant and
Malinda Owens and interviews of each the Social Security Administra
tion rendered decision in favor of Malinda Owens and accordingly
terminated claimants benefits Claimant then initiated suit in the district
court claiming that the absence of hearing prior to termination of bene
fits constituted denial of due process and sought to have the federal
statute declared unconstitutional and its enforcement restrained

The district court declined to convene three-judge court holding
that claimants constitutional challenge was insubstantial The Sixth Cir
cuit reversed and remanded the case to the district court with directions to

convene three-judge court pursuant to 28 U.S.C 2282 In reaching its

decision the Court of Appeals relied upon Goldberg Kelly 397 254
holding that or not pretermination hearing is apprpriate in

the context of Survivors Benefits depends upon the outcome of weighing
of the interests involved in the same manner that the Court
weighed the respective interests asserted in Goldberg

Staff Kathryn Baldwin and Thomas Press
Civil Division
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CRIMINAL DIVISION
Assistant Attorney General Henry Petersen

COURT OF APPEALS

NARCOTICS AND DANGEROUS DRUGS

DENYING ADDICT WHO SELLS NARCOTICS TO FEED HABIT PRE
CONVICTION TREATMENT UNDER TITLE OF NARCOTIC ADDICT RE
HABILITATION ACT NOT DENIAL OF EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAWS

United States Andrew Leazer District of Columbia
Docket No 24799 decided January 19 1972

The defendant was charged with violations of 21 U.S.C 176b 26
U.S.C 4704a 26 U.S.C 4705a and 21 U.S.C 174 after police offi
cer observed him in an ice cream store counting out capsules into the hand
of fifteen year old youth search of the defendant revealed that he was
carrying additional capsules and white powder in package ten capsules
were recovered from the juvenile who was also arrested The defendant
was convicted and was sentenced pursuant to Title II of Narcotic Addict Re
habilitation Act of 1966 18 U.S.C 4251 et seq

On appeal the defendant argued inter alia that by denying addicts
like himself who sell narcotics to feed their habits pre-conviction treat
ment under the provisions of Title of the NARA of 1966 28 U.S 29Ol
et seq Congress has arrived at classification which plainly violates the

Constitutional guarantee of equal protection of the law The United States

Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia rejected this argument The
Court held that in view of the availability of Title II providing for post-trial
commitment of addicts the two titles represent balancing between the p01-

icy of discouraging sale of narcotics and facilitating the treatment of ad-
dicts The Court found that Congress decided to allow the less blameworthy
non-trafficking addict an additional opportunity for treatment not available to

the trafficking addict It held that it was not for the Court to make the policy
judgment that legitimate goal of deterrence is not properly served by this

method The Court of Appeals stated that since equal protection of the laws
does not require that all persons be dealt with identically there was here
distinction with some relevance to the purpose to which the classification is

made Accordingly the defendants conviction was affirmed

Staff United States Attorney Thomas Flannery Assistant United
States Attorneys Steven Grafman John Terry and
James Sharp District of Columbia

-r
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LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION

Assistant Attorney General Kent Frizzell

COURTS OF APPEALS

STANDING

FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION OF FUNDS TO STATE PROJECT IS

NOT SUFFICIENT FEDERAL NEXUS TO PROVIDE STANDING FOR
PARTIES SEEKING TO CHALLENGE STATE PROJECT BECAUSE EX
PENDITURE OF FUNDS ON THAT PROJECT IN WHICH THEY HAVE NO
INTEREST WILL IMPAIR OTHER PROJECTS IN WHICH THEY DO HAVE
AN INTEREST

Johnson etal Morton etal C.A No 71-1375 Feb
1972 D.J 90-1-4-275

Plaintiffs state officials sought to challenge by suit in the United

States district court state and federal participation in the acquisition of

Mustang Island by the State of Texas They asserted that the project was
not in accordance with the state plan formulation of state plan is re
quired for federal contribution and that the Secretary of the Interior

violated the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act 16 U.S.C Sec 460L-l
et seq and the Secretarys own regulations in approving funds for the

project As damages the plaintiffs asserted that expenditure of funds for

Mustang Island project in which they claimed to have no interest would

prevent funding for other state projects in which they do have an interest

The district court set aside approval of the expenditure of federal funds

and enjoined state and federal officials from further action toward the

purchase of the island

The Court of Appeals reversed holding that the ordering of project

priorities was basically state matter with the Secretarys function being

only ancillary The injury alleged was attenuated at best and does not

amount to an injury in fact There was not strong enough connection

between the Secretarys approval of the grant-in-aid and the plaintiffs

alleged damages to sustain federal action The court said In the end
plaintiffs complaint is for Texas and not federal forum

The Court did note however that the plaintiffs would have had

standing had they been able to properly allegean interest in the project

being funded

Staff Carl Strass Land and Natural Resources Division
United States Attorney Seagal Wheatley Tex
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WATER RIGHTS INDIANS

ENFORCEMENT OF CONSENT DECREE AGAINST PRACTICES OF
WATER COMMISSIONER PROTECTION OF INDIAN WATER RIGHTS

United States Gila Valley Irrigation District C.A No 25563
Jan 19 1972 D.J 90-2-2-57

The United States sued on behalf of the Pima and Apache Indians to

have certain water diversion and accounting practices of court-appointed
water commissioner declared to be improper under 1935 consent decree

which established priorities for use of water from portion of the Gila

River in Arizona The district court instructed the commissioner to

cease the objectionable practices which order was affirmed on appeal

The Court of Appeals limited its opinion to discussion and inter

pretation of the particular decree in reaching the conclusion that the

Indians were indeed being deprived of immemorial and other water rights

expressly protected by the 1935 decree

Staff Robert Lynch Land and Natural Resources Division
Assistant United States Attorney Richard Allemann

Ariz

CONDEMNATION

TRIAL COURTS DISCRETION SEPARATE TRIALS EXAMINATION
OF APPRAISER ADMISSION OF APPRAISERS EMPLOYMENT CONTRACT
FOR ENTIRE PROJECT

United States 412.93 Acres in Franklin and Towamensing Townships
Carbon County Pa Tracts Schild 113 Campbell 114 United States

63.85 Acres in Franklin and Towamensing Townships Carbon County Pa
Tracts 618 McFarquhar 637 Lawrence United States 195.11 Acres
in Franklin and Towamensing Townships Carbon County Pa Tract 621

Stine C.A Nos 17730 17731 17732 17733 18246 Feb 1972
D.J 33-39-921-23

In this condemnation action the United States sought to acquire fee

title to five small tracts improved by recreation-type cottages The
landowners appealed from jury verdicts alleging the following errors by
the trial court that it failed to grant each land-owner separate trial

that the quashing of subpoena to depose th Governments appraiser

prejudiced the landowners and that the landowners should have been

permitted to examine and introduce the employment contract of the Gov
ernments appraiser for the entire project



129

The Third Circuit per curiam affirmed holding that in con
demnation of separate tracts only in exceptional circumstances are

landowners entitled to separate trials since the court had quashed

the subpoena prior to July 1970 when amended Rule 26b Civ
took effect and had determined that the subpoena was very late and

would have unduly delayed the trial and since there was no showing of

good cause both sides had actually exchanged comparable sales prior

to trial the court had acted within its sound discretion in quashing the

subpoena likewise in refusing the landowners request to examine

the appraisers compensation for his investigationof 300 properties and

his appraisal of 187 properties on the ground that the probative value of

such evidence was outweighed by the risk of creating undue prejudice the

district court exercised its sound discretion

Staff Jacques Gelin Land and Natural Resources

Division former United States Attorney Bernard

Brown Pa

HIGHWAYS

.. PROSPECTIVE APPLICATION OF FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY ACT
OF 1968 RELOCATION PAYMENTS DISPLACED OWNERS

Taliferro Stafseth etal CA No 71-1329 Feb ii 1972

D.J 90-1-23-1596

On June 27 1968 the Road Commission of Wayne County Michigan

acquired title to the Taliferros property in Detroit by depositing the full

amount of the jury verdict in Michigan state condemnation proceeding
The acquisition was for federal-aid highway Although the Taliferros

were divested of title to the property prior to August 23 1963 the effec

tive date of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1968 the TaliferLos con-

tinued to occupy the premises as tenants until February 1969

tender of $1 500 for relocation assistance was made to the Taliferros

however they demanded $5 000 relocation assistance under Section 506a
of the 1968 Act which permitted payment of the larger amount This

action in the federal court sought recovery of the larger amount

The Court of Appeals in affirming the judgment of the district

court held that if parties are divested of ownership of condemned prop
erty even though they continue to reside on the property as tenants they

are not considered displaced owners pursuant to Section 506a if the

condemning authority acquires title prior to the effective date of the Act
that statutes generally will not be applied retroactively wiless clearly

intended by Congress that the legislative history demonstrates that

Congress intended the Act to take effect on the date of enactment and
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that it is incumbent upon the parties urging retrospective application to

show that Congress intended the Act to be applied in that fashion

Staff Glen Goodsell Land and Natural Resources Division
Assistant United States Attorney Harold Hood Mich


