212

ally unconstitutional, and, yet, at the same time here is the attorney
general of New York State with this discriminatory law against the
Cltlfens of New York State and doing nothing about it. Tf a citizen
woes in and says, I have a problem with a lawyer he sends him to the
distriet attorney or someplace else. He will not prosecute, but against
a doctor or another professional, glad to.

Senator Traormoxp. You understand the Senate only acts upon the
nominations that arve sent to us by the President, so the solution to
vour problem seems to me would be to contact the President before he
niakes an appointment.

Mr. Ferrax. We have contacted the President before this appoint-
ment and, of course, it didn’t do much good, obviously.

Senator Trrvrayoxn, Thank you very much

Mr. Ferran, Thank you very much, sir.

Senator Trurmoxnn. Our next and last witness is Mr. Robert J.
Smith, of Michigan City, Ind.

AMr. Smith, there is a rolleall vote on the Senate floor. 1f I leave, you
will anderstand that we will take a brief recess. I am a pretty fast
walker.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT J. SMITH, MICHIGAN CITY, IND.

Mr. Syt For the record, my name is Robert J. Smith.

Senator Tirvryonn. T am informed that you have a lot of material
here that you would like to have considered. It will be received for the
committee’s files,

AMr. Sarrra. Thank vou, siv. My name is Robert J. Smith. T reside at
1106 Laleshore Drive, Michigan City, Ind.

I wish to state that T am 1~c]at1ve]y poorly prepared for this hear-
ing today for several reasons. Onme, Judge Stevens was a surprise nomi-
nee. His name did not appear in any of our periodicals. I was not ap-
prised that Judge Stevens was to be considered the nominee until he
appeared on TV on December 1

I have an additional problem in that all of my case files. to which
T would normally refer, are packed up because we are facing a momen-
tary move from our home, and I do not have access to them.

T have suggested to the committee by telogram that they bring in all
Smith case files from the appellate c-mut and. perhaps. trom the dis-
trict court, so that they could be incorporated into the record by
reference,

Let me also preface my remarks by saving T am a proud American.

T am solidly conservative, one who deeply reveres the Constitution of
the United States. T am not a member of any gronp, although I ]1‘1\0
been labeled by mny political enemies as a pnl]tlca] pariah, one who is
to he totally denied due process of law and all constitntional rights.
Judge Stevens is one of these enemies, and one who has used his hiu"h
office as judge of the seventh circuit to aid his fellow conspirators bV
placing a political mark of Cain upon me. And Mr. Stevens, even more
so. must bear the greater responsibility by reason of his highest office.
Tecause of his eminent position, he eould have and he should have,asa
just judee, stopped the 15-vear reign of terror that T and my blind wife
have suffered under.
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I accused Judge Stevens of eriminal conspiracy to aid and abet my
political enemies S to- One, steal my lucrative business that was paying
me $25,000 a year; two, the loss of all my valued realty hioldings which
at today S estimated value would be $120,000; three, my business earn-
ings from that business would have been a,bout $250,000 in the 10
;yea,rs while this has gone on; four, the value of lost business at least
another $250,000 fmd sonie 1e1nvestments that would have made me a
willionaire by this time.

Today I am nearly totally pquperwed I have had no employment
in the past year. I drew my last $35 unemployment compensation check
Tast week. We face o blea]\ winter. My blind wife is at home living on
scraps of food and in great danger guarded onlv by our two (1005
needed for protection. The money Stevens and his polmral cohorts
have stolen from u«s could have restored my wife’s vision 3 years ago.

On December 23, 1975, in the next 2 weeks. we stand to lose our
fully paid home for $1,000 in unpaid taxes. The home is valued at
$35,000. T will show my case veference that Judge Stevens is dir celly
1espon%1b]e for the loss of this home, if we do lose it. We have sonie
hope of saving it.

This has been the frightening cost of a privilege, a great privilege.

Senator Tirvraoxp. I will have to go over now and vote, and at 4:15
Senator Tunney, of California, will “be here to car ry on if you will
just suspend until that time.

f A brief recess was taken. ]

Chairman Easteaxp. Youmay proceed, Mr. Smith.

Mr. Sastrir. Thank you.

I had only just begun to encapsulate. T have to have my reading
material within a certain range because of reading defects. T will en-
capsulate because I had read only & page and a half of my testimony to
begin with. T have stated that T am a private citizen: I am a proud
American; one who believes implicitly in the Constitntion as a ve-
vered document of our democracy.

I indicated that in about 1960 I was worth approximately $250.000,
minimuni ; that had I been allowed peaceably to pursue my business in
these past 10 to 15 vears, I would have acerued roughly $1 million,
and I stated that today T am nearly totally p'lllpE'I'l?ed T have had no
employment in the past year. I drew my last €35 nnemployment com-
pensation check last week. and it cost me almost a month’s nnemploy-
ment com penqmtion to come to this meeting,

My wife, who is blind, is home and livi ing alone on such seraps of
food as I can gather owether for her. 1 pomt this out so that the
committee may t‘l]\e cognizance that this appearance is at great sacri-
fice. I trust, therefore. that the committee will attach a ;,rl'eﬂt deal of
significance and validity to this great sacrifice of personnel loss m
appearing before the committee.

1 had ]usf accused Judge Stevens of being a part of the politieal
ennspiracy that stole my monev, my property. _and also my good name,
and I state that the moncy Stevens and lns political cohorts have
stolen from us could have restored my wife’s vision 3 veqrs ago, but we
lacked any money for her operation. On December 23, this month. we
will lose our fully paid home worth $30.000 for $1.000 in 1mpaid taxes.

T will indicate subsequentlv that Mr, Stevens’ direct ruling and
sole ruling in my case of Smith versus the Internal Revenue is tOt"lHy
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responsible for the loss, if it occurs. of this valued piece of property
because the money taken from me illegally by the Internal Revenue
Service, which he refused to restore, wasmy tax money.

This has been the frightening cost of privilege, a great privilege, a
privilege that has sounded through these Chambers in the past 2 or
3 days. Senators Kennedy and Tunney have expressed their great
concern for this privilege. I have utilized this great privilege as a title
of a forthcoming book, “The High Price of Free Speech,” because I
belicve wholeheartedly in this revered right guaranteed by the first
amendment. It has cost me, as T have said, at least $1 million in the
last 15 vears.

We live behind closed doors, in constant terror, because we have
been subjected to unusual and unique police harassment. T am going
to quote an illustration, which is not dircetly connected with Judge
Stevens, at this point to give an 1Hustration of the kind of harassment
that citizens are being subjected to without any protection,

Just 1 year ago, one night we had a pounding at our door. It was
9 o’clock in the evening. I finally had to go to answer it. Ordinarily we
do not answer. The pounding was insistent and I feared the door
woutld be broken down. As T opened the door two big, burly State
policemen burst into my home and arrested me on the charpe that I
failed to be in a justice of the peace court at 8 o’clock that same eve-
ning. T hiad no notice to so appear. This was a minor traffic matter.

T was put on trial at 9:30 at mght. T moved properiy because I know
criminal law and quasi-criminal law. T moved properly for all consti-
tutional safeguards, the right to call witnesses, to have counsel, to have
time to prepare. T was found guilty in this strange court. T was fined,
and with no money I was ordered to jail, despite the Supreme Court
ruling that no person could be jailed for his inability to pay a fine.

I will add in mitigation for that JP, that when I pleaded that my
wife was blind and alone, he did allow me to go home. However, I was
subsequently jailed on another charge under the very same circum-
stances almost exactly.

We have been subjected to this and even worse tranma for 15 years
because, in the final analysis, Stevens has used his vast powers as a
seventh circuit appellate judge to rule against me, and becanse of my
avowed political enemies who are his personal firiends. That, Senators,
is only a small part of the price my wife and I have paid for the privi-
lege of fres speech, which right Stevens actually reviles despite the
pious incantations he has uttered for the past 3 days. )

He hates free speech. He despises and refuses the right of due
process and equal protection. I would point out that Mr. Stevens is
100 percent, against the fourth amendment, the right of people to be
secure agalnst unreasonable searches and seizures. I will prove this by
Stevens’ own ruling or lack of ruling.

Another explanation is necessary. I am fully prepared to oppose the
surprise appointment. Mr. Stevens’ name was not on any prospect list
In our papers, on radio or TV, My first knowledge was on December 1
when Mr. Stevens was interviewed, T hurriedly dispatched a telegram,
asking that T appear. I asked in that telegrain for instructions on what
to prepare but [ received none. I received a confirming wire on Thurs-
day. This was because it was not promptly delivered. We are packed
up as we may have to move very quickly from our home and my case
files are not available to me.
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I prepared a lengthy presentation, working day and night for the
balance of the week to 2 a.n. on Monday morning, when I had to
leave to catch a plane. I did not have funds for supplies. I had to use
scrap paper. My typewriter does not always function. I am not a
typist. My wife is an expert legal secretary, but blind and unable to
do the work for me, T had to do this the best T would, using a few odd
pleadings that I was able to find. I can submit only one copy. I ask,
therefore, for the committee to recognize my impoverished state and
to order that my one copy by Xeroxed so that each member of the
commitiee may read this shocking record for himself,

Chairman Eastranp. Mr. Smith, I want you to read that into the
record, the rest of your statement, and I am going to have it sent to
each member of the Judiciary Commitiee,
| I have to go for a vote, and I hope you will read it into the record
were,

Mpr. Sagrrir. You want me to read this to the court reporter?

Chatrman Eastraxp, Take as long as you want.

Mr. Sarrrir. Tt will take several hours.

Chairman Eastrnaxp. Well, we canuot wait that long because I want
to send a copy of what you said to each member of the committee, and
if it tales several hours no one is going to read it. Why do you not 1run
over the most Important part of it and take about 15 or 20 more
nminutes to get througl, That is the way you can get your statement
considered.

Mr. Sarrrrr. Are you referring to the packet that I have submitted
to the committee or my present testimony

Chairman Eastraxp. Well, your testimony, of course.

Mr. Sarrrrn. This that T am reading ?

Chairman Easrrnavp. Your testimony.

Mr. Sarrrre. Well, everything is my testimony.

Chaivman Easrpaxp, I know that. Your package is part of the files
and will be submitted to any member of the committee.

Mr. Sarrra, T do not hear you too well, sir.

Chatrman Fastoaxp, Explain it to him.

Mr. Wesrpriar. The chairman has said that the packet of papers,
the single copy of all of your dociunentation to supplement your state-
ment here, your testimony, has been received by the committee. It is
in the committee files and will be available to every one of the Senators
on the committee. The chairman has suggested to you that you take
another 15 or 20 minutes here to complete your statement, which you
have prepared, by dictating it to the reporter here so that your oral
presentation here may be completed, and once you do that, as the
chairman las said, copies will be made available to every one of the
Senators on the commitiee. Tho you understand that now?

Mr. Syara. T still am not clear as to whether T will be able to give
this testimony, which is only about 20 minutes, before the committee,

Chairman Eastraxp. If you will dictate it in the record now, it will
be before the committee.

My, Saorra. In other words, instead of giving it before the com-
mittee

Chairman Easteano. You will be giving it before the committee. We
ale In an open committee session.

My, Wesrerar. In other words, continue on now for anether 15 min-
utes, and you are giving it now to the committee.




216

Chairman Eastranxp. What you want is for your statement to be
available to the committee, rather than just to me, is it not?

Mr. Smrrn. Yes, sir, and I will eontinue.

I am especially well qualified to appear as a witness opposing Mr.
Stevens’ confirmation. I have had possibly eight or more cases before
him and his associated judges, mostly all dealing with constitutional
issues.

I would like to indicate my educational background I have had the
equivalent of 2 years of law school. I was not able to complete
law school due to the fact that T dropped out for eye surgery, which
became complicated and ended up with 7 years of intermittent hos-
pitalization with 13 major eye operations. During periods of recupera-
tion, with a large law library on Federal law, I crammed on Federal
law procedure and practice.

Because of my poverty I have had to pursue many of my cases pro
se. However, the cases that I have asked that the committee include
in the record will prove my ability and comprehension of legal and
constitutional issues.

If time permitted, I could show that T won every case by ability.
but the Chicago Federal court is staffed by the most corrupt judges
in the Federal system. These men have constantly ruled against me
and in favor of my political enemies.

I recommend to the committee a book; Mr. Joseph Golding, & na-
tive of Maryland, has written a critique on the Federal judicial sys-
tem entitled “The Bench Warmers,” T urge that the committee read
chapter I11, entitled “The Shame of Chicago,” which is based upon the
Chicago judiciary, as further understanding of the problem that I have
encountered in my quest for due process of law and justice, per se,

I also am writing an entire book based on this hell hole of judicial
infamy, tentatively entitled “The Judicial Mafia.” The seventh cir-
cuit 1s as bad, if not worse,

There is some hope of decency with the appointment of Judge Tone,
whose constitutional writings are familiar to me.

I have prepared an extensive brief of some 60 pages, and I will skip
that because we have already covered it, but I wanted to indicate
that T have many cases on file in the seventh ciremit in which Judge
Stevens has ruled and proven bevond a shadow of a doubt that he is
a rabid anticonstitutionalist, He has ruled against such fundamental
igsues as the first amendment and the right of free speech, amendment
4, the search and seizure provision, and also denials of due process and
equal protection of the laws provided by amendment 14.

On Monday, Senator Kennedy asked Judge Stevens how do you
Tabel yourself, ag an activist or a strict constructionist, in referring to
the Consiitntion. Mr. Stevens replied—and I will quote as best T ean—
T would not Jabel myself. This is in contrast to his many interviews in
the press and over radio and TV in which he has proclaimed, T am
2 constitutional centrist. Mr. Stevens is not only evasive and noncom-
municative to this committee, but he is deliberately falsifying his
true position.

T have four cases in which he has ruled in total disdain of amend-
ments 1, 4, and 14, and also the statutes of the United States. T have
requested the committee to bring the Smith files to substantiate the
charees that T make so that the prima facie conviction of Mr. Stevens
may be proven.
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T have read and on Monday heard glowing testimony by the bar
association officials and even commendation by Senators. I ask a pun-
gent question. What is the most valid criterion by which Mr, Stevens
can be judged? A review of favored cases that he has no doubt care-
fully selected and submitted to this committee and to the bar as-
sociation ? Who is the more gualified to judge Mr. Stevens? Someone
who has never had a crucial case mishandled by Mr. Stevens, or one
who, like myself, has had some half a million dollars, at least, in prop-
erty stolen by Mr. Stevens in conspiracy with political cronies?

I have had at least four cases, and probably many more, some of
interlocutory review nature, some writs of mandamus, and so forth,
but based upon the illegal conduct of district court judges, all before
Mr. Stevens and his varicus associates, but largely Mr. Stevens. 1 sub-
mit my pragmatic experience and the prima facie evidence of Mr.
Stevens’ illegal, anticonstitutional orders, makes me a most valid
voice and, perhaps, the only valid voice, by reason of experience.

I have mecluded in my massive brief only four cases, but four sig-
nificant cases, all dealing with our most cherished constitutional funda-
mentals, especially amendments 1, 4, and 14. I refer now to a case
entitled Smith v. Ernst and Baver, or in the veverse, Baver and Ernst.
The number of this case in the appellate court is No. 18768. I do not
have the file as I have said. A background i1s somewhat necessary.

Mr. Baner was a district attorney in Du Page County, which 1s in
eastern Illinois, west of Chicago, the county in which I owned a chain
of travel agencies from 1955 to 1965, My employees stole $35,000
in airline tickets and sold the stolen tickets throughout other States.
T laid the prima facie evidence of the crime before Mr. Bauer as dis-
trict attorney, and I was refused all prosecution. On Christmas Day
of that year a man from Wisconsin called me, offered to appear before
the grand jury to tell that my employees paid William Bauer, the
district attorney, $5,000 of my stolen money to avoid prosecution.

I have incorporated in my pleadings to the committee a series of
leaflets, which T hold in my hand. One is entitled “The Crime of Wil-
liam Bauer,” and on the reverse side is a reproduction of my letier
to the circuit court of DuPage County, requesting grand jury hearing
regarding the Bauer bribes.

I was refused a grand jury hearing. Then Mr. Bauer retaliated,
viciously so, and this lays the background for Mr. Stevens’ involve-
ment.

I was attacked by thugs three times in my office. I was badly in-
jured. My office was made a shambles, I called the police. I wanted
to have them examine the office and take fingerprints, which they re-
fused to do. The police arrested me immediately on false charges
of assault and battery, and in some cases of aggravated battery.

Bauer’s controlled press blared forth, and this is not an exact quote,
“Smith beat up complaining customers.” I urge the committee to read a
leaflet on yellow paper, entitled “Patterns in Persecution,” a leaflet
provided with hundreds of crimes committed against me that were
designed to run me out of business and run me out of Du Page
County.

1 would also urge the committee to read another leaflet, entitled
“The Du Page Mafiia,” which is also included.

For Senator Fong’s interest, I was arrested one day, or attempted
to be arrested, by a man who claimed to be a Hawail or a Honolulu

37747515
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policeman. The man showed an actual Honolulu police badge. I asked
him what his jurisdiction was and what his complaint was, and he
said, “I don’t need any jurisdiction. You stole $200 from one of my
friends, and I want it or T am going to arrest you and run you in.” With
that I grabbed the neavest thing I could, ran around the other side of
my counter, and ran the man out of my office. I followed him; got the
number of his license plate, an Illinois license; I traced the man. He
proved to be one of Mr. Bauer's gestapo army, of which there are
numbers in Du Page County.

This is only typical of some of the harassment I was subject to.

T ask the committee at this point, with the little bit they have heard
or read in my Jeaflet, have my constitutional rights been violated?
Am I entitled to due process of law?

The worst is yet to come. In November of 1964, William Bauer, the
district attorney, was running for the cirenit judgeship. I published
some of these leaflets, reprinted them, and I was handing themn out
to people on the street throughout Du Page County. I had also ineluded
another by that time, which I quote: “Murder Pays District Attor-
ney Bauer $10,000 Bribe.” This is a true story. T have the story di-
rectly from the man who paid the bribe. In the handing out of these
leaflets, mind you-—TI repeat, on election day—I was arrested and jailed
and held for about 4 hours to keep me off the street.

Now, is this a constitutional violation? How are my rights under
the first amendment in this case been violated ?

I also point out to the committee that at this time the landmark
decision of the Supreme Court in Vew York Times v. Sullivan had
been published several months before. Even the lay public was well-
informed of their rights to oppose a political candidate under the de-
cision of that landmark case.

Mr. Bauer and his associates are lawyers, They are required to know
more of the law and to apply more of the law than the average lay-
man., Mr. Baner had me arrested on election day because I opposed
him and opposed his election campaign. In the light of that legal
definition, I was arrested and tried for criminal defamation of William
Bauer, a public office holder. I wish T had time to give the full details
of the trial, but I forebear because they ave not pertinent at this time.
Suflice it to say that William Bauer refused to take the stand, and T
won a jury verdict of acquittal. Actually, it was a directed verdict be-
cause [ so moved.

Later on I filed this case as a civil rights case in the district court of
Chicago. It wag heard by Judge Parsons. Judge Parsons is reported
in the book I have quoted as the infamous, drunken judge of the Fed-
eral circnit. The case was before Judge Parsons around 1970 and, as
I say, I do not have the exact dates or exact case numbers with me be-
cause of the matters T mentioned,

Judge Parsons looked at Mr. Bauer’s lawyers and made this state-
ment, which is franght with great meaning: “Gentlemen, is this the
case that is withholding Mr. Bauer's appeintment as U.S. aitorney”™—
because at that very time Mr. Bower had been promised a political
appointment by Senator Percy. ITe was, therefore, before this com-
mittee as a nominee for the U.S. attorney’s position.

. Now, at that time I printed and prepared and brought to Wash-
ington an entire box full of manusecripts, legal briefs, which I hold in
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my hand, of some 40 pages, along with the documents, the exhibits T
have mentioned, the leaflets T distributed on election day. I presented
this to each member of the committee, but I was not called to oppose
the nomination of Mr. Bauer, I, therefore, filed this suit against Mr.
Bauer as proof positive that the man was corrupt and had every inten-
tion of violating the first amendment of the Constitution, if not the
whole Constitution.,

I hold no rancor at not being called, but had T been called, Mr.
Bauner wonld not have been appointed to that high oftice.

Now, I eall the committee’s attention especially to that Judge Par-
sons dismissed this case purely because Mr. Bauer was an appointee as
a 1.8, attorney. That is not just grounds for a dismissal of a case. In
fact, it is illegal grounds.

Now, this case ultimately came to the appellate court, and T daresay
that Mr. Stevens has not submitted this case to you for your considera-
tion. I ask, therefore, that this case, No. 18768, be made a part of the
record, incorporated in it. and that the briefs therein studied. They are
very thorongh, and they delineate this constitutional issue exactly.

Mr. Stevens summarily dismissed this case to favor Bauer and his
crony, Mr. Peter Ernst. I would like to ask Mr. Stevens to submit, as
I have in my brief, by the way, I am positive; I would, again, like to
agk Mr. Stevens to submit one, a verified affidavit on how long Mr.
Bauer has been known to him on a personal {riendship basis; two,
that Mr, Stevens submit a memorandum of law, testifying his rabid
desecration of my first and 14th amendment rights in the dismissal
of the case Smith v. Bauer.

I remind vou, again, that this case deals with a prime constitutional
issue, the first amendment right of free speech and the right of a citi-
zen to oppose o corrupt individnal on election day, for which T was
jailed and prevented from doing.

I point out that this case was dismissed in both the distriet court
and also by Mr. Stevens in the appellate court definitely on a basis
of political favor and to desecrate the Constitution. Relative to Mr.
Stevens’ ruling, one, Bauer was confirmed as 1.8, attorney. Now, in
the meanwhile, my case came before the Seventh Court of Appeals
with Mr. Bauer as U.S, attorney, despite the massive brief that I
have already quoted, that I have submitted to the committee. But by
the time this case came before Mr. Stevens and the Seventh Circuit,
Baner was not only U.S. attorney and protected by these judges
knowingly, but Mr. Bauer was now a nominee for a judgeship in the
Federal court.

Therefore, Mr. Stevens dismissed this case in the very same manner
that Mr. Parsons had dismissed it in the lower court to protect Mr.
Bauer’s confirmation by this committee to the high post of a Federal
judgeship. So Mr. Stevens dismissed this case becanse Mr. Bauer had
a_deal with Senator Percy to get a Federal judgeship during Mr.
Nixon’s Presidency. and Stevens, to prevent Bauer's constitutional
erimes from being discovered, dismissed the case completely.

Here is incontrovertible proof of Mr. Stevens' true character, a
rabid anticonstitutionalist and one who purveys judicial favors for
political cronies, Mr. Stevens never recused himself, despite his pro-
nouncement on Monday and Tuesday about the Keane case on which

iu_; was examined at length, Stevens says one thing, but his acts betray
1inm,
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Further, in the case Smith v. Dushong, 71-1064, and I do have the
pleadings before me in this case, this is a brief along with the notice
of motion under rules 40 and 41, designed to stay the mandate of the
court.

1t is difficult for me to refer to a note and then come back to my
writing because of my visual loss and the difficulty.

In Smith v. Dushong, which also came before Mr. Stevens simul-
taneously with the Bauer case, Dushong was one of my employees who
was a thief and stole some $33,000 worth of airline tickets and whom
I have reported in the words of a witness willing to appear before
the grand jury as having paid Mr. Bauer a $5,000 bribe to avoid pro-
secution, and to obtain a favorable decision from Judge Napoli in the
district court. This was another case in which Judge Napoli ruled.

The case was based upon my written contract with Dushong. The
contract was Tully recited within the complaint under full compliance
of the Illinois law, which T believe is TRS 11036. Mr. Napoli made the
strange ruling, and this is important to understand because we must
consider Mr. Stevens’ ruling 1n the light of this. Mr. Napoli, and I
quote Judge Napoli as closely as possible: “If the case sounds in
contract, it is filed timely. If 1t is filed in tort, it is barred by the 3-
year statute of limitations, I find that the case sounds in tort.” And the
case was dismissed.

I repeat again, the case was based on contract which was fully recited
within the complaint. I ask you to try to find any legal justification
for this strange and illegal decision. One can only arrive at the con-
clusion that I have that Mr, Napoli was paid for a favorahle decision
for Dushong, just as he paid for protection from Mr. William Bauer.

Mr. Stevens upheld Napoli'sillegal ruling by a devious trick commeon
to the Seventh Circuit. Rule 2 is a local rule by which the judges can,
and I quote, “suspend the rules,” so they can dispose of “my own
troublesome cases.” This is akin to thieves who suspend the theft
statute so that they can commit a erime. The Dushong case is loaded
with Mr. Stevens’ illegal rulings, all favoring Dushong, the thief.
See Dushong’s letter in the file written personally to chief judge, which
was answered by Judge Stevens without a copy to me, Here is a
graphic example of illegal and very undesirable ex parte working
arrangements between a client and a judge.

The Dushong case implicates Bauer, the distvict attorney, Dushong
and others paid off. If this case came to trial, Bower would be called
upon to answer, one, why did youn refuse to prosecute Dushong at all?
Two, did yon accept a bribe from Dushong? Now, if Mr. Bauer
answered in the negative that he had not accepted a bribe, I had a
willing witness who could come and testify that Mr. Bauer was paid
a $5.000 bribe of my stolen money, but Mr. Bauer was now the [7.S.
attorney and before this committee as a judicial nominee, who could
be revealed as the corrupt person I have claimed him to be, and Bauer
would, of necessity, have been rejected by this committee and probably
impeached in his other position as well.

Mr. Bauer’s ambition, by the way, like Mr. Stevens’, is that of
becoming a Supreme Court Justice.

Read my pleadings filed in the Seventh Cirenit in Smith v. Dushong.
I believe you will find its counterpart in Smith v. Bauer. I had some of
the Dushong motions, and T am supplying them to the committee, In
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it T chavged Judge Stevens et al, as follows. In the notice, T will read
only a few scattered Tines thr oughout this aptly taken motion, “Please

take notice T have this date filed bV mail the attached motion for ruling
under rules 40 and 41 for seven reasons, all of which incorporate fr. aud
on the part of the defendant-appellee’s counsel”

Mr. Wesrenan, Excuse me, Mr. Smith. T think the pleading that
vou are reading from is in the packet of papers that vou turned over
to the committee. T remember seeing it there mvse]f Material that
has already been turned over to the committee you do not need to
read again.

Mr. Syrrin. Well, T would like to emphasize some of the salient
pointz. 1 T conld.

Mr. Westeiae, All right.

M. Sarrrnn, So. the net vesuit of Mr. Stevens’ ruling in the Dushong
ease was that the case was absolutely dismissed without any opinion
ruling. T think that T must rely on my memory that my brief incor-
porates the fact that T asked Judge Stevens for a memorandum of
Taw. justifying his totally illegal p051t1011, which he refused to do,

My motion inder rule 40 and 41 was, of course, denied. I was unable
to pursue the case much further. although 1 dl(l file preliminary mo-
tions in the Supreme Court, but the vecord would show that I was
shortly thereafter hospitalized for additional eye surgery of a very
grave nature,

I now conie to another case of great sigmificance, Smith v, Infernal
L2ceenue Service. T Qo not have the number of this case. However, it
i~ immediately available to the committee from the reference cards.
An hour could be used to delineate the illegality in this case,

[ was unemployed for T vears, almost totallv, and I was a target
for Tnternal Revenne harassment. Qbviously T had heen placed on
the enemy list by Mr. Bauver and possibly with the concurrence of
Mr. Stevens, although I do not make that a direct charge, but I do
charge that to Mr. Baver.

To stop the harassment T filed a suit against the IRS in the Tax
Court in Washington. D.C. The IRS failed to reply timely and I
moved for a defaulted judgment. which wag denied. A hearing was
~et for Mav 21. 1973. 1 ask that the date be noted with careful
‘3] wecificity, The hearing, the only one so far, was to be held on May 21,

1973 ()n o1 about \Ifw 15, again. I say, note that date, 1 week befor(-
the hes aving, the Internal Revenue seized my funds, $§700. This money
was designated as realty tax money. Those taxes now have still been
unpaid, T have referred to the fact that if we do not pay $1,000 in
taxes in penalty by Decemiber 23, this month, we will lose this fully
paid home,

O May 21, the Tax Comrt judge dismissed me and gave TRS a new
legad judement of %2000, plus, I filed timely motions to set aside the
fidgment. There are many motions on file in this case which are readily
accesgible to the committee n the loeal Tax Court.

Finally. in November, while these motions, postjudgment motions,
were still under constderation and in various stages of process, an
TRS agent attempted to seize my automobile. When I demandec from
hin a court order. the agent could not produce it. I then showed him
my up-to-date file, and he backed down and left my ecar in my
possession.
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To terminate such illegal harassment, I filed for a restraining order
in the Seventh Circuit. the only court open quickly to me because it
1s only 70 miles away. I also filed a motion for the return of my $700.
Mr. Stevens ordered the Internal Revenue attorney to reply by Novem-
ber 26, I believe that was 1972, The attorney failed to reply. Instead,
in a letter dated November 26, the very day he was to have his plead-
ings on file, he wrote a letter with the statement, I have been too busy
with the holidays, and he asked for more time. I opposed his being
given more time by stating that T, too, had holidays and I, too, had
pressing work to take care of, and T, too, had very diffienlt problems,
especially with my eyes and so on. The motion is on file. See my
seathing pleadings.

The TRS attorney never filed a reply to my knowledge: at least T
never got a copy of any such reply, despite the order of Judge Stev-
ens. But Mr. Stevens, on Noveniber 30—mnow, I put a question mark
after that date because I am going by memory. However, it was very
quickly after T filed my reply motion, asking that additional time to
the IRS not be granted,

Mr. Stevens, on November 30, denied my motion for a restraining
order and denied me the return of my $700. Here is one of the most
glaring constitutional deprivations that could be brought before this
Court unless it is in the case of my illegal arrest on election day.

Mr. Tunney questioned at length as to Mr. Stevens’ regard for the
fourth amendment. Here is proof positive that Mr. Stevens, by his
rulings, has no regard for the fourth amendment. T have also shown
he has no regard for the first amendment, I have shown proof positive
that he hasno regard for the 14th amendment. So. Stevens again proves
his determination to destroy those sacred rights in our hallowed
Constitntion,

I ask this committee not to be misled by what he savs: judge him
on his acts. Not acts in favored cases that he has submitted to the
committee and to the bar associafion, but cases hie has not presented,
and these cases. if he counld, he would destroy the total files so that
they could not be used against him, And I state tonight before this
coinmittee that these cases are haunting him at this moment, just as
surely as Morley’s ghost of Dickens’ Christmas Carol.

In conclusion, I come to one more case. It is a tragic and a bitter
case, too long to properly relate here. It involves my home and an
illegal possession. I have not been able to bring before the committee—
I will only brief this very shortly. At one stage of my political preseen-
tion I was snubjected to a criminal warrant for theft. T was tried for
that theft, The theft consisted of my stopping payment on a check on
which T had just legal ground to stop payment, but Mr. Bauer, as
the district attorney, called this theft which is absolutely opposed to
Ilinois statutes.

Now, we went through the trial and T was found guilty under very
strange circumstances, By this time T had myself pro se filed and pro-
ceeded in six criminal charges that had heen placed against me by
Mr. Bauver. All of them were false, but 1 defended myself pro se and
I won every case.

There was no attorney, district attorney, and assistant, in the Du
Page Courthouse who would eppose me in any case I brought.
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Now, we come to another bitter experience. The judges of the Du
Page court—there was one judge, T believe it was Judge Attin—
ruled that T would not be allowed to represent myself in the proceed-
ings of this criminal theft charge, tlic reason being, as I have stated,
that no district attorney would appear before me. They knew I would
win.

Mr. Wrsrprnar. Mr. Smith, excuze me. You are mentioning a pro-
ceeding in the Du Page County Court. Judge Stevens had no con-
nection with the Du Page County Court.

Mr. Sarrrr. He has a conneetion with the outgrowth of this case.
I will tie it all in.

Mr. Wrstenan, How much more do vou have?

Mr. Satrra. Possibly 5 minutes.

Mr. Westenarn, All right.

Mr. Sarrri. Therefore I will indicate that T was found guilty falsely
becanse I had to hire a lawyer who was drunk during the trial and
fell in a heap right in front of the jnry. Under such conditions I was
found guilty. I hired an appeal lawyer. This, again. is a tragic story.
To make a long storv short, this appeal lawyer failed to file my appel-
late brief. all the meanwhile telling e that everything was fine, he
had a eontinuance. On Cetober 5, 1965, T called my lawyer at 5 o'clock
in the evening. T =aid, Mr. Brentikis, Jet’s get this case over with so
I can restore my business. 1 am eager to get back where I can carn a
living, He gaid, everything's fine, I have another comtinuanee, This
was at 5 o'clock on October 3, 1965,

The next day, Qctober 6, 1963, T was picked np and brought before
a judge of that circuit. The district attorney stated that my appeal
had been denied and demanded immediate incarceration, T was imined-
1ately transferred to the Stateville Pentitentiary. T was not allowed to
telephone my wife, who searched the hospitals g1l night long looking
for me, only to learn the bitter truth through some circuitous ronte
that T was 1n the penitentiarv. This has never been done. as T under-
stand it, in the history of eriminal law. You are also allowed a tele-
phone call when vou are imprisoned. You are also allowed o telephone
call when you are transferred to another institution.

I was denied plhone calls both times, and T was held in seclusion for
almost 30 days, Incommunicative so my wife could not reach me.

Under such conditions as this. we had to get along as best we could.
We had to get a loan on our house becanse neither one of us was
emploved and T was in prison. .\ trusted lawyer gaid that I appoint
a trustee for this loan who would get a loan.

Therefore, I appointed my mother as a trustee. T wrote a letter from
the penitentiary and it is prima facie evidence, because it soes through
a4 Censor,

Linstructed the lavwyer, Mr. Robert Ransome of Oak Parlk, T11., make
my mother, Mrs. Alice R. Smith. the trustee of the property with R. J.
Smith and Winifred Smith as sole beneficiaries of the trust.

To make a long story short, a lawyer eame to our aid and 10 months
after the beginning of my Imprisonment the case was resolved and
reversed by a Supreme Court ruling that stated that a stop payment
check was a civil case and not a ecriminal case,

But, the damage was done.
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Shortly thereafter, within a month I was immediately hospitalized
as I have already said, and a year later we attempted to sell our home.
The house was sold in July. I, myself, made the sale.

I filled out the documents. I turned them over to my same trusted
lawyer and this was right away. And for 5 or 6 months he kept
delaying the transaction, telling me that the people who were buying
it had asked for an extension of time, which we gave him. He was to
get money for such extensions and he never did.

When we finally came, I believe it was December 23, to close the
case, this lawyer was Robert Ransome of Qak Park, it is & matter of
record that the Federal court had made my mother the full owner
of that property. And my mother, under the influence of my larcenous
brother, refused to return the title to us.

This was our only remaining property, the only thing we had any
hopes of covering my eye operations and getting my business restored,
which we have not to this day fully clearef.

Now, ultimately, we nsed every possible source of mediation because
of the family nature of this peculiar situation.

My minister made overtures. I want to her minister. All mediation
was refused. My mother stated, see my lawyer,

Because of the diversity of citizenship, I filed this case in the Federal
distriet court of Chicago. T do not have the number, but it could be
readily determined, It is Smith v. Smith. And I believe Mr. Ransome
wag in on that too, I am not sure, There are two cases, by the way.

This case came before Judge Liynch, Now, T would prefer reading
to confine my remarks. Ineidentally, I have included transcripts of the
hearings before Judge Lynch of two dates. T have these to show the
shocking treatment I received from Judge Lynch. I was charged with
contempt, for no reason whatsoever, I was charged with contempt so
that I would be totally intimidated and drop the case.

I had threats made against me that T would not only be put in jail,
you will find the exact quotation, Judge Lynch stating, T will change
your residence.

You will also find in the transcript that Judge Liynch further in-
timidated me by ordering that I appear before a psychiatrist of his
choosing to prove my mental competency.

Incidentally, he referred to the psychiatrist that he appointed as
Dr. Arveama. The files of the American Medical Association show there
13 no Dr. Arcama, and there was none in the Chicago telephone book.
This was one of the illegal tricks used by the judges of the district
court to intimidate anyone whose eases they want to dismiss.

The opposing lawyer I now find is a friend of Mayor Daley. Lynch
was Daley’s former law partner and hand-picked Federal judge.

Mr. Westeian. Did you appeal that case to the Seventh Circuit?

Mr. Sarrra. Yes; T am coming to that.

The next day our luncheon buddies of the opposing lawyer, whose
name, by the way, is Mr. Arcama, and all are close friends of Thomas
Keane and possibly Judge Stevens—1I stress possibly. Now we come to
Judge Stevens’ part in this very sad and tragic ease.

My property is at stake. T am ordered by Judge Lyneh not to come
back to his court. The case is continued generally until T prove my
mental competency to proceed pro se with a psychiatrie examination
by a psychiatrist who does not exist.

Or, in the alternative, T have to be represented by counsel.
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T submit to the committee that I have the constitutional right of
appearing pro se, I also suggest that an examination of my pleadings
in that specific case especially will prove that I am highly competent
and highly skilled in Federal practice,

All of these issues were brought before Judge Stevens in the seventh
circuit. Judge Stevens dismissed this case. Now, this was an inter-
locutory appeal in which I appealed asking that the actions of Judge
Lynch be reversed and that he be ordered to conduct a trial or in the
alternative to give me another judge.

Judge Stevens threw this case out of conrt. Tn essence he has allowed
my home to be stolen by my own brother and my mother. I state to this
comuittee positively and emphatically that Judge Stevens is in con-
sort with my political enemies to steal every penny that I can possibly
get together, they have stolen my property, they will continue to steal
my property.

They have subjected me to police harassment, the like of which has
never been told in the United States. And when I relate some of these
things and you have only a sketchy understanding of the whole situa-
tion, people tell me this can not happen in the Tnited States and then
they get the little thought in their mind that this man truly must be
unbalanced, these things could not happen.

My, Westeinan, Mr. Smith, you have had about an hour now to com-
Plete your statement that you thonght might take 20 minutes or so.

Mr, Sarrrrn T have only two more pages.

I could cite more cases. I have submitted all of these pleadings by
memory. L do not claim to have the phenomenal memory of John
Dean, but I urge you to compare the actual files and also the actual
rules signed by Judge Stevens, rulings and the like of iy well-pleaded
motions and see how Mry. Stevens has ravaged the Taw, the Constitu-
tion, and our sacred rights as citizens of the United States.

I repeat that T am the most valid witness to be heard pro and con be-
cause I have brought before this committee the actual cases and the ac-
tual rulings of Judge Stevens,

They came to praise without knowing all of the machinations of
this totally corrupt judge. who must only be denied the high office he
secks but must be denied his present position as well.

Read my three page coneclusion, especially. included in my paclket
of materials. He has violated not only the Constitntion hbnt most of the
cannons of judicial ethics of which he has eloquently spolen in this
hearing.

Yesterday, he himself, related the importance of the appearance of
impropriety. He condemns himself in Bauer, Dushong, IRS, Smith v.
Smith.

He has shown his true Janusfaced self,

One face. Janus was the Roman god with two faces, one face of
Judge Stevens blesses the Constitution, the other face reviles it.

We do not want a two-faced judge on the Supreme Court of the
United States or in any other court of our land.

I submit, gentlemen of the committee, that you must consider my
pleadings in my cases and the rulings of Judge Stevens to prove beyond
the shadow of a doubt that Mr. Stevens is absolutely opposed to the
constitutional rights of every citizen.

And I thank you.
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AMr. WestpraL, Thank you, Mr. Smith.
p I understand the committee will recess subject to the call of the
hair.
[ Whereupon, at 5:30 p.m., the committee recessed subject to the call
of the Chair.]
[The chairman subsequently made the following statements a part
of the record.]
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

House oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D.C., December 9, 1975,

SrarrMERT By BELLA 8, ABZUG, TO THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE FIEARINGS
ON THE CONFIRMATION OF JUDGE JOHN PAUL STEVENS T¢ THE SUPREME COURT

Senator Eastland and Members of the Senate Judiciary Committee :

As vou realize from reading the letter which I circulated to you yesterday,
when this hearing hegan, I had questions about Judge Steveny’ sensitivity to
women's rights based on his decisions in a number of sex discrimination cases
which came before him in the Court of Appeals.

After learning of his statement yesterday that he would decide these cases ex-
aetly the same way today, I am increasingly concerned over this hasty confirma-
tion process. In light of this statement, I am especially disturbed about Judge
Stevens' dissent in the United Air Lines case, where he failed to find that the no-
marringe rule for stewardesses was sex diserimination prohibited by Title VII of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964,

This opinion was anachronistie when written, but when it is examined again
in 1975, with the hindsight of the progressive development of Title VIT law in
the intervening four years, I find it unbelievable that Judge Stevens would rule
the zame way,

After reading the Judge’s comments at vesterday’s hearings, I found myself
compelled to come before you fo urge that these hearings not be adjourned with-
out your hearing from additional women’s groups, female jurists and others who
have a very serious imterest in Judge Stevens’ views—-particularly with refer-
ence to the Equal Rights Amendment which was overwhelmingly passed by the
Congress and ratified by 34 states.

T must say that I found the Judge’ slack of knowledge about the background
of the amendment shocking. It i out of step with the times that a man being
recommended for the highest court in our land would not be familiar with the
outcome of litigation which attempted to apply the 14th amendment to women
as it had been qpphed to minorities.

Judge Stevens’ view of the ERA reflects the thinking of the 1950°s when legal
scholars still believed that the courts wonld interpret the 14th amendment expan-
sively. As the history of litigation showed that not to be inevitably the case,
women’s organizations, trade unions and civil rights groups became increasingly
convinced of the necessity for adding the Egual Rights Amendment to the Con-
stitmtion, For that reason, the broadest coalition of groups including the Demo-
cratic and Republican parties supports its ratification as the best means of guar-
anteeing equal justice under the law,

There is ample legal literature on what the ERA would aceomplish and I would
be happy to provide the relevant articles to the nominee and the Committee,
Rather than take nup the Committee’s time with citations to Law Review journals,
I urge this Committee not to confirm this nominee hastily—hut rather to recess
and allow interested groups the time to come forward and testify on Judge
Stevens’ nomination and his positions as stated before this Committee.

I and other Members of Congress as well 2§ major women’s groups urged
President Ford to nominate a woman to the Supreme Court and were disap-
pointed with his failure to attempt to redress the historical imbalance in our
Courts, None of us advoecating the appointment of a women to the High Court
has even suggested that the appointment be made on the basis of sex alone, There
are a nummber of highly qualiffied women jurists and lawyers in our country from
wham a suitable choice conid he made, if there were a desire to do so. Clearly,
the President had no such desire,

It i ironie that the nominee chogsen by our non-elected President in this In.
ternafional Women’s Year should turn out to be unsympathetie to the needs of
over half our papnlation. I see no reazon why the Senate should hasten to ap-
prove the T'resident’s choice, particularly when a lifetime appointment is
invoelved.
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WoMEN'S LEGAL DEFENSE FUND,
Washingion, D.C.
Hon, JaMes Q. EASTLAND,
Chairman, Senate Judiciary Commititee,
Washington, D.C.

STATEMENT oF OPPOSITION TO THE NOMINATION OF JUDGE JOHN PAUL STEVENS TO
THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

The Women’s Legal Defense Fund, a non-profit, tax exempt corporation organ-
ized in 1971 to secure equal rights for women by providing volunteer legal rep-
resentation in sex diserimination cases, whose membership includes both attor-
neys and lay persons, wishes to state that we oppose the nomination of Judge
John Paul Stevens to the vacant Supreme Court seat for the following reasons:

1. Judge Stevens’' comment that race discrimination is a “more important”
issvie than sex discrimination shows a blatant insensitivity to discrimination
against women.

2. Hig statement that he would never rule sex as a suspect classification, such
sex-based diserimination to be subjected to the strictest scrutiny by the Supreme
Court, reveals a predisposition to rule adversely in cases which women bring
under the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment to the Constitution.

3. His self-admitted lack of knowledge of the legal implications of the Equal
Rights Amendment to the Constitution is appalling in light of the Supreme
Conrt’s function of understanding and interpreting the Constitution of the
TUnited States:; and surprising in light of the opinion which he wrote in Dyer v.
Riair® npholding a state of Illinois procedural rule change which effectively
defeated the Equal Rights Amendment in Illinois?

4. His decision in Sprogis v. United Airlines® shows that Judge Stevens based
his opinion in that case on preconceived notions of women rather than the regu-
Iations arising under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (as amended in
1972) dealing with sexual equality, and in fact, misinterpreted Title VII. His
opiniolts in botlk Dae v. Bellin Memorial Hospital * and Oohen v. Hlinois Institute
of Technology® which denied that there was any state action present, prevented
the female plaintiffs in those casez from ever reaching the central issue in-
volved—sex based diserimination.

For the above reasons., the Women's Legal Defense Yund urges you to re-
examine the credentials of Judge Stevens as to his fitness to serve on the Supreme
Court and further 1urges you to vote “no” on hiz nomination.

NAN ARON.
President.

DBERGER, NEWMARK & FENCHEL,
Chicage, Itl, December 2, 1975,
Re Ilon. John Paul Sfevens.
Hon. JaneEs EAsTLAXND,
Chairman, Comniitice on the Judiciary,
.8, Senate,
YWashington, D.C,

Drar Sexaror EasToaxp: Tt iz my understanding that several years ago,
when Judge Stevens’ nomination for his present judicial office was being con-
sidered by the United States Senate, Mr., T.eslie G. Behrend, of Barrington,
Tlinois, wrote to the Senate Committee on the Judiciary with relation to an
arbitration award which had heen made by John Paul Stevens. as arbitrator,
whoen he was an atterney practicing in Chicago. I enly learned of that letter sub-
seanent to its receipt by the committee,

I represented Mr, Behirend in relation to that award (bnt on!y subsequent fo
itg entry), The arhifration proceeding was administered by the American Arbitra-
tion Associafion (Chicago office) and was designated No. 51 10 0010 67-C, Leslie
G. Tehirend and Robert G Woods, The proceeding involved an accounting, be-
fween ex-pariners, ag to the management consultant business they had operated.

1000 F, Sapn. 1201 (7th Cir. 1975).

2 The ERA had been approved by a simple majority vote in the Senate; the rule change
reqnired a 3% vote of the legislature,

4434 F 20 1194 (7th Cir 1071).

F4TOF 24 758 47th Cir. 1973).

741000 (Tth Cir, Octoher 28, 1975),
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Subsequent to entry of an award in favor of Mr., Woods, Mr, Behrends then
attorney made a motion, in the eompanion court action between Woods and
Behrend, to vacate the arbitration award. That motion was denied and the
award was affimed. That aetion was in the Cirenit Court of Lake County.
Illinois, and was designated John Robert Woods vs, Leslie . Behrend, No. 67
 1337.

After the court’s denial of his motion fo vacate the award Mr. Dehrend
engaged this firm and I undertook to represent him regarding the above arbitia-
tion award and court action. I tiled a motion muder Section (8.3 of the Illino
Civil Practice Act for reconsideration of the court’s prior orders and for vacu-
tion of the award and for other relief. The main thrust of the motion was that
the partnership agreement specifically put the partnership on a cash basis
while the award was predicated at least in part, on an accrual accounting basis.
Neither in muy motion, nor otherwise, did I raise any question as to the arbitra-
tor's integrity or competence. The award was vacated by Judge Minard E. Ilulse
on January 30, 1969 and the cause was remanded to the arbitrator, or his sue-
cessor, with directions relating to varions accounting points (including a cash
basis acconuting as to three contracts in issue). The court order in no way raised
any guestion as to the arbitrator’s integrity or cowmpetency. Nor was any such
question in any way involved either in the avbitration proceeding or in the court
action.

I have known John Paul Stevens since about 1932 and have participated in
litigation in which he was also serving as attorney. His conduet and demeanor
has always been above reproach. his exceptional legal alility manifest.

At the time that Afforitey Stevens' nomination to the Court of Appeals was
under consideration, I wrote a letter similar to this one to the then Senate
Judiciary Committee. I wrote that letter, and I write this one, to lay at rest any
charge or intimation of any impropriety on the part of the avbitrator, John Ianl
Stevens, in his rendition of the above referred to award.

In wmy opinion Judge Stevens will make an ontstanding member of the Supreme
Court of the Unifed Siates.

Respectfully submitted,

Harry D, LAVERY.

BAR ASSOCIATION OF THE SEVENTH FEDERAL CIRCUIT.
Chicago, TH,, December 8, 1973,
Hlon. JameEs Q. EASTLAND,
SHenafe Judiciary Conmmittee, U8, Senate,
Washington, D.C.

MY DEAR RENATOR EAsSTrAXND : Tt is my 2reat pleasuye to submit to you, for your
cousideration and that of other Comnittes mwembers, and for Inclusion in the
record of confirmation hearings of the Senate Judiciary Committee being hLield
on the nomination of Cirecuit Judge John I’anl Stevens fto the Supreme Court,
true copies of a resolution unanimously adopted by the Board of Governors of
the Bar Assoeiation of the Seventh Federal Circuit, at its meeting on Decewm-
ber B, 1975, in Chicago, IHinois.

Sincerely,
WILLiaM M. Evaxs,
Pregident.
Enclosure,
RESOLUTION

Whereas, President Ford has nominated John Paul Stevens, Cirenit Judge.
U.8. Court of Appeals for the Seventh (lireuit, to fill a vacancy in the TN,
Supreme Court; and

Whereas, the U.8, Senate Judiciary Committee is about to hold hearings on
the confirmation of that appointntent ; and

Whereas, Supreme Court Justice designate Stevens is uniformly recognized by
the Bar and Bench alike, in hoth the Seventl Federal Judiciary Cirenit and
elsewhere, to be highly qualified to serve on our highest Court by reason of dem-
onstrated fairness, integrity and high intellect ; and

Whereas, after an excellent college and law school record interspersed with
distinguished service in the Armed Forces, John Taul Stevens has demonsirated
in a eareer of nearly three decades as law clerk, scholar, counsel to a Congres-
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sional Committee, lawyer and advocate. law teacher and author and finally as
it Cireunit Judge on the second highest Court in the Federal Judiciary-—excep-
tional capaeity, charaeter and fitness for this highest judicial office ; and

Whereas, designate Stevens has served with great dedication and distinetion
far more than five years as a Circuit Judge of the U.8. Court of Appeals for the
Neventh Civeuit, and by demonstrating, for all te see, hig exceptional judicial
tinlents : Now, therefore, be it

Resolred, that this Association, on behalf of the Bar of the Federal Courts in
IHinoig, Indiana and Wisconsin, does hereby record its abiding convietion that
Cirenit Judge John IPanl Stevens is eminently well gualified by demonstrated
character, temperament and experience, to serve as a Justice of the TU.8. Supreme
Court; that his appointment to that high office shonld e confirmed promptiy by
the Renate: and that his service on that Court will be in its highest traditions;
and be it farther

Resoleed, that the proper officers of the Association be, and they hereby ave,
authorized and directed to subwit suitable eopies of this resolution to the Chair-
man and Members of the Senate Judiciary Committee for their consideration,
and for inclusion in the record of the confirmation hearings of that Committee
on the nomination of Circuit Jadge Stevens to serve on the U8, supreme Court.

T hereby certify that the Board of Governors of tle Bar Association of the
Heventh Federal Circuit unanimonsly adopted the foregoing resotution in a meet-
ing assembled in Chicago, Ilinois, on the 6th day of December, 1975.

Frunperal PAR ASSOCIATION,
Washington. A" Decemdber 11, 1975,
Hen, Jases O, EASTLAND,
Chairman, Judiciary Committee, U8R, Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My DEAR SENATOR EasTraxD: It is my pleasure to inform you of the position
of this Association’s National Judicial Selection Committee to support 1'rexident
Ford's nomination of Honorable John I'aul Stevens to the Supreine Court of the
United States.

The Judicial Selection Committee has evaluated the qualifications of the nomi-
nee and has found, without dissent. that Judge Stfevens iy exceptionally well
qualified for appointment,

We request that this communication e made a part of the official proceedings
of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate,

Sincerely,
Joseril 8. FONTANA,
Chairman, National Judicial Selection Comnritice.
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