


Supreme Qonrt of the Huited States
\Q MWashington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF

THE CHIEF JUSTICE June 12, 1984

Re: 83-916 ~ U.S. v. Morton

Dear John:
I join.

Regards,

Justice Stevens

Copies to the Conference
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Supreme Qonrt of the Ynited Stutes

@ Washington, B, 0.
CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE Wn. J, BRENNAN, JR.
No. 83-916
United States v.

20543

June 4,

Mor ton

Dear John,
I agree.

Sincerely,

foud

Justice Stevens

Copies to the Conference

1984
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Supreme Qourt of the Binited Stites
ok BY [thlF»a i
R T
ST MARSHALL

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE BYRON R. WHITE

'“ .m-s ~]:14 June 5, 1984

Re: 83-916 - United States v. Morton

Dear John,
Please join me.

Sincerely yours,

Justice Stevens
Copies to the Conference
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@ Supreme Qonrt of the Huited States
- Washington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE THURGOOD MARSHALL June l 1984
r

Re: ©No. 83-916 - United States V. Morton

Dear John:
Please join me.

Sincerely,

Fm -

T.M.

Justice Stevens

cc: The Conference
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aj 5mnmu@muhﬁﬂpymuh§mbs
Waslington, B. §. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HARRY A, BLACKMUN

sypn R
.&ssr ICE r’ms’ ALL
W N6 A9

Re: No. 83-916, United States v. Morton

Dear John:
Please join me.

Sincerely,

va'(

—

Justice Stevens

cc: The Conference

June 6,

1984
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Supreme Qonrt of the Mnited Stuates
\ Washington, B. €. 20843

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE LEWIS F. POWELL,JR.

June 1, 1984

83-~916 United States v. Morton

Dear John:
Please join me.

Sincerely,
Justice Stevens

lfp/ss

cc: The Conference
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Supreme Gonrt of the Bnited Stutes
Waslington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF .
JUSTICE WILLIAM H. REHNQUIST

June 1, 1984

Re: No. 83-916 United States v. Morton

Dear John:

Please join me.

Sincerely, VSVJ

Justice Stevens

cc: The Conference
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To: The Chief Justice

Justice Brennan

 Justice White -

Justice Marshall
Justice Blackmun
Justice Powell
Justice Rehnquist
Justice O’Connor

From: Justice Stevens

Circulated: ____ MAY 3119

Recirculated:

1st DRAFT
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 83-916

UNITED STATES, PETITIONER v.
ALLAN WAYNE MORTON

ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT

[June ——, 1984]

JUSTICE STEVENS delivered the opinion of the Court.

The question presented is whether the United States is lia-
ble for sums withheld from the pay of one of its employees
because it complied with a direction to withhold those sums
contained in a a writ of garnishment issued by a court without
personal jurisdiction over the employee.

On December 27, 1976, respondent, a Colonel in the United
States Air Force, was stationed at Elmendorf Air Force Base
in Alaska. Onthat date Elmendorf’s Finance Office received
by certified mail a writ of garnishment, accompanied by a
copy of a judgment against respondent that had been issued
by the Circuit Court for the Tenth Judicial Circuit of Ala-
bama in a divorce proceeding. The writ, which was in the
regular form used in Alabama, directed the Air Force to
withhold $4,100 of respondent’s pay to satisfy sums due
under the judgment “for alimony and child support.” The
Finance Office promptly notified respondent that it had re-
ceived the writ. On advice from an Air Force attorney, re-
spondent told the Finance Office that the state court’s order
was void because the Alabama court had no jurisdiction over
him. Nevertheless, the Finance Officer honored the writ
and paid $4,100 to the Clerk of the Alabama court, deducting
that amount from respondent’s pay. Subsequently addi-
tional writs of garnishment were served on the Air Force
with similar results. ‘

ssau8u0) Jo A1eaqu ‘UOISIAIQ JALIISNUEIA 343 JO SUOHII[0D) Y} WOy paanpoaday




To: The Chief Justice
Justice Brennan

" Justice White
RECEIVED Justice Marshall
SUPREME COURT, S Justice Blackmun
JUSTICE maagupay Justice Powell
J ust@ce _R,ehnquist
B N -4l CHANGES THROUGHOUT. Justice O'Gonnor
SEE PAGES: . /3 From: Justice Stevens
Circulated:
JUN 41
. Recirculated:
2nd DRAFT
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
No. 83-916

UNITED STATES, PETITIONER v.
ALLAN WAYNE MORTON

ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT

[June ——, 1984]

JUSTICE STEVENS delivered the opinion of ﬁhe Court.

The question presented is whether the United States is lia-
ble for sums withheld from the pay of one of its employees
because it complied with a direction to withhold those sums
contained in a a writ of garnishment issued by a court without
personal jurisdiction over the employee.

On December 27, 1976, respondent, a Colonel in the United
States Air Force, was stationed at Elmendorf Air Force Base
in Alaska. Onthat date Elmendorf’s Finance Office received
by certified mail a writ of garnishment, accompanied by a
copy of a judgment against respondent that had been issued
by the Circuit Court for the Tenth Judicial Circuit of Ala-
bama in a divorce proceeding. The writ, which was in the
regular form used in Alabama, directed the Air Force to
withhold $4,100 of respondent’s pay to satisfy sums due
under the judgment “for alimony and child support.” The
Finance Office promptly notified respondent that it had re-
ceived the writ. On advice from an Air Force attorney, re-
spondent told the Finance Office that the state court’s order
was void because the Alabama court had no jurisdiction over
him. Nevertheless, the Finance Officer honored the writ
and paid $4,100 to the Clerk of the Alabama court, deducting
that amount from respondent’s pay. Subsequently addi-
tional writs of garnishment were served on the Air Force
with similar results.
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To: The Chief Justice
" Justice Brennan

Justice White
REC ElVED Justice Marshall
Gy SUPREM 99 F’ U.S. Justice Blackmun
REFN LY » TIC """ ;‘ 1!.. Justlce Poweu

Justice Rehnquist

'34 m _7 A9 30 Justice O’Connor
From: Justice Stevens

Circulated:

> -thﬂw

2nd DRAFT

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 83-916

UNITED STATES, PETITIONER v.

ALLAN WAYNE MORTON

ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT

[June —, 1984]

JUSTICE STEVENS delivered the opinion of the Court.

The question presented is whether the United States is lia-
ble for sums withheld from the pay of one of its employees
because it complied with a direction to withhold those sums
contained in a writ of garnishment issued by a court without
personal jurisdiction over the employee.

On December 27, 1976, respondent, a Colonel in the United
States Air Force, was stationed at Elmendorf Air Force Base

in Alaska.

ceived the writ.

On that date Elmendorf’s Finance Office received
by certified mail a writ of garnishment, accompanied by a
copy of a judgment against respondent that had been issued
by the Circuit Court for the Tenth Judicial Circuit of Ala-
bama in a divorce proceeding. The writ, which was in the
regular form used in Alabama, directed the Air Force to
withhold $4,100 of respondent’s pay to satisfy sums due
under the judgment “for alimony and child support.” The
Finance Office promptly notified respondent that it had re-

On advice from an Air Force attorney, re-

spondent told the Finance Office that the state court’s order
was void because the Alabama court had no jurisdiction over
him. Nevertheless, the Finance Officer honored the writ
and paid $4,100 to the Clerk of the Alabama court, deducting
that amount from respondent’s pay. Subsequently addi-
tional writs of garnishment were served on the Air Force
with similar results.
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ﬂ/ Supreme Gonst of the Bnited States
Waslhington, B. §. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE SANDRA DAY O’CONNOR

June 1, 1984

Re: No. 83-916 United States v. Morton

Dear John,
Please join me.

Sincerely,

Soomfrar

Justice Stevens

Copies to the Conference
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