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Yo 1nto COurt through the unacrsign 4 lrag intal W

Dietrict Attorney comes the State of l;oniuiana for th. parpoa

. of ﬂ.ung the GStata's cpboaition to r.’otion to Quea‘n the su)po

of the Orleens Parioh Grand a'ury sorved uzon Ercclol I‘g.:-nt:.
Rogio L. I\cnnedy. of tho Pedexal Dureozu of Inveatiqutlon ond
ana ommcxs as tolloua: o | 4
Sho State donfcs that the Departmont of :matica cx¢
Mo, 324- has the effect of 1cw in tho ‘instont eazo &nd furt! .v
' dcnies that th'- Isttornay dencml. of tho Unitcd Gta’ccs ic _
emwvcxed to pzo'u_bit ‘the ‘prozuction or disclcsure of eny inid
mation puzauant to Deportuent of Justics Crdor I'o. 327~ ..»4 or
S5 U.8.C. 22 creant ingozmation which is privileged. Tho coleo}
perogat'!ve GL d_stemining whether lnfon:ation ia prlv:llcr.;ed b 4

with the Judicicry. Goe tm:!.tnd !'n‘ns Ve Poynoldy 345 U 3., 1§

‘19)3). . t-'{-xuu T3, c-‘“i{-OLE_i“ﬁ C"‘"“""'an 294 P-‘-d C-)a Fi&.th \

(1961), Gizncona v, Johnaon 335 P.2a ‘Scventh Cir. (1963) .
‘ .‘ ) II. . L. ' .
hgant Regls xoxmody'o nubpoy\! for po:ooaai tootlt:c

»

13:4404’9". marvesrty uouoa ptomzcc. \ouh*ml :nnuu:um N

suthotity, the nature and eubotanco of tha qncat.lo’\a to ba pr

pounded to Agent Kennedy., The scopo bud cubjcct rattor ot th

Grand Jury inquiry comnot be llnltca by rar«.n:eph 2 of tbc

Hotloa to Quash,




Paxagr:mh 1 of Article 3 of the I»tien to Quash are truo and iy
- m:o relevent. o A

Oxdlorx 1o, 324-54 hes ths offcc’c of 1oz in the lnntcnt 'casa cnd
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III.

1. ""10 Etote denies that tho f...cta all.cgcd i.n cuke

sta..e furthor denico thot the allcgations of fuct in e\.b-Parc:;-

2. Tho State denics that tha Department of Justice

furehcz d"nien that tha bhttozroy C"ne:al o2 tho t:nieoa Ctotea §

cnnovercd to prohibit the pxccaﬂt!.on oxr dicclooure of any Lm.c,

motion purcusnt to Dopariémont of Juotica_o:der o, 324-C3 c.:

5 U.S.C. 22 cooont Snformation vhich io privilezad. ‘m: cole
l

perogative 62 &stemining whothor 1mozmat£cn io prf.v.'a.lc:*& t <k

wvith ¢the J\:ﬂiciary. Bca U, 8. v. Pryroldg 3% 345 U.0. 1 ‘1 .

11-7--11.’3, va, Canieal plah Comoony, 294 L. 2a €39 pisth cir. (197

Gionnnny v, dehnaon 335 p.2d 372 gaventh cir, (1c34) .

3. [:oim f.a.sta ding (:b.c foot thot en fnstructicn e
the nttorx*cy C:,\nozol puzcu.nt to c::dox 170, 324=C4 could mot €S
tha informatica to bo pzivnc,cc.P nc:mcx:c fn tha xccvra in ¢heog

of o cpocific inatzuction frea the m.toxrey Cenn"al ¢o r.,,u...

rﬂi‘s'ncdy oxrlaoxing h'ia' not to give oay testinony bafoze t!:o ozle

porich Cxond .'mry in response to this part&culvr ox.hvscaa.

e{vhich dcololion 1o a Judicisl decislon dlone = £oo a*ticlo p |

Y

of ptato pnowor)

IV,

Articla 4 of the Ibtion o Quuoh thul:éb £ t.:xc"ut.

Y.
The Crend Jury stbpoera fox 23ent Regin Rcu:ic;‘;y ehoy

not be quashed for the following reaconss .




‘," ' 1. zﬂnurr-n I'F."..‘ (\ ar—\—‘o---p ‘M’"“\Tﬁ :

~. o

s

"ﬁo l\Ltorncy Gmexal e£ c.m m&t,.d u':'.‘.LCB ocaa ro

. have tha powor throagh a Der:a.. 'cn..:‘ 1 P;:r':.lat:io*x

placs subordinubcs ‘baycna tho rcach o2 lf.:czzl pxoc

ccc Gir-'ac'ma v. .Tﬂ‘\'\"o'x 335 Fe 2d 372 (1‘354).

2, JUDICIAL D"‘T":TZSI"'\TIC“I OoF P'II‘JII"""{

5 U.S.C. 22 cannot ba ccnst::uaﬂ to csbabush

auu:ority in tha E:mkiva mpattw‘nta t:o deta*u
_whather cerl:ai.n pnpars and xocozds ora pJviloged

Ite fuaction is o mminh tha D.na':ztzcats with

housa keeping au’-"o::.*.t.y. It cannok baz ths .Tcilic

¢atoroinatica of the Guastion of 8§ ivlicja' ox
d and that (::19 D“O.detiﬁ'\ cf o*’;‘.onc: fornd rot.
pxi.vilc:aq.. a5 vltinats Zoterminaticn of th:3.

- P

privilcge £es id.ns \15.!'.'4 t.ha Couxis, ';‘:.a'to::zc-:sf.—

b&li.ty £cr ooz idSr:; t.w c:‘ tica o2 r::..vi...,_,

propesly 14co in ca i"",aruia.l in.::.:aiat-:.‘:.’:.’;;ﬁ: |

|~ ol fn tho pazty c,ai.ning o I"«‘ 31cz3 ead £

. -
) n p:u:l,y li.bir::.'n.. 8ca PLbaSaz v, TS T

Q*“*"*'wg 199 P, C:":). ca2 ':51). Caa t‘«"-—'l a»=’

4. T~matds 345 US. L QA0 43).

3. r”“'\'*'%?'“LO‘LY"'“"“""“‘L(’L!"’"’“"‘3

.,,..nt. t:oanc:.‘y'o ‘wotica La pxc:mt..axa ca ho has o

L3sn 02%dd sy c-:.ast.i..na L;s.a which ha can eocos|

poivileye ad thie i she thitad Gtab.o cv;a
Court Bn Ahe INLe: ) praeany v r*--m'“'a 343 U.B.

Q133), saslesdssd & sinilar eativa ;wxy;,;»g’

vith that of the privilesa nan!,n.t‘ch.-lnéﬂnl
ticn wharein ths courx; !..qnlx..o lnto L‘.b \'audlt,

of tha nasoruon o£ !:ho pslv.ucgo g ‘\ tn:) t‘m.ci |




“.-,,- c

@ qucstions pro"oun'..r-*d t@.:e uitnesa. %

provcr p.o\.cduto would bo ror (. @ uit‘zesa. _
Regio l’ennedy. to bp’)cm.’ bcfo'e the Crnnd _
Jury ond,’ uhen_and i1£ hc is osked qucst'ic-m:“

. '_ - upon.which he dsserts the privilego, ;that the

witncos be br'ought before this Couxt to a{;te:-v

mine vhethex tho privilege con valmly b,’

ansexted to the perticalar Queotion. Thia

- procedure wag held to be the requiie ~nt of

the Reyrolds case in Pitchor v, finitod Stafé.reg_

P X AN rmx, 199 P.Supp. €52 (1951),
- -:’ . VIERDICRE, the Stato proye thot for the tdazonu ebove
cited, that the Ition to Quash be dcnied,
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