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Unitoed Sioates.

o g
, Board of Dirpctors of Inlarnationzel Loagu:n For tho
3 0f Fan (privetle organizaticn haviae Dn“u_t;tivc stotus

«3 R T ey b . .
the Unitzd MNations).

A. Specizal missicn Lo Hortharn ireland in spris
1972 -tc investigate "Bloody Sunday® incident _~—
published report "Justica D2nied A Challenge Lo
Lord Viidgery's “aoo-t on Elcody Sunday.™

® . ' : : .

B. Special mission to Sov1°t Union, summer of l°72
to investigate condition of activisits and to
make contact with members of Human Rights
Committee of Moscow.

- I
. - Member, Board of Covernors, Hebzat Un-ve raity, Jerusalemn. ,
- - Récipient, Earl Warren Hcﬂal for Ethics & Human Re l_:lons, Univ. o JU
Publications (Partial Listing)
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Assoclate in the fira of Folz, Bard, Kamsler, Cocdis &
Greenfield, Philadelphia .

Assistont Public Defender, Defender Assoclailoa of
Philadelphia :

Assistant District Attorney, Philadelphla

Chief Assistant Dicirict Attorney, Philadelphia
Assistant Director, Presideni's Comnission on law
Enforcement and the Aduinistzation of Justice (D.rﬂc.a‘,
Orgenized Crime Task Force)

Aszistant Atitorney General, Commonwealth of Massachusetts
Chief, Criminzl Division and D;rector, Organizod
Cr_me Section

?

.scistance Adm;nis~ ation,

hAdministrztor, 127 ?nro:ceren» i
United Siates Depariment of Jusiice

President, Police Foundztlon, ¥ashington, D.C.

Fellow, Institute of Politics, Jcha F. Kennedy School cf
Covernment, Harvard Univers ty, Caabridge, liassachuset

Visitirng Professor, B*an_els Univeristy

Consuliant, Senate Select Conmittne on Presidential -
Campaign Actlvlities

Criminal Justice Consultant
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~ President, Crinmlral Justice Associztes, Imc., Too
in Legal Studles, Brandels Unlverzsity.
Comnentator, WCRH-TY hews, Cl'ﬁb*‘dga, Mzssachuselts




Duight MNorros llgh School, Lnrlewnod, low Jors?
YVesleyan University, Hiddletesn, Conna2cticzul, AL BElshoTy
1952 ‘

Columbia University Law School, Tew Yori: City, LL.B., 1955
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ORGANIZATIONS:

Anerican Bar Assocclation: Chairnan, Organiczed Crine
Cosmittee, Crizminzl Lew Section, 1971-1972.

lember Advisory Comzittee cn the Police Functlon, American

. Par Association Project on Siandarés for Crimiral
' Justice. :

Menber Specizl Commitice on C-lne Prevention ard Control.

Pni Delia Pni Leg2al Fraternlity

}lember, rassachusetts Organizsd Crime Conirol Council
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PERSCNaA

¢

Born January 24, 1931, Jersey City, liew Jersey
Married. Two Childxrsn
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° THIS AGREZMENT made and entered into this -~ day of

May, 1975 by and between Robert P. Kane, Attorney Generzl of the

Commonwealth of Pennsylvaniza, as Chairman of the Governor's , )

¢ Justice Commission and as Head of the‘Departaent of Justice (ﬁere-
inafrer called Attorney Geheral) and Saﬁuel Dash, an individual
PY (hereinafter'called Investigator):
WITNESSETH: - .
WHEREAS, avSpeciai'Pfdsecﬁﬁor was appointed in 1974 by
° 4Attorney General's predecéssor'for.the pﬁ:pose of investigating
crime and corruption-in the City.of Philadelphia; and
L WHEREAS, Attbrney General is desirous that the Deriformance
of the Special Prcsecutor’S-Office during the ensuing two years
o be thoroughly evaluated; and
ZWHEREAS,IInvestigétor.is uniguely qualified to conduct
such an eﬁalugtion and has agreed to do so.
¢ NOW, THEREFURE, in consideration of tne facts énd méttars
hereinabove recited and of the covenants and conditions hereinzfrer
® set forth, the par;??S.PEIECO, intending to be legally bound,
hereby agree as follows: h
1. Invéstigator,will conduct_én evalﬁatioﬁ of tﬁe Office
o .

of Special Prosecutor employing the methods and personnel described
in the proposal submitted by Investigator to Attorney General dated

April 28, 1976, which proposzl is attached herecto and incorcorated

aerein by reference.
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¢ November 15, 1976.

3. Attorney Cenerzl will pay Investigator for hi;

® services and e: peﬂses pursuant to this Agreement and those of
his agents, consultants and employees, the sua of $55,956.00,

payable as follows:

* $11 000. 00 ‘on or about June 1, 1976.

$1l,000.00 on or about the first days of
o July, August, September and October, 1976.
- $956 .00 upen receipt of Investigator's
N - Evaluation Reporr on or about November 15,
1976.

e 4. 1In the event that Investigator should determine at
‘any'time after the cocmmencement of performance under this Agree-

° 1nent'that larger progress payments are requiredvto enable him to
flnance the performance hereunde , Attorney General agrees to
5aa3use the payment schedu’e accord nglv, provided that in no event

6»_ shall the total payments hereunder exceed the contract_price of
$55,956.00.

P 5. Attorney General will cooperate with Investigator by
making available to him any personnel and records of the Common-
ueaith who or whichican provide informa:ion.necessary or relevant

o
to the evaluation.

6. Investigator agrees to comply with the Commonwealch

Q' Non-Discriminacion Clause, attached hereto and incorporated hersin
v referance. |

®




Jitness:

wg-f% ZvZALA_—” | (STAL)

C—'-Eé‘@w EChAiL_

Approved as to form and
legalicty

Rooert P. Kane

Attorney General as Chairman of
. the Governor's Justlce Ccmmission
and Head of-the Department of -

Justice
“ - .
/ / . ,.». ) ..' .-, e, } . . . P
/'_.- L - . H /.' z '. P . - .. (s": ,31 )

f,/”’SamLel Dash

XL/M_M

Depﬁ;y Attorney General -

(1. hereby certify that funds in

the amount of $§55,956.00 are
availzable under Appropriation
01-11-14-75-1-01-02-109-10019 -

(FY 76) Ol;ll;lé-?6-1-01-02-109-10019)
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF PHILADELPHIA COUNTY

Criminal Trial Division

JULY TERM, 1974 .

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

v. :  INDICTMENTS NOS.  879-881
-~ ' 1923-1925
JAMES MALLOY . 1928-1530

'FRED IANNARELLI | |
LEONARD GNIEWEK a/k/a BEBO NOVEMBER TERM, 1974

- INDICTMENTS NOS. 1935-1937

COMMONWEALTH'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANTS'
MOTIONS TO DISMISS INDICTMENTS UNDER RULE 1100

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, by Walter M. Phillips, Jr.
Deputy Attorney General, Mark J. Biros and Nancy J. Mcore, Assis-
tant Attorneyé General, in response to the above-named defendantg
motions to dismiss the indictments under Rule 1100(f), Pa. R. Cri
P., respectfully represents: -

APPLICATION OF DEFENDANT JANNARELLI

l.-4. Admitted.

5. Denied. The defendant Iannérelii was indicted on Novem-
ber 29, 1974 by the Novembér Term, 1974, Regular Grangd Jury of
Philadelphia County not the November Investigating Grand Jury.

6. Admitted. )

7. Denied. The period froem the date of the Presentment un-~
til the date this case was set for triél,_to wit, February 5, 197¢
is less than hineﬁeen (19) months. |

8.-9. Denigd, for reasons set forth in paragrapns 1 through

42 of New Matter.

APPLICATION OF DEFENDANT GNIZWEX

1. 2Acémis
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ments No. ' 882-884. The Commonwealth upon order of Judge Kubactk
elected not to proceed on these indictments end is prepared‘to ¢
to trial.on July Term, 1974, Indictments No. 1928-1930, which
indictments were obtained on July 31, 1974, based upon the pre-
‘Sentment of the January Term; 1974,‘Special Investigating Grand
Jury issued on July 12, .1974; The Commonwealth denies any implij
cation that the period within which to commence trial on Indict-~
|| ments No. 1928-1930 commenced on June 21, 1974.
| 3. The Commonwealth_admits the defendant has not been trie!
on Indictments No. 1928-1930 of the July Term, 1974; but denies
any implication that it has not complied with Rule 1100, Pa. R.
Crim. P. |

4. Denied, for reasons set forth in paragraphs 1 through 4*
of New Matter.

APPLICATION OF DEFBNDANT MALLOY*

1. Denied. The Commonwealth has at all times proceeded
with due dlllgence in attemptlng to bring this matte* to trlal

2. Denied. The time within which this case was to be tried
was tolled because the Commonwealth flled a2 motion to extend time
within which to commence trial on January 30, 1976.

3.-4 Denied, for reasons set forth in Paragraphs l'through
42 of New Matter.

5. Denied. The February 2, 197s, dete was agreed to by all
counsel during the fall of 1875. (6ther reasons why this case was

not brought to trial Prior to February 2, 1976, are set out in the

New Matter, infra).

* Although this Application was denied oy Judge Xubacki on
Februarv 3, 1976, counsel for Mallov renswsd she maaiov AL T

. A - . -




l. On May 15, 1974, the Honorable D. Donald Jamieson,
Presxdent Judge of the Court of Common Pleas of Phlladelph’a Cov
ty, designated the Honorable Levy Anderson as the judge to nres-
over all cases brought by the Office of the Special Prosecutor.

2. On July 12, 1974, the January 1874, Investlgatlng Grand
Jury issued 2 presentment. recommending the indictment of +he de-]
fendants James Malloy, Leonard Gniewek, and Fred Iannarelll.

3. on July 31, 1974, the July Grand Jury returned indict-
ments charglng the defendants as follows- _

a. Nos. 1923- 1925—char§iﬁ§‘James Malloy with Bribery
Obstruction of the Administratien of Law, and Conspiracy.

b. Nos. 1928-1930 charging Leonard Gniewek with Brib-

ery, Obstruction of the Administration of Law, and Solicitation.

€. Nos. 1926, 1927, and 2132 charglng Fred Iannarellz

with Brlbery, Solicitation, and Conspiracy.

4. During most of the month of August, 1974, Judge Anderscn
was on vacation and was unavailable to counsel.

S. At the end of August, 1974, Judge Anderson disqualified

himself from hearing these cases.

6. On August 28 and September 12, 1974, President Judge

Jamieson designated the Honorable Stanley L. Kubacki to hear thes:

cases.

LY

7. On or about September 18, 1974, Judge Kubacki notified
Anthony D. Pirille, Jr., counsel for James Malloy, and Nicholas

Clemente, counsel for Leonarad Gniewek, that Pre-trial motions

were to be filed on dctober l, 1974, and arguments would be heard

on Octcber 15, 1974.

8. On September 23, 1974, by order of Judge Kubacki, Fred

lannarelli appeared in cour: represented by Richerd G. DR:11




“denied the pre-trial applications of Malloy and Gniewek.

'Esq., and was arraigned. At that time the Court ordered all p:

trial motions be filed by october 1, 1974,
1974

and set October 15,

+ @s the date for argument on these motions. -

9. On October 15, r974, the Court heargd argument on the p

trlal applications of Malloy and Gnlewek

10. On October 15, 1974, although the Commonwealth was pre

pared to proceed, the Court continued the hearing on the pre-

appllcatlons of Iannarell;.

1l. On October 31, 1974, ~the Court was prepared to hear, a:

the Commonwealth was prepared to Present, oral argument on all g

trial motions. at that time, Richarg Phillips, Esg., counsel £

the defendant Iannarelll challenged the validity of the super-
session of the District Attorney by the Attorney General based

upon the recently dec1ded case of Frame V. Sutherland, Pa.

’ _A.24d (10/25/74).

The Court then POsStponed consi.

eration of all motions in the Iannarelli case until after the

- On November 7, 1974, the Ccmmon-
wealth filed its brlef on all pre-trlal matters in the Iannarellj

case. On November 15, 1974,

filing of briefs on this issue.

the Court heard oral argument on all
Pre-trial motions. .

12. On November 18, 1874, the Court ordered the indictments

against Fred Iannarelli quashed. On that same date the Court

13. On November 18, 1974, Judge Kubacki notified Mr. Pirijiq

and Mr. Clemente that the cases oflMalloy and Gniewek were listed.

for trial on January 2, 197s5.

14.  On November 29, 1974, after giving appropriate notice

the Commonwealth cbtained Indictments 1835-1937

+ NOvember merm
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T TTes e --ey cus LOWIONWEALTA f2led an apolici
tion to join the case against‘Fred Iannarelli with the cases of
Leonard Gniewek and James Malloy.

16. Paragraph 7. of the application for joinéer incorporat
in paragraph 15 above notified counsel for FPred Iannarelli that
the cases with which his case was sought to be jolned was listed
for trial on January 2, 197s5.

17. On December 30, 1974, the Court granted the Commonweal
application for joinder.

18. On January 2, 1975, all defense counsel requested a coj
tinuance on the grounds that they wished to file new motions in
light of P.L. e+ Act No. 327, Act of December 27, 19574, also
known as the Anti-Eavesdropping Law. This Act had been passed by,
the Legislature on November 20, 1974, and was signed by the
Governor on December 27, 1974.

19. Counsel for Iannarelli alsc requested a coﬁtinuance on
the grounds that he had only two days notice in advance of trial
and he had not.had~adequate time to prepare. Counsel stated that
one of the things he had yet to do was listen to the tapes which
the Commonwealth had in its Possession. Ccunsel made these repre:
sentations hotwithstanding his awareness from December 4, 1974,
that if Iannarelli's case was joined with those of Gniewek and
Malloy he would have to be ready for trial eon January 2, 197s.
This representatlon was made notwithstanding counsel' S awareness
that the 180 days in whlch the case had to be brought to trizal
pursuant to ehe mandate of Rule 1100, Pa. R. Crim. P., would ex-
pire on January 8, 1975. Counsel's representation that he had not
yet had the opportunity to listen to the Commonwealth's tapes wzs

made'notwithstandin the fact tha+ all counsel were notifiazs bhe
g
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o -s--- - —v..._liuafiCE Gn tae grounds that he was attached for
trial before the Honorable John B. Hannum;Aof the-Uni*ed State
Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania on Janua*y 6, 1
and ‘the trial of thls matter would conflict with that -attachme
Counsel made these Teépresentations despite . the fact that his
attachment in federal court occurred Several weeks after his n
ification by Judge Kubackl that Malloy S case was listed for +
on January 2, 1975 ~and desplte the fact Mr Pirillo had not pi
sonally handled any part of the federal case until that time a1
had permitted his associate, Salvatore Cucinotta, to handle +he
federal litigation.
. 21. The Commonwealth was ready for trial on January 2, 1¢
and opposed. the continuance.
22, On January 2, 1975, the Court continued these cases
'untll February 3, 1975.

23, Malloy, Gnlewek and Iannarelli personally waived the

180 day rule until the next listing in an on the record colloguj

24. On January 2, 1975, after the centinuance had been gr:
ted counsel for the Commonwealth learned that one of its witnes:
would be unavailable during the week of February 3, 197s. Couns
immediaﬁely notified the Court of this pProblem. On January §,
1975, the request to extend the- time w;thln which to oommence ’
trial made by the Commonwealth because one of its essential wit-
nesses was unavailable was denied.

25. On January 20, 1975, a hearing was held before Judce
Kubacki on the Commonwealth's renewed application for a cne week
continuance and extension of the 180 day rule due to the unavzil-

ability of an essential Commonwealth witness. Dre to the absenced

t

of two of the threse defense counsel, Judge Xubacki announced thaig

na ol ol et R T S
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Kubacki granted the C?mmcnwealth's Motion and continued the ¢
until February 10, 1975;

26. On or‘about;February 6, 1975, a continuance was graj
until Aa*ch 24, 1975 at the request of defense counsel and ¢
defendant waived his rlghts under Rule 1100, Pa. R. Crim. P.
date set for trial was March 24, 197s. |

27. On March 24, 1975, trial was continued until further
notice at the request of defense counsel, to await a decision

Gwinn v. Rane, a case which sought, unsuccessfully, to challen

the existence of the Offlce of the Special pr Osecutor. 2all ge
ants walved the 180 day rule of the record. |

28.. On or about June 4, 1975, a ccnference was held with
counsel, Judge Kuback1 and Judge Bonav1tacola. At the request

defense counsel trial was continued until October 1, 1975, bec:

counsel. Counsel for Iannarelli was scheduled to be in Sau Fra
cisco on the date set for trial; counsel for derendant Malloy W)

to begin the trial of Commonwealth v. Lupica; and, counsel for

fendant Gniewek was unable to locate his client.

29. On June 23, 1975, a hearing was held during which che
defendants waived their rlghts under -the 180 day rule untll Octx
ber 1, 197s. h

30. On or 'about September 25, 1975, Mr. Phillips, counsel
for Iannarelli, contacted Judge Rubacki and informed him that
after consultation with all counsel, it was agreed thev would
.appear before Judge Kubacki on September 26, 1975 and reguest a
continuance. Mr. Phillips explained that Mr. Pirille was on tri

and could not be ready on October 1, 1975; and, tha: he was leav

ing that weekend for Las Vegas to represent another client in
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no defense counsel appeared; Judge Kubacki continued the date
the trial to November 1, 1975 because the defense was unavailab
and not prepared to go forward.

3l. Because November 1, 1975, was a Saturday,.thé case was
listed for trial on Noﬁember 3, 1975,

32. On November 3;.1975, Judge Kubacki continued the case
until November 24 1975, because Mr. Phillips, counsel for defen
ant Iannarelll, did ‘not appear; and Mr. Pirillo, counsel for de

fendant Malloy, was still involved in trial of Commonwealth v.

Hallman. The Commonweélﬁh was prepared to go forward on that aa
(In a telephone conversation later that day Mr. Phillips informe!
Assistant Attorney General Nancy J. Moore that the reason he éiag
not appear at the time set for trial is that he assumed that

Judge Rubacki was still presiding over the case of Commonwealth

v. Josenh Brocco et. al. and could not go forward with this casel
| The Brocco case was resolved on November 1, 1975, and Judge

Kubacki was in fact available on November 3, as scheduled) .

33. On or about November 24, 1975, counsel for defendants
Malloy and Iannarelli appeared at a conference set by Judge
Kubacki. (Counsel for defendant Gniewek was notified of the con-
ference, but failed to appear.) At that time Judge Kubacki noti-

fied counsel that because counsel for defendant Malloy was still

involved in the trial of Commonwealth v. Hallman, the instant cas.
woﬁld be continued until the resolution of that trial. Counsel
for defendant Iannérelli objected to any continuance; however,

Judge Rubacki stated that the three defendants would be tried to-
gether. Counsel for defendant Malloy reguested = continvance un-

til January 3, 1976. At that time counsel for cefendant Iznnare:)]
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would request a continuance until at least February 2, 1976.
Counsel for defendant Malloy agreed, and counsel for defendant
Iaﬁnareili,-efter consulting by telephone with his client, waiv
all rights under the 180 day rule from November 24, 1975, until
Februery 2, 1576 (without prejudice to any claims he might have
under that rule prlor to November 24, 1975).

34. On or about December 1, 1975, counsei for defendant
Gniewek appeared before Judge Kubackl and was lnformed of the pz
ceed;ngs of November 24. At that time, counsel for defendant
Gnlewek_adopted the identical position as counsel for defendant
Iannarelli, i.e., he objected to any .continuance, but agreed to
waive all rlghts under the 180 day rule from November 24, 1875,
to February 2, 1976, without prejudice to anyv claim arisinc ther
from prior to November 24, 1975. Counsel further stated that del
fendant Gniewek had agreed to such waiver and that counsel objec
to having Gniewek éppear personally before Judge Kubacki at that
‘time. 4
35. On January 26, 1976, Juége Kubacki began trial of Com-

monwealth v. Kamarauskas which was scheduled to terminate on or

about January 30, 197s.

36. On January 29th and 3OPh, 1976, Judge Kubacki was i11

and no proceedings were held in the ttiél of Commonwealth v.

Kamarauskas. It was anticipated that trial in that matter would

terminate on February 3, 197s6.
37. On january 30, 1976, the Commonwealth, although prepare
to proceed on February 2, 1976, filed a Motion to ﬁxtend Time

Within Which to Commence Trial until immediately after trial of

Commonwealth v. Xamarauskas. A hearing was set for Februarv 3,

1976, before Judge Savit:. Al

}—

cefanse counsal Wers ncoctifis? o<
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‘of the unavailability.pf a2 Commonwealth witness.

on February 3, 1976, because he had been specially assigned to
hear pre-trial motions in this case. Mr. Phillips indicated he
could not be there but would séndisomeone; Mr. Clemente saié he
would be there at 11:00 A.M.

39. -On February 3, 1976, Mr. Clemente'dia not appear and M
Phillips neither.appeared-nof.sent Someone to represent defendan
Iannarelli. Mr. Tumini, an associate of Mr. Plrlllo s appeared

representlng Mr. Malloy.

40. all counsel hav1ng been notified of the hearing and tw

of the three failing to appear, Judge Rubacki granted the Common.

wealth's motion and set February 5, 1976 as the date to commence

trial.

41. The.delays in bringing this case to trial have not beery

the fault of the Commonwealth with the exception of a one week

continuance from February 3, 1875 to February 10, ‘1975, because

42. The Commonwealth has proceeded in +this matter with due

diligence.

WHEREFORE, the Commonwealth reguests this Honorable Cour: to

deny the defendants' Motions to Dismiss the Indictments.

Respectfully submitted,

WALTER M. PHILLIPS, JR.
Deputy Attorney General

BY:
MARK J. BIROS
Assistant Ast cOrney General




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:

SS
COUNTY OF PHILADELPHTIA

AFFIDAVIT

'MARK J. BIROS and NANCY J. MOORE being duly sworn according
to law, deposes ang says that they are Assistant Attorneys Gener
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and that the facts containd
in the foregoing answer are true and correct to the best of thei

— -

knowledge, information and belief.

ﬁ/lfuv%@_—;-

J BIROS
Ass;stant Autcrney Generzal

- . P
- q i
4;’(.;’.’4"7: i //1'{ Lovi o,
NANCY J. MOORE
Assistant Attorney General

Sworn to and Subscribed
before me this 9th day
of February, 197s.

Doy L Y
(ol zma f
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AMPSOGLIX o

OFFICE OF SPECIAL PROSECUTOR - RECORD. 4/1/74 TO Er<eMasy 1,

GRAND JURY PRESENTMENTS: ' ‘ 29
INDIVIDUALS INDICTED: o _ - 35
CONVICTIONS: e}
Perjury: _ . 4
Substantive Crimes: 5
On Appeal:
GUILTY PLEAS: : ‘ 13
Pefjurs': ' 2
Substantive Crimes: . 1
ACQUITTALS: 9
NOLLE PROSS AND DISMISSALS: 6
" AWAITING TRIAL: | | - 18
. L.evinson cases: 9
Interlocutory appeals: 5
4

Other:




‘Relevant Cases

I. Background-Grang Jury Investigations:
Case of'Lloxd and_CaEEgn;e;_, 3 Pa. L.J. R. (Clark) 188
(Phila. Q.8. 1845). ‘ : :
* Comm. ex rel Camelot Detective Agency v. Specter, 451 pa. 373,
_ 303 A.2d 203 (1973). _ ‘ o

Comm. v. Columbia Investment Corp., 457 Pa. 353, 325 a. 24 238
(1574y. T e

Shenker v. Harr, 332 Pa. 682, 2 A.2d 298 (1938). L

Smith v. Gallacher, 408 Pa. 551, 1gs A. 24 135 (1962).

II. Challenges to the Office of the Special Prosecuﬁor, Its
Funding and Grang Juries:

Comm: v. Levinson, Pa. Super. » 362 A. 2d 1080 (197s.

Gwinn v. Rane, 19 Pa. Cmwlth. 243, 339 a.24 838 (197s5),
aff'a Pa. r 348 A.24 900 (1975).

Ballman v. Phillips, 409 F. sSupp. 423 (E.D. Pa. 197¢).

In Re: Ihvestigation of Januarv 1974 Philadelphia County
Grand J » Petition of Custodian of Records, et al.,
458 Pa. 586, 328 A.2d 485 (1974).

In Re: November 1975 Special Invesﬁigating Grand Jury

Appeal of F. Emmett Fitzpatrick, = Pa. » 356 A. 28
759 (1976).
yers v. Xane,  Pa. cmwlth.  , 350 .04 909 (1976).

Packel ~. Mirarchi, 458 Pa. 602, 327 A.248 53 (1974).

Packel v. Takiff, 457 pa. 14, 321 A.24 649 (1974).

III. Challenges to Subpoenas and Immunity:
l. Subpoenas
In Re: january 1974 Special Investigating Grand Jurv,

Appeal of Augustine Salvitti, 238 pa. Super, 465, 357
A.24d 622 (1976).

In Re: Januvary 1974 Special Investigating Grand Jurv,
Appeal of Kenneth Shapiroc, 238 Pa. Super 428, 337 A. 24
633 (197s6). '




® In Re: January 1974 Special Investicating Grangd Jurv,
Appeal of Louis Vignola, 238 Ppa. Super, 488, 357 a.24 633
(1976). ' .
In Re: Janua 1974 Special Investi ating Gréndgggry,
. Appeal of Natale Carabello, 238 Pa. Super, 479, 357 aA. 24
@ 628 (1976). ' :
In Re: January 1974 Special Investigéting Grand Jury
- In the Matter of Tracey Services Co, 238, pa. Super,
476, 357 A.24 633 (1976). _
® 2. Immunity
In Re} Falbne, 231 Pa. Super., 388, 332 A.24 538 (1974);
reversed 464 Pa. 42, 346 a.2d 9 (1975). |
® In Re: LaRussa, 232 Pa. Super. 272, 332 A.24 553 (1974), reverse:
m 464 Pa. 86, 346 A. 24 32 (1975).
Lo In Re: Martorano, 231 Pa. Super., 395, 332 A. 24 534 (1974),
: Teversed 464 Pa. 66, 346 A.24 22 (1975).
@ and generally Comm. v. Brady, 24 Bucks 149, aff'd 228 pa. Super. :
323 A.2d 866 (1974). . :
IV. Office's Challenges of Counsel '
P In Re: January 1974 Special InvéStigating Grand Jury,
Re: Marvin Comisky and Jerome ‘Richer, Pa. Super.,
361 A.24 325 (197s).
Pirillo v. Takiff, 462 Pa. 523, 341 a.2d4 896 (1975), 4
aff'd on rehearing Pa., » 352 A.2d 11 (1975),
e cert. denied, 423 U.s. 1083, 965 s. ct. 873, 47 1. EQ4.
' 24 94 (1976).
!
- V. Statutes:
° Immunity, 19 P.s. §640.1-6.
Supersession by Attorney General,7l P.s. §297.
Electronic Surveillance, P.S. §
. 1)
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