Minutes of the Nevada State Legislature
Assembly Committee on JUDICIARY

Date:. May 19, 1979

e

Members Present:

Chairman Hayes
Vice Chairman Stewart
Mr. Banner

Mr. Brady

Mr. Coulter
Mr. Fielding
Mr. Horn

Mr. Malone

Mr. Polish

Mr. Prengaman
Mr. Sena

Members Absent:
None

Guests Present:

Peggy Cavnar Assemblyman
- Sam Cavnar
D. W. Foster Nevada National Bank
David Hagen Nevada National Bank
: F. DeArmond Sharp Security National Bank
\' ' Don Walcom Security National Bank

Chairman Hayes called the meeting to order at 8:32 a.m.

SENATE BILL 262

Specifies certain rights and liabilities of lessor
and lessee upon termination or expiration of lease
of motor vehicle.

Mr. Sharp said that this bill deals primarily with vehicle
leases. He said leasing is becoming a very popular way for
people to acquire automobiles as an alternate to buying them.

Mr. Sharp said that in 1976, Congress passed the Truth in
Leasing Act which only applies to consumer leasing contracts.
He said the bill was brought about because of the differences
involved in leasing a vehicle or buying it on a conditional
sales contract. He outlined several of those differences.

Mr. Sharp said that the problem arose when the Nevada Supreme
Court decided in a 1978 case of Nevada National Bank v. Huff
that upon analysis of the lease agreement considered in that
case, it would appear to be nothing more than a sales contract

: with the traditional down payment held until the end of the
contract period. He said that if this decision was followed
by the Internal Revenue Service, it could cause substantial
tax problems for those involved in the leasing business. He
said that if there are no changes in the law, companies
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presently involved in leasing probably would not do any more
of this business.

Mr. Sharp said that the attempt in this bill had been to
define in NRS 262 what a vehicle lease actually is. He said
that when parties enter into a lease contract, they should be
able to know that it is a lease, and not a conditional sale.
He said it was hoped that passage of this bill would undo the
damage done in the NNB v. Huff case.

Mr. Sharp said that the Senate Judiciary Committee had amended
the bill to add several sections dealing with commercial leases
of vehicles. These amendments would require for commercial
leases the same provisions now required by Federal law for
consumer leases.

Mr. Walcom said that most states had defined the open-end
lease in their law. He said that Nevada had not, and this is
part of what caused the problem in the Huff case. He said
the original intent of the bill was to define what this type
of lease transaction was so that it could be written in the
law.

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION 27

Urges Congress to exclude United States Supreme

Court from jurisdiction to review certain cases

involving prayers in public schools.
Mr. and Mrs. Cavnar distributed information to the Committee
concerning the Helms Amendment being considered by the United
States Congress (Exhibit A).

Chairman Hayes stated that she had talked to a constitutional
attorney about this resolution. She said that his opinion was
that this would create a "Frankenstein." He said that the
action to limit the purview of the Supreme Court should be
taken before an issue has already been decided by them. She
said that his suggestion was to go the route of the constitu-
tional amendment whereby individual states could make their
own rules regarding prayers in public schools.

Mr. Cavnar stated that the Committee had received several dif-
fering opinions on this issue. He said that this was not set-
ting a precedent. He said that there is a saying in the courts
today that "If Congress did not give it to us, we do not have
it; and what Congress gives, Congress can take away." He

said that the constitutional amendment process has already
been tried in Congress, and it failed in the House of
Representatives by about 14 votes. He said there have been
cases in the courts since the 1962 decision of the Supreme
Court, and as long as the 1962 decision was allowed to stand,
these lower court decisions will probably never reach the
Supreme Court.
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Mr. Cavnar said that the Constitution is very clear when it
states that the reason for freedom of religion is that basic-’
ally they were trying to prevent a national religion like the
Church of England. He said that many states at that time had
state churches.

Mrs. Cavnar further stated that it seemed foolish to ask
Congress to submit a constitutional amendment concerning
prayer when the Constitution says that Congress shall make no
law in regard to religion.

Chairman Hayes presented a proposed amendment to A.J.R. 27
which would ask Congress to submit a constitutional amendment
to the states on this issue.

Mr. Stewart stated that to reach the same end, the Helms
Amendment could be used as could a constitutional amendment.

Mr. Stewart moved to amend the resolution to the nature of
Amendment No. 1235, and Do Pass as Amended; Mr. Sena seconded
the motion. The Committee approved the motion on the follow-
ing vote:

Aye - Hayes, Stewart, Brady, Coulter, Horn, Malone,
Polish, Sena - 8.

Nay = Fielding, Prengaman - . 2.

Absent - Banner - 1.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:53 a.m.
Respectfully submitted,

(o Ethorr

Carl R. Ruthstrom, Jr.
Secretary

N
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: EXHIBIT A
STATE OF NEVADA m = LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION (702) 885-5627

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL BUBEAU O P e i
‘ LEGISLATIVE BUILDING Ty * ’
' P INTERIM FINANCE COMMITTEE (702) 885-5640

) FLOYD R. LAMB, Senator, Chairman
CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89710 Ronald W, Sparks, Senate Fiscal Analyst

William A. Bible, Assembly Fiscal Analyst

ARTHUR J. PALMER, Director "FRANK W. DAYKIN, Legislative Counsel (702) 885-5627

{702) 885-5627 JOHN R. CROSSLEY, Legisilative Auditor (702) 885-5620
ANDREW P, GROSE, Research Director (702) 885-5637
May 19, 1979
TO: Assemblyman Peggy Cavnar
FROM: | J. Kenneth Creightdn, Research Analyst 4
SUBJECT: Helms Amendment

Enclosed are sections 1253, 1254 and 1257 of Chapter 81 of
Title 28, United States Code (jurisdiction of the Supreme Court) .

The Helms Amendment would simply limit the Supreme Court's
jurisdiction with respect to voluntary prayer in public
schools and public buildings (new § 1259). The court's
jurisdiction would not be limited with respect to sections
1253, 1254 and 1257. In addition, a new section (new § 1364)
would be added to Chapter 85 of Title 28, United States

Code, limiting the jurisdiction of federal district courts
in accordance with § 1259.

For additional information about district court cases regarding
voluntary prayer in public schools, I suggest you contact

the legal division because of the complexity of legal research
on cases below the Supreme Court level.

If I can be of any further assistance to you on this matter,
please let me know.

JKC/11lp
Enc.

1607



EXHIBIT A - Page 2 of 7

S 128
) same right and privilege to millions of
schaolehiiciren across this Nation.

r. President. one would taink that
if the legisictors of this country are ¢t
titled to ask for divine blessing upon
their work, then so are schooichildren.
However, the Court has ruled to the con-
trary and in so doing has overtirned
more than 200 years of American cus-
tom. Indeed, the Supreme Court has
even ruied that schoolchildren may not
read the prayer of the Houze or Senate
Chaplain as printed in the ConnrressioN-
AL Rxcond as o beginning to ticir school
day.

OP AMINDLLYNT NO. 69

{Purpose: To restore the right of voluntary
prayer fit public sciwols)

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I have an
unprinted amendment which I send to
the desk and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated. The lcgisla-
iive clerk read as folicws:

The Semator from North Caroilna (Mr.
Mz.vs) proposes an unprinted amendment
nunbered 69.

Mr. TELMS. Mr. President, I ask
winnimous consent that further reacing
of the amendment be dispensed with.

Tuec PRESIDING QFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as fgll*«, :
A L7435 g vre T aad the [ollowing:

TITLE VII—VOLUNTARY PRAYER IN
PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Sre. 701. (1) Chapter 81 of title 28, United
HSt;s:cs Cods, s 'amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new scction:

5 1259. Appellate jurisdiction; lmitations
“(a) Notwithstanding the provisien of
ections 1253, 1254, and 1257 of this chapter
he Supresie Court shall not have Jurisdic-
tion to review, oy apneal, writ of certiorard,
otherwise, any case arising cut of any
State statute, ordinance, rule, reguiation, or
a1:7 part thereof, or arising ount of any Act
interpreting, applying, or enforcing a State
ristatute, ordinance, rule, or regulation, which
reintes to voluntary prayers in public schools
and pubile balldings.”.

- {b) The section analysis at the beginning
of chapter 81 of such title 28 is amended by
adding at the end thercof the following new
item:

1259, Annel!m_"'-‘.fd!rﬂfm: llmirnﬂnnﬁt".
&rc. 702. (a} Chiper 85 of title 28, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the
end thercof the follcwing naw section:
**3 1364. Limitations on jurizdictlon
“Nctwithstanding any oiher provision of
1] not have juris-

the first amendinent used by the Su-
prems Court to strike down this prac-
tice of the American people, distorted
the intent and lanmguage of the first
amendment. The Justices of the Court
held that a volnstary, vondenominae-
tional prayer constituted a violution of
the “establishment of religion™ clause of
the first amendément. The Court's inter-
pretation of the first amendment indi-
cated not only what must be interpreted
as an animosity toward the effcct of re-
ligion in the public life of our Nution,
but also a misunderstanding of its
historic role.

In February, the Senate once 2giin as-
sembled to listen to Georze Washing-
ton's Farewell Address. Washington
brought the unique experiences of his
service as first President of the United
States, as Commander of the Continen-
tal forces during the War of Independ-
ence, and as President of the conven-
tion which wrote and presentcd the Con-
stitution io the States for ratification.
He rejected the narrow opinion that re-
ligiun must be excluded from the public
life of the Nation. In his final counsel
to the Nation, Washington warned that:

Or all the dispositions and habtts which
lead to political prosperity, relijion and mor-
ality are indispensabie supporis. In viin
would that man cizim tha tribhute of pa-
triotism who should labor to subtert thiese
great pitlars of hwsan happinces.

TTee 1O s
iy, UTILOT SECL 1000 OF Lias Liiee,”,
(L) The sectinon analysis at thie beginning

nf{ chaupter 85 of such title 238 is amended

Yy adding at the end thereaf the lollowing

new item:

*“1364. Limitations on ‘urisdicticn.”.

§=c. 703. The amendments nizde by the
first two sections of this Act shall take effect
on the date of the enzcument of this Act,
except that such ameudments shall not up-
piv u’i‘_h respect to any case which, on such
daie of cnactmeant, was pendin: in any court
fo tiie United Siates.

Mr. HELMS. Mr.
mentary inquiry.
The PRESIDING OFPFICER. The Sen-
ater will state it.

M::.‘ HELMS. Is therc a time limitation
equnlly divided on this amendmert?

" "Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
alor i3 correci. i

~iv. FELMS. T thank the Chnir.

Mr. Prgﬂ.v;ident. this morning as we
joined with the Chaplain of the Sen-
atr.r: Dr. zlion, in prarer, s we do each
d:\:._ t'l:: Serate {5 in session, I could not
avold e irony that while we in the Sen-
a‘tc"bv:'.s.n our cday’'s activities Ly asking
God's biessing on our cfforts, the Su-
preme Court has cllectively denied this

Mr. President, Washingtlon's view has
indeed been the mainstream of the leral
and social attitude of the American .co-
ple angd the drafters of the Constitution
in regard to the religious rights pre-
served in the Eili of Rights. Professor
Fdwin 8. Corwin, one of our most dis-
tinguished constitutional scholars, re-
jecied any incerpretation of the first
amendment wiaich would force upon
government inctitutions o formal ag-
nosticism. Professor Corwin writes:

The historieal record shows beyond per-
adventure that the core wdea of en “ostob-
lishment of religion” comprises the idea ol
preference; and thal any act of pubilec au-
tority favcrable to religion In general can-
nst, without manilest fajsification of history,
ke brought under the kan of thot phrase.

THE SUPREME COGRT DECISIONS

Nearly 200 years after the drafting of
the Constitution. the Supremie Court for
the first time ruled tha: praver and

rosident, a parlia-

aged by the State constitutes an extab-
ishment of relivzion in violution of the
first amendment. At the time of thiese
decisions, 26 Stales perniiited Bible read-

CONGRESSIONAL RECCORD — SENATE

AMr. President, the interpretation of

Bible-reading in public schicols enccur-.

April 5, 1979

ing in the public schasls and 13 au-
thorir-d the saying of the I ard’s Praver.
The first amendment provides that
“Congress shall make no Leww respecting
an cstablishment of religion or prohibit-
ing the free excrcise thereei.” In Engel
v. Vitale, 370 U.S. 421 (1962). the Court
prohibited a requircnient of the New
Yark State board of regents that each
clasy bonin the school day with the fol-
lawing prayer:
Aimighty God, we acknowlsad: :: cur depend-
cuce upon Thee, and we bey Thy blessings
APOn us, QUr parents, our teuchers and® our
Cauntiy. )

In Abinglon Schnol District v.
Schempp, 374 U.S. 203 i1952), the Court
struck down a Pennsylvanis statute re-
quiring the reading of at lc:t 10 verses
from the Holy Bible withcu: comment
and the sayving of the Lori': Prayer at
the beginning of each scheol day. In 2
companion case, the Corr-t invalidated
a Maryland requirement coneerning the
reading of a chapter of tize lioly Bible
and/or saying the Lord’s Traver.

In each case, the Court rulad that vol-
untary school programs inng Bible-
reading or prayer vioiate + establish-
ment clause of the first amnndment. In
Engel, Justice Black wrate:
the constitutional prohititicn against laws
respecsing an esiablishunent of riligion must
at lcast inean that in this countiry it is no
pert of the business of goveriinent to coms-
pose ofMcial prayers for any roup of the
American people to recite as i 3 :*t of 2 rell-
gious progrnum cartied on ' government.
{379 U.S. at 423)

In Szhempp. Justic2 C!
that the Bible-reading pr

Are religious exerclses, renuiire
States in violation of the coniaand of the
First Armcndment that the Government
maintain strict noutralley, neirier atding nor
cppasing religion. (374 U.S. Zu)

Mr. President, the point is this: In
both rulings, the Court wont heyond the
Irnauage of the establishmoens clause to
construct an interpretation of it which
would overtirn the lonz-stauding State
practices. ) :

In Tnrel, Justice Black asserted:

Tts first and mest Immodiate purpoese
rested on the belief that a union of govern-
ment and religion tends to deztray govern-
inent and o deprade reilgton . .. The Estabn-
lshinent Clause thuas stands as an expression
ol principle on the part of Tounders of
our Constitution that retijon iz tco personal,
w0 sacrad, ton hinly, 1o pernily its “unhai-
tow ed perversion™ by a elvii mnZistrate, (370
U.8. 431-32)

Mr. Justice Clark argued in Schempp
that the Court had previesu:ly “rejected
uncquivceally the econtantis:, that the
Establishment Clause forhicds only gov-
ernmental preference of one religion
over another.” (371 U.S. 2'4) IIc main-
tainned that the cstzblisiiment clause
must be considered i{ozettor with the
{ree exercize clause, and % they im-
Pose on government o “whiolcsome neu-
trality” toward religion—=hatever that
is. In Justice Clark's . the first
amendment prohibits Government {rom
any action favoring one relierfous sect
over all others, or relinion in general
over nonreligion.

% concluded
2uroms:

4 by the
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PART IV—JURISDICTION AND VENUE

apter . Sec.
. Supreme Court _______ A S A e O s B S S A S 125t
. Courts of Appeals _______. e emeeccessemaneemmmm————a= 1294
i. District Courts; Jurisdictlon ___ .. o maaan 133t
. Distriet Courts; Venue ___ __ .. ... ccececcaccommcmmm—————e= 1391
.. District Courts; Removal of Cases from State Courts _____.____ 1441
. Court of Claims o o o e immmameme—ecemeeama———n 1491
Court of Custems and Patent Appeals ___ ____ ... ... 1541
5. Customs Court .. __ . meeun e ece—cemmeeemane 1581
CHAPTER 81—SUPREME COURT
C.

51. Original jurisdiction.

52. Direct appeals from decisions invalidating Acts of Congress.
53. Direct appeals from decisions of three-judge courts.

34. Courts of appeals; certiorari; appeal; certified questions.
35 urt of Claims; certiorari; certified questions.

56 urt-of Customs and Patent Appeals; certiorari.

137, te courts; appeal; certiorari.

'58. Supreme Court of Puerto Rico; appeal; certiorari.

1251. Original jurisdiction
(a) The Supreme Court shall have original and exclusive juris-
ction of: ,

(1) Al controversies between two or more Stafes;

(2) All actions or proceedings against ambassadors or other
public ministers of foreign states or their domestics or domestic
servants, not inconsistent with the law of nations.

(b) The Supreme Court shall have original but not exclusive
lri.sdiction oi:

~ (1) Ali actions or procecdings brought by ambassadors or
other public ministers of foreign states or to which consuls or
vice consuls of foreign states are parties;

(2) All controversies between the United States and a State;

(3) All actions or proceedings by a State against the citizens
of another State or against aliens.
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28 § 1252 JURISDICTION AND VENUE Part {

§ 1252. Direct appeals from decisions invalidating Acts of |

Congress

Any party may appeal to the Supreme Court from an interlocutory
or final judgment, decree or order of any court of the United
States, the United States District Court for the District of the Canal
Zone, the District Court of Guam and the District Court of the Virgin
Islands and any court of record of Puerto Rico, holding an Act of
Congress unconstitutional in any civil action, suit, or proceeding to
which the United States or any of its agencies, or any officer or em-
ployee thereof, as such officer or employee, is a party.

A party who has received notice of appeal under this section shall
take any subsequent appeal or cross appeal to the Supreme Court.
All appeals or cross appeals taken to other courts prior to such
notice shall be treated as taken directly to the Supreme Court.

As amended Oct. 81, 1951, c. 655, § 47, 65 Stat. 726; July 7, 1958, Pub.
L. 85-508, § 12(e), (f), 72 Stat. 348; Mar. 18, 1959, Pub.L. 85-3,
§ 14(a), 73 Stat. 10.

-
Y=

§ 1253. Direct appeals irom decisions of three-judge courts

Except as otherwise provided by law, any party may appeal to
the Supreme Court from an order granting or denying, after notice
and hearing, an interlocutory or permanent injunction in any civil
action, suit or proceeding required by any Act of Congress to be
heard and determined by a district court of three judges.

§ 1254. Courts of appeals; certiorari; appeal; certified
questions

Cases in the courts of appeals may be reviewed by the Supreme
Court by the following methods:

(1) By writ of certiorari granted upon the petition of any
party to any civil or eriminal case, before or after rendition of
judgment or decree;

(2) By appeal by a party relying on a State statute held by 2
court of appeals to be invalid as repugnant to the Constitutior,
treaties or laws of the United States, but such appeal shall
preclude review by writ of certiorari at the instance of such
appellant, and the review on appeal shall be resiricted to the
Federal questions presented;

(3) By certification at any time by a court of appeals of any
question of law in any civil or criminal case as to which in- .
structions are desired, and upon such certification the Supreme
Court may give binding instructions or require the entire record
to be sent up for decision of the entire matter in controversy.

120
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Ch. 81 | SUPREME COURT 28 § 1258

§ 1255. Court of Claims; certiorari; certified questions

Cases in the Court of Claims may be reviewed by the Supreme
Court by the following methods: :

(1)’ By writ of certiorari granted on petition of the United
States or the claimant;

(2) By certification of any question of law by the Court of
Claims in any case as to which instructions are desired, and
upon such certification the Supreme Court may give binding
instructions on such question.

§ 1256. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals; certiorari

Cases in the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals may be re-
viewed by the Supreme Court by writ of certiorari.

§ 1257. State courts; appeal; certiorari

Final judgments or decrees rendered by the highest court of a
State in which a decision could be had, may be reviewed by the
Supreme Court as follows:

T 1) By appeal, where is drawn in question the validity of a
ty or statute of the United States and the decision is against
validity.

(2) By appeal, where is drawn in question the validity of a
statute of any state on the ground of its being repugnant to
the Constitution, treaties or laws of the United States, and the
decision is in faver of itg validity.

(3) By writ of certiorari, where the validity of a treaty or
statute of the United States is drawn in question or where the
validity of a State statute is drawn in question on the ground
of its being repugnant to the Constitution, treaties or laws of the

" United States, or where any title, right, privilege or immunity
is specially set up or claimed under the Constitution, treaties
or statutes of, or commission held or authority exercised under,
the United Staies.

1258. Sapreme Court of Puerto Rico; appeal; certiorari

Final judgments or decrees rendered by the Supreme Court of the
ymmonwealth of Puerto Rico may be reviewed by the Supreme
»urt as follows:
(1) By appeal, where is drawn in question the validity of a
treaty or statute of the United States and the decision is against
its validity.

(2) By appeal, where is drawn in question the validity of a
statute of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico on the ground of

121
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EXHIBIT A
Page 6 of 7
28 § 1258 JURISDICTION AND VENUE

§ 1291. Final decisions of district courts

its being repugnant to the Constitution, treaties, or laws of the
United States, and the decision is in favor of its validity. N

(3) By writ of certiorari, where the validity of a treaty or
statute of the United States is drawn in question or where the
validity of a statute of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico js
drawn in question on the ground of its being repugnant to the
Constitution, treaties, or laws of the United States, or whers
any title, right, privilege, or immunity is specially set up or
claimed under the Constitution, treaties, or statutes of, or com-
mission heid or authority exercised under, the United States.

Added Pub.L. 87-189, § 1, Aug. 30, 1961, 75 Stat. 417.

T

CHAPTER 83—COURTS OF APPEALS

iR

Sec.

1291. Final decisions of district courts.
1292. Interlocutory decisions.

1294, Circuits in which decisions reviewable.

R R

I

The courts of appeals shall have jurisdiction of appeals from all
final decisions of the district courts of the United States, the United
States District Couxrt for the District of the Canal Zone, the District
Court of Guam, and the District.Court of the Virgin Islands, except
where a direct review may be had in the Supreme Court.

As amended Oct. 31, 1951, c. 655, § 48, 65 Stat. 726; July 7, 1958, Pub.
L. 85-508, § 12(e), 72 Stat. 348. .

§ 1292. Interlocutory decisions
(a) The courts of appeals shall have jurisdiction of appeals from;

(1) Interlocutory orders of the district courts of the United
States, the United States District Court for the District of the
Canal Zone, the District Court of Guam, and the District Court
of the Virgin Islands, or of the judges thereof, granting, con-
tinuing, modifying, refusing or dissolving injunctions, or refus
ing to dissolve or modify injunctions, except where a direct re- £
view may be had in the Supreme Court; S

(2) Interlocutory orders appointing receivers, or refusing ‘F
orders to wind up receiverships or to take steps to accomplish !
the purposes thereof, such as directing sales or other disposals :
of property; 5

(3) Interlocutory decrees of such district courts or the judges .
thereof determining the rights and liabilities of the parties to {
admiralty cases in which appeals from final decrees are ak I
lowed; ¢
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JUDICIARY—PROCEDURE 28 § 1293

'~ § 959. Trustees and receivers suable; management; State laws

Amendment Effective October 1, 1879

~ Pub.L. 95-598, Title 1I, § 234, Title IV, § 402(c), Nov. 6, 1978,
92 Stat. 2667, 2682, provided that, effective Oct. 1, 1979, subsec. (b)
of this section is amended by substituling “Except as provided in seo-

" tion 1166 of title 11, a” for “A”.

_PART IV—JURISDICTION AND VENUE

Chap. : - . See.
g0. District Courts and Bankruptey Courts _____ eeadecaen N LY
~_.. leo2

97. Jurisdictional immunities of Foreign States ________ .. _.._.__....

CHAPTER 81—SUPREME COURT .

§ 1251. Original jurisdiction o .
(a) 'The Supreme Court shall have original and exclusive jurisdiction

of all controversies between two or more States.
{b) The Supreme Court shall have original but not exclusive jurisdie-

: tion of:

(1) All actlons or proceedings to which ambassadors, other public
ministers, consuls, or vice consuls of foreign gtates are parties;

[See main volume for text of (2) and ()1
As amended Sept. 30, 1978, Pub.L. 95-393, § 8(b), 92 Stat. 810.

§ 1257. State courts; appeal; certiorari
Final judgments or decrees rendered by the highest court of a State
in which a decision could be had, may be reviewed by the Supreme Court

"as follows:
[See main volume for text of (1) to (3 3|

For the purposes of this section, the term “highest court of a State’ .
{ncludes the District of Columbia Court of Appeals. *

. As amended July 29, 1970, Pub.L. 91-358, Title I, § 172(8.) (1), 84 Stat.

580.

CHAPTER 83—COURT OF APPEALS

Sec.
1293. Bankruptcy appeals.

§ 1298. Bankruptcy appeals

(a) The courts of appeals shall have jurisdiction of appeals from
all final decisions of panels designated under section 160(a) of this
titie. :
{b) Notwithstanding section 1482 of this title, a court of appeals shall
have jurisdiction of an appeal from a final judgment, order, or decree
of an appellate panel created under section 160 or a District eourt of the
United States or from a final judgment, order, or decree of a bankruptey
court of the United States if the parties to such appeal agree to a direct
appeal to the court of appeals.
Added Pub.L. 95-598, Title I, § 236(a), Nov. 6, 1978, 92 Stat. 2667.
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