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be. The United States, the Commission, or an aggrieved party may file such peti-
tion for a writ of certiorari. The provisions of sections 1254(3) and 2101(e) -of
title 28, United States Code, shall also apply to proceedings under this subsecton.

“(h) The orders, writs, and process of the courts of appeals arising under this
subsection and, of the district courts in cases arising under sections 20, 23, of
this Act and sectlon 3 of the Act of February 19, 1903 (49 U.S.C. 43) may run,
be served, and be returnable anywhere in the Unlted States.”

SEec. 2. Chapter 157 of title 28, United States Code, and any other provision of
law inconsistent with this Act are hereby repealed: Provided, That any proceed-
ing or case pending before a district court under such chapter on the effective date
of this Act shall remain under the jurisdiction of such court until a final order,
judgment, decree, or decision is rendered lby such court: Provided further, T-hat
any such cases or proceedings referred to in the first proviso may be appealed to
the Supreme Court as provided by section 1253 of title 28, United States Code, and,
if remanded, such case may be referred back to the court from which the appeal
was taken or to the court of appeals for further proceedings as the Supreme Court
may direct.

Sec. 3. This Act shall take effect on the sixtieth day after the date of the
enactment of thig Act.

Passed the Senate September 5, 1968.

Attest:

FRANCIS R. VALEO,
Secretary.

ExeCUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET,
Washington, D.C., March 18, 1968.
Hon. HARLEY O. STAGGERS,
Chairman, Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.

DeAr MR. CHAIRMAN : This is in reply to your request for the views of the
Bureau of the Budget on H.R. 13927, a bill “To amend section 17 of the Inter-
state Commerce Act to provide for judicial review of orders of the Interstate -
Commerce Commission, and for other purposes.” :

This bill would change the responsibility for judicial review of Interstate Com-
merce Commission orders to bring it into conformity with the procedure applicable
to other Federal administrative agencies. This should result in an efficiency of
appellate process as well as uniformity of practice.

The Bureau of the Budget therefore supports favorable cons1derat10n of
H.R. 13927.

Sincerely yours,
‘WiLrrep H. ROMMEL,
Assistant Director for Legislative Referénce.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D.C. May 15, 1968.
Hon. HARLEY O. STAGGERS, :
Chairman, Committee on Interstate and Foreign Oommerce
House of Reprcsentatwes Washington, D.C.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN : This is in response to your request for the views of
the Department of Justice on H.R. 13927, a bill “To amend section 17 of the
Interstate Commerce Act to provide for judicial review of orders of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, and for other purposes.”

Under existing law, suits to set aside orders of the Interstate Commerce
Commission, other than those involving only the payment of money or made
pursuant to a referral by a district court or the Court of Claims, are filed in
the district court in the district in which any of ‘the plaintiffs has his residence
or principal office. Such a suit is heard by a three-judge court, with direct appeal
to the Supreme Court, and the Attorney General represents the government. The-
Commission and any other party in interest may intervene and be represented
by their own counsel. Any party to the suit may continue to prosecute or defend
it regardless of any action or nonaction of the Attorney General (28 U.8.C. 12538,
1336, 1398, 2284, 2321-2325) .



