


Supreme Gourt of the Hnited States 5 o
Washington, B. €. 20543 ['spoci hon

THE CHIEF JUSTICE
October 13, 1970

Re: Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410 -
United States v. Chicago

Dear Bill:

b

Please join me in your Per Curiam.

Regards,

Mr. Justice Douglas

cc: The Conference




Supreme (thrt.of the Bnited S?ﬁaies. | | §
Hushington, B. ¢. 20543 :

CHAMBERS OF _ '
JUSTICE HUGO L.BLACK October 12, 1970

Dear Bill,

Re: Nos. 386, 387, 396 and 410.

~ Please add the following at the
foot diyour Per Curiam in this case:

"MR. JUSTICE BILACK has grave Lo s
doubts about the Court's interpretation of . '
Section 13a(l) of the Interstate Commerce Act
and therefore does not join the Court’s sum-
mary reversal, but would note jurisdiction :
and set this case for argument." ' e

Sincerely, i

@,

Mr, Justice Douglas

cc: The Conference




Supreme Qonrt of the Hnited States
- Waslhington, B. . 205%3

CHAMBERS OF

JUSTICE HUGO L. BLACK October 14,1970

Dear Bill,
Re: Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410
United States, et al. v. City
of Chicago, et al,

I am joining Brother Harlan's
»
dissenting opinion in the above cases.

Please remove my statement at the end

of your opinion.

Sincerely,

4
H;;i}. B

Mr. Justice Douglas

cc: Members of the Conference

@
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Supreme Gourt of the Hnited States
Washington, B. §. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HUGO L. BLACK

Dear John:

Re: Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410
United States, et al. v.
City of Chicago, et al.

Please join me in your dissent

in the above cases,

x Sincerely,

Mr. Justice Harlan

cc: Members of the Conference

October 14, 1970
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To: The Chief Justice

Mr. Justice
Mr. Justice
Mr, Justice
Mr., Justice
K¥r., Justice
¥r. Justice
Nr. Justice

1
From: Dougleas,

J..

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES... (o |7/70

Black

Harlan &

Brennan
fewart

White

Marshall

Blackmun

Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410.—OctoBer TERM PI@iIGculated:

United States et al., Appellants,
386 v.
City of Chicago et al.

United States et al., Appellants,
387 V.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-

sion et al On Appeals from the

L. - . . United States Dis-
Louisville & Nashville Railroad trict Court for the

306 Company, Appellant, Northern District
v _ of Illinois.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al., Appellant,

410 .
City of Chicago et al.

[October —, 1970]

Per CuriaMm.

These cases are a sequel to our decision in City of
Chicago v. United States, 396 U. S. 162, last Term.
The Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad (C&EI) filed
a notice under § 13a(1) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
49 U. S. C. §13a(1), proposing to discontinue a pair
of trains known as the “Georgian,” operated by it be-
tween Chicago, Illinois, and Evansville, Indiana, and
operated in conjunction with trains of the Louisville &
Nashville Railroad (L&N) between Evansville, Indiana,
and Atlanta, Georgia, crossing Kentucky and Tennessee
en route. Part of this litigation grows out of the ICC’s
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES® " -

“irculateq,
—— |
Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410.—OcTOBER TEngecli)Zgulat 4 0,2 -
ed; R4 ‘
United States et al., Appellants, '
386 v. ’
City of Chicago et al.

United States et al, Appellants,
387 .

Tennessee Public Service Commis- f
sion et al. On Appeals from the !

United States Dis-
Louisville & Nashville Railroad jec otates Dis

C Anpell trict Court for the
396 ompany, Appellant, Northern District
V.

i ) ) of Illinois.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-

sion et al. :

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail- '
road et al., Appellant, ‘

410 v.
City of Chicago et al. ’

[October —, 1970]
Per Curiam.

These cases are a sequel to our decision in City of
Chicago v. United States, 396 U. S. 162, last Term.
The Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad (C&EI) filed
a notice under § 13a(1) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
49 U. 8. C. §13a(1), proposing to discontinue a pair
of trains known as the “Georgian,” operated by it be-
tween Chicago, Illinois, and Evansville, Indiana, and
operated in conjunction with trains of the Louisville &
Nashville Railroad (L&N) between Evansville, Indiana,
and Atlanta, Georgia, crossing Kentucky and Tennessee
en route. Part of this litigation grows out of the ICC’s
approval of the C&EI’s discontinuance of the Chicago-
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j ::r. Justice White
;é r, Justics Marshall

Mr, JustiCe

3

Blackmy,

From:
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES®!es. 7.

Cireuly ed:

Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410.—OcCTOBER TERMRe].QZO

United States et al., Appellants,
386 - v.
City of Chicago et al.

United States et al., Appellants,
387 ‘ V.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-

sion et al On Appeals from the

. . . X United States Dis-
Louisville & Nashville Railroad trict Court for the

. Company, Appellant, Northern District
396 v . i of Illinois.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-

sion et al.

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al., Appellant,

410 V.
City of Chicago et al.

[October —, 1970]

Per Curliam.

These cases are a sequel to our decision in City of
Chicago v. United States, 396 U. S. 162, last Term.
The Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad (C&EI) filed
a notice under § 13a(1) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
49 U. 8. C. §13a(1), proposing to discontinue a pair
of trains known as the “Georgian,” operated by it be-
tween Chicago, Illinois, and Evansville, Indiana, and
operated in conjunction with trains of the Louisville &
Nashville Railroad (L&N) between Evansville, Indiana,
and Atlanta, Georgia, crossing Kentucky and Tennessee
en route. Part of this litigation grows out of the ICC’s
approval of the C&EI’s discontinuance of the Chicago-
Evansville segment of the “Georgian,” evidenced by its
termination of its investigation.
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To: The Chior Justice

Mr.
3 M,
Mr.

Mr.

4

Justice Black
Justice Harlan o
Justice Brenran
Justice Stewart
Justice White

- Justice Marshall
r. Justice Blackmun

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED SPAEES..s1as, 7.

Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410.—OcToBER TERM, 19¥Pculated: ;

United States et al., Appellants,
386 v.
City of Chicago et al.

United States et al., Appellants,

387 V.
T Publi ) -
ennessee S1;(‘?11]1cefeglce Commis On Appeals from the
.. . . United States Dis-
Louisville & Nashville Railroad trict Court for the
Company, Appellant, Northern District
396 v | of Illinois.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al., Appellant,

410 V.
City of Chicago et al.

[October —, 1970]

Per CurIiAM.

These cases are a sequel to our decision in City of
Chicago v. Umited States, 396 U. S. 162, last Term.
The Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad (C&EI) filed
a notice under § 13a(1) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
49 U. S. C. §13a(1), proposing to discontinue a pair
of trains known as the “Georgian,” operated by it be-
tween Chicago, Illinois, and Evansville, Indiana, and
operated in conjunction with trains of the Louisville &
Nashville Railroad (L&N) between Evansville, Indiana,
and Atlanta, Georgia, crossing Kentucky and Tennessee
en route. Part of this litigation grows out of the ICC’s
approval of the C&EI’s discontinuance of the Chicago-
Evansville segment of the “Georgian,” evidenced by its
termination of its investigation.
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-, / ¢. tue Chief Justico
- ey . Mr. Justice Black _
a Mr. Justize Earlan —

| Mr. Justics Brennan
Mr. Justics Stewart
Mr. Justice White
Mr. Justice Marshall

5 Mr. Justice Blackmun

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

glas, J.
Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410.—OcroBer TERM, 1970 ~ted:___

Yoriooo"steds

United States et al., Appellants,
386 .

City of Chicago et al.
United States et al.,, Appellants, .
387 .

Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.
Louisville & Nashville Railroad

Company, Appellant,

396 .
Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.
Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al., Appellant,
410 .
City of Chicago et al.

[October —, 1970]

On Appeals from the
TUnited States Dis-
trict Court for the
Northern District
of Illinois.

&,

Per CURIAM.

These cases are a sequel to our decision in City of
Chicago v. United States, 396 U. S. 162, last Term.
The Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad (C&EI) filed
a notice under § 13a(1) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
49 U. S. C. §13a(1), proposing to discontinue a pair
of trains known as the “Georgian,” operated by it be-
tween Chicago, Illinois, and Evansville, Indiana, and
operated in conjunction with trains of the Louisville &
Nashville Railroad (L&N) between Evansville, Indiana,
and Atlanta, Georgia, crossing Kentucky and Tennessee
en route. Part of this litigation grows out of the ICC’s
approval of the C&EIl’s discontinuance of the Chicago-
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3 Mr. «

TP NPT

o R -3
Ty "1 :J“
. e o
gt G &4 C‘_I‘
S

6 sn . Iystice Blackmun

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410.—OcTtoBER TERM, 1970

EREORN ST E

United States et al., Appellants, - .irculated:
386 v. '
City of Chicago et al.
United States et al., Appellants,

387 v.

Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.

Louisville & Nashville Railroad

Company, Appellant,

396 v.

Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.

On Appeals from the
United States Dis-
trict Court for the
Northern District
of Illinois.

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al., Appellant,

410 ",
City of Chicago et al.

[October —, 1970]
Per CurramMm.

These cases are a sequel to our decision in City of
Chicago v. United States, 396 U. S. 162, last Term.
The Chicago & Eastern Illinois Railroad (C&EI) filed
a notice under § 13a(1) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
49 U. S. C. §13a(1), proposing to discontinue a pair
of trains known as the “Georgian,” operated by it be-
tween Chicago, Illinois, and Evansville, Indiana, and
operated in conjunction with trains of the Louisville &
Nashville Railroad (L&N) between Evansville, Indiana,
and Atlanta, Georgia, crossing Kentucky and Tennessee
en route. Part of this litigation grows out of the ICC’s
approval of the C&EI’s discontinuance of the Chicago-




To: The Chief Justice

Mr. Justice Black
Mr. Justice Douglas
Mr. Justice Brennan
Mr. Justice Stewart
Mr. Justice Vhite
Mr. Justice Marshall
Mr. Justice Blackmun

gg%t ﬂﬁ:) ? From: Harlaa, J.
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATESates: (013270
Nos. 386, 387, 396mTOBER TERM, 191’(?@'il‘c\ﬂa‘bed=—l'—'ﬁ@""gz

United States et al.,, Appellants,
386 v

City of Chicago et al.

United States et al., Appellants,
387 V.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-

sion et al On Appeals from the

United States Dis-

J Louisville & Nashville Railroadt  rict Court for the
Company, Appellant, Northern District
396 . lery
f 1l .
Tennessee Public Service Commis-| linots

sion et al.

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al., Appellant, 4
410 . V.
City of Chicago et al.

[October —, 1970] «

Mgr. Justice Harran, dissenting.

I think these cases do not lend themselves to summary
disposition.

The Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railroad Co. and
the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. jointly operated
a train known as the “Georgian’” which provided pas-
senger service between Chicago, Illinois, and Atlanta,
Georgia. At Evansville, Indiana, between the two ter- 4
minal points on the “Georgian” run, the railroad com-
panies switched engines and train crews; passengers, how-
ever, could remain in the railroad cars and continue
through to the end of the run. The Chicago and East-
ern Illinois sought ICC approval of its discontinuance
of the Chicago-Evansville portion of the run; notice




To: The Chief Justieo
Mr. Justice Black
Mr. Jusiico Doulasg

Mr., Just
Mr. Just:
Mr. Justics White
Mr. b n
Mr.
rom: Harlan
SUBREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
Circulated O —
§os. 86, 387, 396, 410.—~Ocroser TERM, 1970
Recirculated: [ 0./ L /—= p

United States et al., Appellants,
386 v
City of Chicago et al.

United States et al., Appellants,
387 V.
Tennessee Public Service Comunis-

sion et al On Appeals from the

.. . . United States Dis-
Louisville & Nashville Railroadl (.0t Court for the

Company, Appellant, Northern District

396 v of Tlinois.
Tennessee Public Service Commis-

sion et al.

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al., Appellant,
410 v

City of Chicago et al.
[October —, 1970]

Mgr. Justice Harran, with whom MRg. JusticE Brack
joins, dissenting.

T think these cases do not lend themselves to summary
disposition.

The Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railroad Co. and
the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. jointly operated
a train known as the “Georgian” which provided pas-
senger service between Chicage, Illinois, and Atlanta,
Georgia. At Evansville, Indiana, between the two ter-
minal points on the “Georgian’” run, the railroad com-
panies switched engines and train crews; passengers, how-
ever, could remain in the railroad cars and continue
through to the end of the run. The Chicago and East-
ern Illinois sought ICC approval of its discontinuance
of the Chicago-Evansville portion of the run; notice
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To:

| rite.),

The
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

r.

Chief Justice
Justice Black
Justice Douglas
Justice Brennan
Justice Stewart
Justice White
Justicz Marshall
Jistice Blackmun

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES™ " ”

Circulated:s____ . _

Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410.—OctoBer TErM, 1970 Rectroulated: L //é /70

United States et al.,, Appellants,
386 .
City of Chicago et al.

United States et al., Appellants,
387 v

Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.

Louisville & Nashville Railroad
Company, Appellant,
396 v

Tennessee Public Service Commis-
sion et al.

Chicago & Eastern Illinois Rail-
road et al.,, Appellant,
410 v

City of Chicago et al.
[October —, 1970]

On Appeals from the
United States Dis-
trict Court for the
Northern District
of Illinois.

MR. Justice HarraN, with whom Mg. Justice Brack
joins, dissenting.

I think these cases do not lend themselves to summary
disposition,

The Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railroad Co. and
the Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. jointly operated

- & train known as the “Georgian” which provided pas-

senger service between Chicago, Illinois, and Atlanta,
Georgia. At Evansville, Indiana, between the two ter-
minal points on the “Georgian” run, the railroad com-
panies switched engines and train crews; passengers, how-
ever, could remain in the railroad cars and continue
through to the end of the run. The Chicago and East-
ern Illinois sought ICC approval of its discontinuance
of the Chicago-Evansville portion of the run; notice
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CHAMBERS OF

Supreme Conrt of the Yinited States
Washington, D, €. 10503

JUBSTICE POTTER STEWART

X

October 7, 1970

Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410 --
United States v. Chicago

Dear Bill,

I am glad to join the Per Curiam circu-
lated by you today in these cases.

Sincerely yours,
™a,
>
Mr. Justice Douglas

Copies to the Conference

e - N ..



October 12, 1970

Re: Nos. 386, 387, 396 & Al10 -
U.8. v. City of Chieago

Desr Bill: |
Confirming my oral couﬁuni-

b
cation, I Join your per curiam for

this case,
Sincere ly',

B-wa.

Mr. Justice Douglas

cc: Conference




Bupreme Qourt of the Hnited Shates
Washington, B. 4. 20543

TTTCHAMBERS OF

JUSTICE THURGOOD MARSHALL October 8, 1970

Re: Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410 —-
T United States v. Chicago, etc.

Dear Bill:
——— . ® - Please join me in your Per Curiam.
Sincerely,
A
- T.M.

Mr. Justice Douglas

cc: The Conference




Bupreme d}xmﬂ of the Hnited States
© Washington, B, Q}.' 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HARRY A, BLACKMUN

October 9, 1970

Re: Nos. 386, 387, 396, 410 -
United States v. Chicago

Dear Bill:

gt

Please join me in your proposed Per
Curiam for these dases,

Sincerely,

Mr, Justice Douglé.s

cc: The Conference



	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18

