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Herch 16, 1946.

Mr., Aley Allan,

Judge Learned Hand's Chambers,
United States Court House,
New York 7, New York.

Dear Mr. Allang

I am happy that you are joining those of us who have been
law clerks to Justice Reed, I am sure you will enjoy the experience
of assoeiasting with him as much as I have.

In response to your specific questions, as you know my work
will be finished up on August lst and you are scheduled to come and
work with me for two weeks starting July 15th. I realize that it
will be difficult for you to leave JudgeHand at that time and I
should be glad to stay an extra week or two if my own personal plans
do not interfere. I can't say at this time whether I would be able
to stay because I want to arrange for & vacation before taking up my
new work which I expect will be in Philadelphia. If matters so
arrange themselves that I can do this for you, I shall be glad to.
However, 1 camnot make any definite commitment at this time.

As to apartments, the situation is frankly dismal and des-
perate. It is exmctly the same as it is in Hew York and elsewhere.
Mlss Gaylord's suggestion that you take over my apartment was not
inappropriate since I am married and we do have a very nice, modern
apartment, However, in view of the housing shortage in Philsdelphia
and the indefiniteness of sy plans, I cannot promise any particular
date on which my spartment would be available. The other problem is
that I have no control over the disposition of my spartment, Ny
landlord might have other plans for it., However, I shall be glad.
to speak to him sbout it and I think he might be agreeable to letting
you have it. A8 to other possibilities of obtaining living accomo~
dations, I really have no suggestions other tham personal contacts
if you have any, There is just too much demand to meet the supply.
It might be well to put your name down on the waiting iist of any
particular apartments you happen to know about. There is & vague
poesibility that instead of moving to Philadelphia, we will move to
New York. Do you have an apartment at present? I thought perhaps
if we do move there, we might affect an exchange.

I think 1t would be good if you could come down to Washington.
I should like very much to meet you and you could familiarise yourself
with some of the duties you will have, Justice Reed doesn't think







May 24, 1946

No. 274. Robertson v. Californis

TO MEMBERS OF THE CONFERENCE:

In view of the c;nforonce discussion and the nature
of this case I have had some difficulty in settling on the best
way to treat it.‘ The opinion as writgen represents.my oﬁn
views concerning this.

The principal quegtions concerning which I have
debated are how to treat the McCarran Act in this criminal case
and whether or not it is necessary io go into the matters
treated in Part III of the opinionf My own preference is for
treatment of the MeCarran Act as set forth on page 15. As to
the remeinder of Part III, my own conclusion is that these
problems are inescapable on the present record. I do not think
we would be squarely facing the real issues without meeting
those gquestions. :

I submit this draft, of course, not with any idea
of having the case come down Monday buttposaibly for discussion
at conference tomorrow after opinions coming down are disposed

of.

Wiley Rutledge



SUPPLEMENTAL LIST

FOR CONFERENCE, WEEK OF OCTOBER 1, 1945,

160 0.T. 194}y ELGIN, JOLIET AND EASTERN RAILWAY CO. VS. BURLEY,

ET AL,
Motion of the Congress of Industrial Organizations
for leave to file brief as amicus curiae in
support of petition for rehearing.
(Rehearing listed page 15 of conference Aaleiin )

2350, T 1ol INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL AND SMELTER
WORKERS, ETC. VS. EAGLE-PICHER MINING AND
SMELTING CO.
Counsel have advised Clerk that case has been

settled and that motions to withdraw both

petitions for rehearing will be filed during
week of October lst.

(Rehearings listed page 15 of conference ligt,)
ALMA MOTOR COMPANY VS. THE TIMKEN-DETROIT AXLE
COMPANY AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Motion to continue.
(No print., Correspondence with the Chief Justice.)

UNITED FEDERAL WORKERS OF AMERICA (C.I.0.), ET AL,
VS. MITCHELL, ET AL,

Motion for continuance.
(No print., Original with the Chief Justice,)

THE EAST NEW YORK SAVINGS BANK VS, HAHN

Motion of the State of New York for leave to argue

as amicus curiae., (Appellee will not file brief
nor participate in oral argument.,)
(No print, Original with the Chief Justice,)

S. R. Ay, INC. VS. STATE OF MINNESOTA,

Petition of Bancroft Investment Corporation for
leave to file statement in support of petitions
for writs of certiorari.

(Petitions listed page 9 of conference list.)
(No print, Original with the Chief Justice.)

JENNINGS VS. SMITH, WARDEN

Petition to be dismissed on motion of petitioner
October 1lst,

(Listed page 1lli of conference list,)
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA VS. RICE, DISTRICT
JUDGE
(On certificate,) Request of Circuit Court Judges
that entire record be sent up and that this Court
"Decide the whole matter in controversy."
(Page l. of printed certificate,)
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Suprente Conrt of tye Pniter States
Washington, B. C.

March 12, 1957

Dear Manny:

As there is not room on the 19th Anniversary Dinner
picture for inscribing my appreciation of your hospitality and
generosity to me, I send my thanks and best wishes by this
note.

Our group has reached its allotted number. You have
steered me safely through the rapids and guarded my steps.
I am grateful to each one for his able assistance and loyalty.
Your help enabled me to accomplish my tasks.

I named the University of Kentucky as the recipient of
your generous gift of books in my honor. Their appreciation
has been expressed by word and arrangements for a formal
presentation.

My plans look forward to opportunities for aiding in
improvements in the law, its administration, and its adapta-
tion to new conditions. After more than fifty years in its study
and practice, our Lady of the Law retains my deepest affection.

I am proud of my law clerks and their accomplishments.
May we have many years to rejoice together over those suc-
cesses that the future will bring.

Very sincerely yours,

Mr. Emanuel G. Weiss,
1616 Walnut Street, Suite 2103,
Philadelphia 3, Pennsylvania.




MEMORANDUM FOR THE CONFERENCE

At the end of my dissenting opinion in Case No. 704, Morgan
v. Virgimia, 1 feel that it would be appropriate to include some
reference to the attitude of the Chief Justice in this case. How-
ever, I wish to be guided by the conference in this matter in the
light of the special situation presented.

3ecause of the large part which he took in writing the opinions
of this Court establishing the principles involved, I am sure that
he felt a great interest in this case. My personal notations as
to his remarks in conference in presenting this case are as follows :

‘“Segregation statute. [Appellant] pins her faith on Hall
v. DeCuir. Interferences with interstate commerce are not
great. Aftacks it only on interstate commerce grounds.
Under Fourteenth and Fifth Amendments there may be
segregation. It is peculiarly for state regulation. Only ques-
tion is whether it is that kind of local regulation that does
substantially interfere with interstate commerce. In line with
recent decisions states have wide power. Precedent in Cov-
ington case. Should affirm.

The discussion in the conference later clarified whatever ref-
erence he made to the Covington case and he voted for affirmance.

My suggestion for a statement which I appropriately might

include at the end of my dissenting opinion is as follows:

‘“The late Chief Justice participated in and wrote many
opinions on the extent to which a state may validly proceed
in placing a burden upon interstate commerce in the absence
of Congressional action. He participated in the hearing and
consideration of this case and although his sudden death
took him from the Court before the opinions in it were written,
it is appropriate, in the light of his many decisions in this
field, to record that he dissented from the result reached by
the majority.”’

I S




NT WEEK OF APRIL 22ND

HUST V. MOORE~LicCORMACK LINES, INC.
NITED BROTHERHOOD OF CARPENTERS AND JOINERS
ub AMERICA, ET AL, V, UNITED STATES
DEFENSE PIANT CORP. V. COUNTY OF BEAVER, PA.
HOWARD HALL CO,, INC. V. UNITED STATES

(Summary Docket)

WOODS V. NIERSTHEINMER, WARDEN

UNITED STATES V, HOLPUCH CO.

PINKERTON V, UNITED STATES

UNITED STATES V., LOVETT, ET AL,

PORTER V, WARNER HOLDING CO.
ECURITIES & EXCHANGE COMMISSION V. HOWEY CO.
UNITED STATES V. CAUSBY

FISHGOLD V, SULLIVAN DRYDOCK & REPAIR CORP.




Supreme Conrt of the United States,

Justice's Chambers.

dear friends:

The desk stand came in a few days ago,
properly marked, and with an inscription to me
which I appreciate. It looks even better than
it did when we made the choice.

I am most grateful to all of you for
coming to this meeting which no one enjoyed more
than I. We shall certainly not wait eight years

e

for another session.

With all good

Harold Leventhal
John Sapienza
Philip L. Graham
Bennett Boskey
David Schwartsz

L. KEarle Birdzell,
Byron E. Kabot
Emanuel Weiss




Supreme Conrt of the United States,

Justice's Chambrers,

Mr. Fmanuel Weiss,
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