


Supreme Qourt of the Hnited States
Washington, B. . 20513

CHAMBERS OF

THE CHIEF JUSTICE December 13, 1979

Re: 78-1268 - Martinez v, California

Dear John:
I join.

Regards,

Mr. Justice Stevens

Copies to the Conference
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Bupreme Qourt of e Hnited States
Washington, B. €. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE Wi, J. BRENNAN, JR. December 7 , 1979

RE: No. 78-1268 Martinez v. California

Dear John:

I agree.

Sincerely,
/3@(;0
Mr. Justice Stevens

cc: The Conference
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Supreme Qonrt of the Hnited Sintes
Washinglon, B. €. 20543 K

CHAMBERS OF ’ »
JUSTICE POTTER STEWART

December 7, 1979

Re: No. 78-1268, Martinez v. California

’Dear John,

I am g]ad'to join your Qpinion for the

Court.
Sincerely yours,
s
Mr. Justice Stevens *///

Copies to the Conference
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“SnmmmehmdnfﬂpﬁhﬁﬁLﬁﬁmm
Mashington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF
_JUSTICE BYRON R.WHITE December 6, 1979

Re: No. 78-1268 - Martinez v. California

Dear John, .
Please join me.

Sincerely yours,

Mr. Justice Stevens
Copies to the Conference
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Supreme Qourt of the Hnited States
MWashington, D. . 205%3

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE THURGOOD MARSHALL

January 7, 1980

Re: 78-1268 -- Martinez v. California

Dear John:

I gié_participaté in this case, having voted to affirm
in my memo to the Conference dated November 8, 1979. I am
happy to join your opinioﬁ for the Court.

Sincerely,

%iﬁ“'

T.M.

Mr. Justice Stevens

Copies to the Conference
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Suprene Qourt of the Hnited Biates
Washington, B. €. 20543

CHAMBERS OF >
JUSTICE HARRY A. BLACKMUN o December 7, 1979

Re: No. 78-1268 - Martinez v, California'.

Dear John:
I am glad to join ybur opinion.

I would feel more comfortable, however, if the first
sentence on page 6 were changed to read "It is clear
that the California immunity statute does not control
the § 1983 claim even though . . . ." This revision,
I believe, is consistent with the cases cited in foot-
note 8. 1In addition, the California statute would
have at least some relevance if the Court were to
reach the question concerning the scope of immunity
available under § 1983 to the appellees.

Sincerely,

Loy

Mr. Justice Stevens

SSTUONOD 40 XAVIAIT ‘NOISTAIG LATAOSANVH FHL 40 SNOILDATTION FHLI WOdd dIDNAONITH

cc: The Conference




Supreme onrt of the Hnited Shites
Washington, B. €. 20543 .

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE LEWIS F POWELL,JR. ' ’ 0

December 12, 1979

No. 78-1268 Martinez v. California

Dear John:

My delay in letting you hear from me is caused by
the possibility that I may write a brief concurring opinion.

I had not thought that we would reach the §1983
issue, and my preference has been to dispose of the case on
the immunity ground that was the focus of our grant and the
arguments in the briefs.

Sincerely,

[ tewer

Mr. Justice Stevens

Copies to the Conference

SSTUYONOD 40 XYVEAIT ‘NOISIATICQ IATYISANVH THL A0 SNOILDATION AHI WO¥d addNaoddTd
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Supreme Qonet of the Hnited States
Washington, B. §. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE LEWIS F. POWELL,JR.

January 10, 1980

78-1268-Martinez-v.-California

Dear John:
Please join me.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justice Stevens

l1fp/ss

cc: The Conference
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Supreme Qonrt of the Hnited States
Waslington, B. 4. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE WILLIAM H. REHMNQUIST

December 11, 1979

Re: No. 78-1268 - Martinez v. California

Dear John:

Please join me.

~

Sincerely, ’///

'R

3 ¥
' |

Mr. Justice Stevens

Copies to the Conference
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g m . i
v € Chise Jusiyge.,
Hr. Justi .. Brgn
- B7eMnan

1z -
Y ST Junt nn Stewart

Me. Tagtiaa Mhite

ST,

Ve Tyyan

S M3 ng Elaokmun
ST t

VRN tCe Powgll

atice Babnquigg ' -

From: Mr. Justioeg Stevens

Clroulated: My g

Reciroulageq.
1st DRAFT ‘ —

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 78-1268

George Martinez et al., Appellants, ] On Appeal from the Court
v, of Appeal of California,

State of California et al. g,?gth Appellate Dis-

[January —, 1980]

MR. JusticE STEVENS delivered the opinion of the Court.

The two federal questions that appellants ask us to decide
are (1) whether the Fourteenth Amendment invalidates a
California statute granting absolute immunity to publie
employees who 1nake parole release determinations, and
(2) whether such officials are absolutely immune from liability
in an action brought under the Federal Civil Rights Act, 42
U. S. C. §1983.' We agree with the California Court of
Appeal that the state statute is valid when applied to claims
arising under state law and we conclude that appellants have
not alleged a claim for relief under federal law.

The case arises out of the murder of a 15-year-old girl by
a parolee. Her survivors brought this action in a California
court claiming that the state officials responsible for the parole
release decision are liable in damages for the harm caused by
the parolee.

The complaint alleged that the parolee, one Thomnas, was

1 “Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation,
custom, or nsage, of any State or Territory, subjects, or causes to be sub-
jected, any citizen of the United States or other person within the jurisdic-
tion thereof to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities
secured by the Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured
in an action at law, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for
redress.”

SSTYINOD 40 XIVIEIT ‘NOISIAIQ IJTYISANVH FHL A0 SNOILDATION HHI WOdd qADINAOIdTH




Io: The Chief Justice
Justice Bren ”
Justice Steua [ 4
Justice White
Justice Maraghall
Juatice Blaolkmun
Jumtice Powsll
Juaticg Rebaguilst

ELELET

Brom: ¥r. Justice Stevens
Broulated:

Reciroculated: W7 19

2nd DRAFT
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 78-1268

George Martinez et al., Appellants, On Appeal from the Courg
v, of Appeal of California,
State of California et al. ﬁ?:trth Appellate Dis-

[January —, 1980]

MR. Justick STEVENS delivered the opinion of the Court.

The two federal questions that appellants ask us to decide
are (1) whether the Fourteenth Amendment invalidates a
California statute granting absolute immunity to public
employees who make parole release determinations, and
(2) whether such officials are absolutely immune from liability
in an action brought under the Federal Civil Rights Act, 42
U. S. C. §1983.* We agree with the California Court of
Appeal that the state statute is valid when applied to claims
arising under state law and we conclude that appellants have
not alleged a claim for relief under federal law.

The case arises out of the murder of a 15-year-old girl by
a parolee. Her survivors brought this action in a California
court claiming that the state officials responsible for the parole
release decision are liable in damages for the harm caused by

the parolee.
The complaint alleged that the parolee, one Thomas, was

1“Every person who, nnder color of any statute, ordinance, regulation,
custom, or usage, of any Stare or Territory, subjects, or ciues to be sub-
jected, any citizen of the Unired States or other person within the jurizdic-
tion thereof to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities
secured by the Constitntion and laws, shall be liable to the party injured
in an action at law, suit i eguity, or other proper proceeding for

redress.”

!
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. The Chief Justice
Mr. Justice Bren
N, Ju.,t Lce Stewadt

Mr. Whaite

e Justics Yarshall

W Justios Blackmun

My . Jumtice Powell ,

Mr. Justice Bshnquis%

?.(‘:

From: Mr. Justice Stevens

Circulated:
3rd Dnm Recirculated: __ [fC 1019 —
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
No. 78-1268

George Martinez et al., Appellants, ] Ot Appeal from t’h‘? Court
v, of Appeal of California,

State of California et al. fr ?;}rth Appellate Dis-

[January —, 1980]

MR. JusTice STEVENS delivered the opinion of the Court.

The two federal questions that appellants ask us to decide
are (1) whether the Fourteenth Amendment invalidates a
California- statute granting absolute immunity to public
employees who make parole release determinations, and
(2) whether such officials are absolutely immune from hablhty
in an action brought under the Federal Civil Rights Act, 42
U. 8. C. §1983.* We agree with the California Court of
Appeal that the state statute is valid when applied to claims
arising under state law and we conclude that appellants have
not alleged a claim for relief under federal law.,

The case arises out of the murder of a 15-year-old gu‘l by
a parolee. Her survivors brought this action in a California
court claiming that the state officials responsible for the parole
release decision are liable in damages for the harm caused by
the parolee.

The complaint alleged that the parolee, one Thomas, was

1“Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation,
custom, or usage, of any State or Territory, subjeets, or causes to be sub-~
jected, any eitizen of the United States or other person within the jurisdie-
tion thereof to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities
secured by the Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured
in an action at law, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for
redress.”

SSTUONOD A0 XAVIEIT ‘NOISTIAIA LATHADSANVH FHL 40 SNOILLDIATIOD THI WOdd @ddNA0dddd




: The Chief Justice
Mr. Justice Brennsén
Mr. Justice Stewart
¥r. Justioce White
¥y, Justice Harshall

M- Turtlna Blackmun
% ¥a toeiine Powell °
?‘ 5 “p. 7. 4tnre Rehnguilst

Froa: Mr. Justice Stevens
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 78-1268

George Martinez et al., Appellants, | On Appeal from f'h‘? Court
v of Appeal of California,

State of California et al. ﬁ?:g th Appellate Dis-

[January —, 1980]

M-g. JusTicE STEVENS delivered the opinion of the Court.

The two federal questions that appellants ask us to decide
‘are (1) whether the Fourteenth Amendment invalidates a
California statute granting absolute immunity to public
employees who make parole release determinations, and
(2) whether such officials are absolutely immune from liability
in" an action brought under the Federal Civil Rights Act, 42
U. S. C. §1983.' We agree with the California Court of
Appeal that the state statute is valid when applied to claims
arising under state law and we conclude that appellants have
not alleged a claim for relief under federal law.

The case arises out of the murder of a 15-year-old girl by
a parolee. Her survivors brought this action in a California
court claiming that the state officials responsible for the parole
release decision are liable in damages for the harm caused by

the parolee.
The complaint alleged that the parolee, one Thomas, was

1 “Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation,
custom, or usage, of any State or Territory, subjects, or causes to be sub-
jected, any citizen of the United States or other person within the jurisdic-
tion thereof to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities
secured by the Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured
in an action at Jaw, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for
redress.”
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