Gale Primary Sources

The Making of Modern Law:

Landmark Reco
rds and Briefs o
U.S. Courts of Appeals, 1950-1 9f8t(=1e

DISCOVER PREVIOUSLY
INACCESSIBLE
THAT ADDRESS SIGNIFICANT HISTORICII-\(IJ.%ESI}JEgURT RELORES

Expanding the depth an

e ok o MO;em Ladwt?zeaand;h of exhaustive legal primary source materi

e aing of M Couectio.n o rrt;a.rk Rec.ords and Briefs of the U.S. Courtser;als' o 19501980 i Port 11

Aol it below e Ur.]itedasllshed in 1891, federal appellate court e the United States Gourts.

Whle S, Suprems Court bref tates Supreme Court to relieve the casi:(’e'lCallecj o of the hiafer court.

aluable reconds that provide tr;f? essential for legal doctrine, courts ofoad cals documonts are saual

ovdes ot aceaen 16 0 ye |stor¥, depositions, transcripts, and a s doc.uments are equally
years of critical legal doctrine to supplort leg;glurr:sents.f;rhls e starehin.

earch and scholarship.

ions
ar
€ to be adju
steq

ice Ingey

~»GALE

s and his

United Stat o
more thal Tl
'HE UNI
TED STATES X‘;

Pl
OP\ B&N‘D UNITED STATE!
FOR THE SECOND CTROUIT

§ COURT OF APPEALS

there Was
FOR THI
[N E DISTRICT O URT OF a
= COLUMBIA C;I_:EALS NO, 21538 - OCTOBER TZRM,
et No. 731962 fp  eoemnoneC e .
§ Jished Ri UNITED STATES OF KiERICA, f
‘L e evidence establi® P;Ch‘_ard Mo Wi ponollee,
,fes‘,"onage- esident of thg'Un' . .
¢ L Julins : 1ted states ~UcENEZ DENNIS, Jom B, WILIASOL, JAC0B
W ot the defendant® 0 SRAQHEL, ROBERE G. aoLPEoN, BENJAIN J.
s 3 a others o STACHELYn,, HERL TLEI0L joumt GAIES,
3 o etitione DAVIFG Pothsi, GILBEAT QREEN CASL INTER
3 x JND GUS HALL, :
Defendents-kppellmte. B
X

The Honorabl

Uni e J
ted state ohn J. Sirjca
’

s Di 5
District Judge
.

and Respondent
.
A\rchi
'p§2+bald Cox
ial Pr v
0S|
y a ec
¥ nage took away £ ) ;ergate spec;tol’-‘,
=N’ ited States WO By 7, 18 Tosecuti aul
N, the O 9 (Sobell’s Brief, P i on Force
K oamner s e el case as oa LONOHSE .
ruction O {his phe in this
I T m
- . Jauced DY b re- Pa :
‘demego{ ﬁ-:i“ i flight does DO create a;yanpfer' B Tty in Inte;
o .. ©vider: it 2 RIE
i Jegatimate & nee 18 FOF\
o, a\mof‘iﬁl“m“ oxs conclude that § “;Z::fw = PETITIONER
e s camstance ich the 38 o sndicatio
ot 18 i of o def ndant, RGO
Woney to prove howld pe cons alone at“ Y
s Qs 10 < rumstances
sness of 18 with all of sorrounding S e “;‘eonard o
s \{et \“O“\ - dered OB S e of these oh Fred Buzharg
se, 1 o 3]
‘C\\‘e case i etermining gV Do:ries Alan ert,: .
. (2358) ever have ad RobgrstM' Parkeg £
tention that the evidenc? :m silty motive obell’s Thomas Pp. Andrews
g €O’ roof © in « M gy
: bsence O P! s. Bub? ari
ot Do - (fh : such doetrine ye f\eder:\ 2101\(:: nat both Atto nis, Jr.
we know tive D the € ited rneys
roof such ™ 0 left mited for t .
\-(:s\gm\f\\ “mrest“ ghiott) f:'rte s;::\elt the reason £ s The Whi he President
0 3 5 xico CF Mexico- ite
: pbor it in A Ho
bell lied t0 ““:g.‘ea salse DAMES ng his StV ¥ajs_hln o ;sg
g e DL C
e
) =-1414

EMPOWER™

A Cengage Company

FOR APPILLANTE

REPLY BRIEF

P}\ELBZI'.‘.AJ\X STATTLINT

t in this op3e,
the oriminal leve @

The indiotmen rcturned on Jul

ens of invoking

1948, vas not o me
ealed

previousl:' cono! threat to & 1egitl

1% charged ¢
£ the

o hidden or &

ntal interest. On the contreryy

governme!
apireoy' vhicn wes Dese
years

a upon the atgrni.zatlon [
esrlier and vae returned at
ign in which the Administ
g% of 1ite jdeologiocal PUt

munist party three
height of & polltinel ceanpe:
felt required to ;Ave "“proo
A1though the Attorney @enersl hed testified pefore i
ee on February 10, 1948, that ede

gressional Commit b
ot be gecured to substentiste charges

ents (R. 12778), 81X I
a an indictmente

proof could ne
£ the stetute Y sppell

tion O
i¢s foroe

later polincal exigeno:
This erppenl. £00,
neions, et @ time vhen ©

comes at & time of gro

nationel tel otel diplomacy

the slosen_of the doly
s such €8 fgpy"

aisloyeltys
wgifth column used to silence P

when opnosu:lan to wer 18 1

when “term né “egbotes

" ere inorersingly

qppoel.uon.

RESEARCH



COLLECTION PROVIDES CRITICAL INSIGHTS INTO LEGAL ARGUMENTS AND BEYOND

Our 24-hour news cycle serves up a dizzying array of breaking stories on immigration, harassment and discrimination,
constitutional law, environmental policy, insider trading, and more. Never before has there been the level of scrutiny and
debate on legal issues both past and present. The Making of Modern Law: Landmark Records and Briefs of the U.S. Courts of
Appeals, 1950-1980 provides records that present legal issues and their backgrounds, surfacing historical precedents and
outcomes to researchers exploring contemporary issues in various disciplines.

DISAPPEARING BRIEFS—NEVER-BEFORE-DIGITIZED RECORDS BROUGHT TO LIGHT

In 1993, Margaret Leary, law librarian at the University of Michigan Law School, wrote “The Case of the Disappearing Briefs:
A Study in Preservation Strategy,” which cautioned against the practice of discarding these critical documents. Gale is proud
to be involved in the preservation of these records, making it possible for researchers to study materials that have remained
virtually inaccessible until now.

The collection features more than 600,000 pages of briefs (appellants’, appellees’, reply, amicus), appendices, memoranda,
petitions, transcripts, and more from all courts of appeals, including these major circuits:

e Second Circuit, New York—one of the most influential, often cited in business and copyright law rulings

o District of Columbia Circuit, Washington, D.C.—especially relevant to cases on constitutional and administrative law

e Ninth Circuit, California—regarded as the most liberal of circuit courts

Available records will allow scholars in legal studies, 20"-century American social history, and politics to:

L]

Gain insights into legal reasoning used by the parties in advancing their positions

Identify the authorities used to support an argument
e Find specific documents from a trial or appellate proceeding
¢ Find transcripts of testimony and other sources for historical research

Landmark cases featured in The Making of Modern Law: Landmark Records and Briefs of the U.S. Courts of Appeals,
1950-1980 include:

Second Circuit Cases Among the Most Cited District of Columbia Circuit Cases Among the Most Cited

Dennis v. United States (landmark First Amendment case) Barnes v. Costle (first sexual harassment case)

United States v. Rosenberg (Julius and Ethel Rosenberg) Bundy v. Jackson (sexual harassment as workplace discrimination)
Holtzman v. Schlesinger (presidential war powers) Nixon v. Sirica (Watergate scandal)

Bivens v. Six Unknown Named Agents (protection from Buckley v. Valeo (campaign finance)

unreasonable searches and seizures) Matlovich v. Secretary of the Air Force [military policy toward gays)

New York Times Co. v. United States (Pentagon Papers)

OPTIMIZED FOR DIGITAL SCHOLARSHIP

Explore this collection more deeply through Gale Digital Scholar Lab—a research experience that removes key barriers of entry
into digital scholarship and enables researchers of all levels to quickly build corpora of analysis-ready text data sourced from
Gale's unrivaled digital collection of primary source material.

FEATURES AND TOOLS

Textual Analysis Tools-Identify and visualize patterns, Image Viewer-Zoom, rotate, and reverse to create a
trends, and relationships to explore content in new ways. custom view in full-screen mode.

Subject Indexing-Easily find content and view key Stand-Alone or Cross-Search Capabilities-Use the
elements in the text. archive on its own or cross search with other primary

source collections to reveal connections that foster

D loadable OCR-K d- h hs, .
ownloadable eyword-search monographs E O

newspapers, and ephemera for a new level of access
on all search results. Browse Titles-Provides a unique interface to browse
through content instead of just searching for it.
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