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4 _The Supreme Court gave
sweeping endorsement yester-
iday to the investigative pow-
slers of congrfssmnal commit-
' tees, includin the right to ob-

tairr bank. rec(rds without ju-
ldicial interference. - -
'l Congressiond subpoena
|power is “an indispensable in-
|gredient of lawmaking,” Chief
Justice Warren E. Burger said
for five members of the court.
“The wisdom of congressxonal
approach or methodology is
not open to judicial veto.”

The five justices, part of an
8-to-1 majority that held the
committees immune from
court orders blocking subpoe-
nas, were joined by three jus-
tices who éxpressed less en-
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thusiasm for the wunbridled
power of Congress to demand

the records of private individ-
uals.

Over the lone dissent of Jus-
tice William O. Douglas, the
court said the committees™ im-
munity stems from the Consti-
tution’s “Speech or Debate”
clause, which provides that
members of Congress “shall
not be questioned in any other
place,” including the courts,
for legislative acts.
 Rejecting pleas on behalf of
an antiwar group called the
United = States Servicemen’'s
Fund, the court held that “the
power to investigate is inher-
ent in the power to make
laws” because Congress needs
information to legislate.”

The group argued that the
subpoenawas issued solely to

1nt1m1date political dissenters,
but.the court, following earlier
opxmonsbsald courts are not
to probe. the motives of legis-
lators.

“We reaffirm,” said Burger,
“that once it is determined
that members (of Congress)
are acting within the legiti
mate legislative sphere, the
Speech or Debate clause is an
absolute bar to interference.”

The decision did not disturb
high court rulings that have
sustained some refusals to tes-
tify or produce records for
congressional committees.
Those decisions, however, in-
volved direct defiance by indi-
vidual targets of investigation
while yesterday’'s ruling- in-
volved attempts to block a
third. party, in this case the
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bank, from complymg thh a
subpoena. .

Also left undlsturbed was a
1972 decision that a House
committee does not have un-
limited power to:defame pri-

‘vate individuals in its official]

reports.

‘Nevertheless, the court’s ap-
proval of committee investiga-
tive powers amounted to the
warmest support the congres-
sional bodies had received af.
ter many years of unsuccess-
ful litigation. P
The subpoena ‘in question
was issued -and then blocked
five years ago. “This case il-
lustrates vividly the harm that

mterference
cause,” Burger. said.. “A legis-
lative inquiry. has been frus-

- |trated for nearly five years.”

- Burger was:joined in full by
Justices Byron ‘R. White,
Harry A. Blackmun Lewis F,
Powell Jry.
Rehnquist. Concurring in the
judgment were Justices Thur-
good Marshall, Potter Stewart
and William J. Brennan Jr.

gued that “no official, no mat-
ter how high or majestic his
or her office, who is within

reach of-judicial process, may

invoke immunity for his ac-
tions “for'. which- wrongdoers
normally suffer.”

The concurring justices em-

mayxphasxzed Burgers statement;

and William H.

Justice Douglas’ dissent ar-|'

made in a footnote, that con-
gressional power “is' not un-
limited,” but none of the opin-
ions spelled out any specxfxc

limits...

The high court also
e Extended the Constitu-
tion’s ban on double jeopardy
to juvenile court proceedings
by ruling, 9 to 0, that a youth
who has been found delin.
quent in a juvenile proceeding
may not later be tried as an
adult for the same offense. .
sDisbarred former White,
House counsel John W. Dean|
IIT from practice before the
high coiirt on the basis of his
disbarment by the lower fed-
eral courts in Washington.



