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OPINION 
William Terra and Joseph Terra, 

v. 
The People of the State of New York. 

I grant this appeal, as is my custom when a case is technically appealable, 
in order that the decision as to whether it has substance may be made by 
the full Court. 

I deny a stay and bail pending action by this Court, because, while ap-
pealable on the ground that it presents a federal question, I think the case 
does not present a substantial one. The opinion of the Court of Appeals, in 
my view, is so clearly right, under our authorities, that I would favor dis-
missal of the appeal for want of a substantial federal question. Therefore, I 
should not grant bail. If the Court disagrees and notes probable jurisdic-
tion, application for bail may be renewed to the full Court. 
______________________________ 
Associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States 
December 15, 1951. 




