
G.U.L.C. WINS MOOT VICTORY
Many hours of practice argu

ments paid off as Georgetown’s 
National Moot Court Team clinched 
the regional championship by de
feating American University in the 
final round on Nov. 21. The con
cluding rounds of the competition 
will be the National Finals, to be 
held in New York on Dec. 18, 19 
and 20, where the team will meet 
winners from other regions. 
Georgetown’s team includes Bob 
Goodwin, Ray Needham, and Per
ry Seiffert, and is coached by Pro
fessor Addison M. Bowman.

The issue this year involves a 
suit by securities purchasers of a 
now-bankrupt corporation against 
an accounting firm which had cer

tified the corporation's annual 
financial statement. Georgetown's 
team chose to represent the securi
ties purchasers.

For purposes of the competition, 
the nation is divided into fifteen 
regions. Georgetown’s region in
cludes American Universitv, Cath- 
olic University, George Washing
ton University, Howard Univer
sity, and the University of Mary
land. Winners in each region are 
invited to New York for the final 
rounds.

This year’s team argued three 
rounds in the region. In the first 
argument. General Sessions Judges 
Green, Murphy, and Alexander 
awarded Georgetown a victory

over Catholic University. And 
George Washington University lost 
to Georgetown in the second round 
where District Judge Corcoran, 
and U.S. Customs and Patent Ap
peals Judge Rich presided.

The opponent in the final round 
held Nov. 21 was American Uni
versity. The bench, consisting of 
Circuit Judges Harold Leventhal 
and J. Skelly Wright, and attorney 
Clifford Alder, announced a vic
tory for Georgetown's advocates 
Ray Needham and Bob Goodwin. In 
addition, they selected Bob Good
win as the evening’s Best Advocate, 
and the Tiffany Cup was presented 
to him by a representative of the 
American College of Trial Law-
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DEANS O.K. NEW INT’L LAW JOURNAL
Representatives of the Law Cen

ter’s James Brown Scott Society of 
International Law have announced 
the approval by Dean Dean of a 
plan to establish a student law 
journal in the international field.
At a meeting on November 15, 
Dean Dean and Dean Molleur re
viewed a detailed proposal of a 
committee of the Scott Society and 
stated they would make every ef
fort to secure the required funds 
from the University.

Contingent upon the granting of 
funds by the University, the com
mittee plans to recruit a staff and 
publish the first issue during the 
coming spring semester. Funds 
have also been requested for the 
1968-69 academic year to enable 
the new journal to publish two 
issues during that year. As cur
rently planned, the new journal 
will have a printed format similar 
to that of the Georgetown Law 
Journal.

The committee has recently de
cided to focus the journal on gov
ernment policies toward interna
tional business. At a time when an 
international economy is evolving 
from a series of national economics

in important respects, the policy of 
our government toward interna
tional business is increasingly im
portant to our foreign relations. 
And the rapid expansion of interna
tional business in recent years has 
made these policies of greater prac
tical importance than ever before. 
Emanating from a variety of 
sources, the statutory, executive, 
and administrative policies which 
bear upon international transac
tions are sometimes conflicting and 
often difficult to identify. The new 
journal will attempt over a period 
of years to provide a continuing 
identification and analysis of these 
policies for the benefit of students, 
practitioners, and policymakers. 
The policies of foreign govern
ments and international organiza
tions will be treated as well. No 
existing journal concentrates ex
clusively in this area.

The new journal will contain lead 
articles; book reviews; and student 
comments on relevant cases, new 
statutes, and executive policy 
changes of interest to lawyers. In 
this last area, the journal will serve 
somewhat of a reporting function.
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yers, sponsors of that award.
Georgetown has been successful 

since the inception of the competi
tion, winning in the region exactly 
two-thirds of the time, or twelve 
years out of eighteen. But this is 
Georgetown’s first victory for sev
eral years; Catholic University was 
regional winner for the last three 
years, but was defeated this year 
by Georgetown in the first round.

But Georgetown’s regional vic
tories have been followed by more 
success in the national rounds; 
those twelve teams have brought 
home the national crown on five oc
casions, including once when Pro
fessor Richard Gordon was selected 
as National Best Advocate.

The competition is sponsored by 
the Young Lawyers’ Committee of 
the Association of the Bar of the 
City of New York, which appoints 
a subcommittee in each region to 
conduct the regional rounds.

The team’s brief, just under the 
7,000 word limitation, is a vital 
part of the argument. The regional 
committee scores the brief, and 
such score is to be weighted one- 
third in the judges’ decision. The 
Washington printing firm of Byron 
S. Adams, Inc., has graciously 
printed this year’s brief free of 
charge.
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It is not surprising that the proposal for the creation of a second law 
journal has met with enthusiastic approval at the Law School. It is an 
endeavor which will be a great benefit to the school as a whole and is 
an example of what can be done to make Georgetown into a real Law 
Center which will attract and hold student interest during time other 
than that spent in classes.

From the student’s point of view, a law journal on which students will 
be able to work because of interest—and not by grades alone which often 
are not reflective of one’s ability—offers an opportunity which is other
wise not easily obtained. Students who wish to work on the proposed 
International Law Journal will have the advantage of one of the most 
valuable experiences that a law school has to offer—to develop the skill 
of legal writing. Such an experience is not only invaluable in terms of 
an individual’s legal development but is also an immense advantage 
when the time comes to look for a job.

From the viewpoint of the School, the presence of another scholarly 
publication can only enhance its reputation. It is no mere coincidence 
that many of those schools which are considered by the legal profession 
to be among the best, publish more than one law journal.

International law appears as the appropriate choice for a second 
journal at Georgetown. Not only is the Law Center vitally active in this 
area, with the number of courses offered and the presence of the 
Institute for International and Foreign Trade and Law, but also the 
location of the school in Washington, D.C., offers a unique opportunity 
of having close at hand the source of much of what is transpiring in the 
field of International Law.

The proposal for the new journal which has been approved by the 
Administration, now awaits funding from the main campus for it to 
become a reality. It is of the greatest importance that this be done 
immediately so that publication can begin during the spring semester 
while those third year students who are behind the proposal are still 
at the Law Center.

S.B.A. — By J. Lively

The SBA had its bi-monthly 
meeting last Thursday evening, 
November 16th.

The idea of a summer project, 
modeled after those of Harvard 
and Fordham, was discussed and 
received the approval of the mem
bers. The project would entail a 
series of three day seminars on 
various areas within the legal pro
fession. Experts would be brought 
in to lead these seminars which, it 
is hoped, would provide the oppor
tunity for lawyers to continue 
their legal education. It would also 
provide Georgetown with the op
portunity of playing a greater role 
in the legal life of the Washington 
area#

The ever-elusive financial state
ment, which has yet to be made 
public by the University, was in

quired about, Whether or not stu
dents at the Center ever learn into 
whose pockets go their tuition and 
“student fees,’’ depends upon a 
decision to be made by University 
officials.

A resolution was passed that 
was to be submitted to the Execu
tive Faculty Committee. This reso
lution requested that students be 
allowed to become members of 
various Faculty Committees and 
also be allowed to vote as members 
of these committees. It was pointed 
out that this would enable greater 
avenues of communication‘between 
students and faculty. It would also 
give the students a means of as
suming a greater role in determin
ing and shaping policies of the Law 
Center.
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International Law Moot Court 
competition is scheduled for early 
February, 1968. Participation ful
fills legal writing requirement. 
Problems available now in Regis
trar’s Office. . . . N.Y. Bar candi
date : Practicing Law Institute has 
scheduled a course in N.Y. Prac
tice and Procedure, Dec. 26-29, 
1967, at the Statler-Hilton in N.Y. 
Info on front bulletin board. . . . 
Friday, Dec. 8, is a school holiday.

. . . Ski Buffs: Mount Vernon 
Junior College is sponsoring ski 
movie, “Head for the Hills” on 
Dec. 5. Info and tickets call 331- 
3400. . . . 2nd year legal argument 
(Leahy competition) briefs are due 
in this Friday, Dec. 1. . . . Shakes
peare fans: D.C. Shakespeare 
Society is presenting “Much Ado 
About Nothing” Dec. 2, 3, 9, 10. 
Info and reservations call DI 
7-8901. . . . last year’s student criti
que of courses may be obtained at 
the S.B.A. office.

Nate Bayer has been appointed 
Vice-President of the Legal Aid 
Society for its Juvenile Court pro
gram. The Society also named 
Steve Schachman as its Vice-Presi
dent in charge of the Society’s 
Prettyman Intern program.



STUDENTS TO GRADE FACULTY COURSES
SB A President Frank Dubofskv*

has appointed a special committee 
to sound out student opinion on the 
courses offered at the Law Center. 
The Committee on Course Evalua
tion will have as its main objective 
the compilation of a critique on 
each course offered at Georgetown 
from opinions gathered from the 
students by means of a question
naire. Members of the committee 
include Jim Gallagher. Mai Green- 
stein, Michael Kalberer, Larry 
Lunardini (Chairman), Michael 
Mullen and Daniel Twer.

One of the underlying purposes 
of the survey besides offering stu
dents a basis for selecting their 
courses and giving faculty mem
bers an objective report on the 
strengths and weaknesses of their 
courses, will be to continue and 
expand the growing dialogue be
tween the students, faculty and 
administration at the Law Center. 
It is the belief of the members of 
the Committee that needed new di
rections can come only when there 
is a student body willing and 
capable of offering constructive

BRIEF GRADES
Sometime during the second 

week of November, a little less 
than a year after appellate briefs 
were submitted for the William 
Leahy Competition towards the 
fulfillment of the second year legal 
writing requirement, the contest
ants were notified as to whether or 
not their briefs had been accepted 
as fulfilling the requirement. Out 
of nearly seventy teams, ten re
ceived notification that their briefs 
were not satisfactory. One novel 
aspect of this situation was the 
fact that many of those who re
ceived notification of.an unsatis
factory brief had, in the oral argu
ment of their brief, proceeded past 
the first round of competition.

It is also curious to note that 
notice was received at the same 
time by students who had fulfilled 
their legal writing requirements by 
writing legal research papers. Yet, 
in many cases, these research pa
pers were not submitted until the 
very end of the second semester 
last year. It further appears that

criticism and a faculty and admin
istration willing and capable of 
listening. “No such dialogue can be 
carried out in iv stifling atmo
sphere of charges <!nd counter
charges.” Lunardin? oaid. “Cer
tain members of the faculty and 
administration feel that every 
criticism put forward by students 
is tainted with the vulgarism of the 
mob, while many students feel 
every proposal put forward by the 
administration is simply another 
decree of the Old Regime. It is this 
kind of extremist thinking that the 
Committee would like to make a 
dent in”.

A similar poll was conducted last 
year, but as was perceptively 
pointed out by the administration, 
its accuracy was suspect because 
there was no indication how many 
students replied. Last year the 
polling sheets were left at certain 
areas in the law school and thus 
only the students who strongly 
liked or disliked a particular pro
fessor could have been expected to 
reply. This problem will be elimi
nated this year by new procedures.

YEAR LATE
there was a much smaller number 
of unsatisfactory research papers 
than briefs, primarily because stu
dents doing research papers had 
the benefit of guidance by faculty 
advisors.
• This delay in the return of 

grades has prompted the S.B.A., 
at its last meeting, to adopt a 
resolution calling for a return of 
such papers and briefs within 
thirty days of their submission. In 
debating. this resolution it was 
pointed out that those students who 
submitted unsatisfactory papers or 
briefs and who, consequently, 
would be expected to rewrite them, 
would be unnecessarily handi
capped by having to rewrite a 
paper which was originally com
pleted a year earlier. With a year’s 
delay the student has not only re
moved himself from the research 
and familiarity with the subject 
matter of the paper, but also in 
most cases he has begun work on 
his third year legal argument.

The questionnaires will be distrib
uted to each class and the students 
will be asked to fill out the profes
sor evaluation section right in 
class; though there will be over
lapping, students will be instructed 
to fill out the general section of the 
questionnaire only once.

The polling will begin after
Thanksgiving when the Committee
hopes to have the questions care-
fullv worded to insure as accurate %
a reflection of student feeling and 
as fair a criticism as possible. 
Lunardini said: “The poll itself 
will go a long way toward showing 
whether there is truly any co-oper
ation between students, faculty, 
and administration. This is an 
ambitious project; we need or 
more return on the student ques
tionnaires; we need a faculty 
willing to listen to fair criticism, 
which I think we have, and we 
need an administration willing to 
concede that vox populi is not nec
essarily vox vulgi.”

SBA LECTURES SERIES 

TO GIVE STERN SPEECH
On Wednesday, December 6th, 

the S.B.A. will present the third of 
its speaker series by sponsoring a 
talk by Mr. Carl Stern, the Na
tional Broadcasting Company’s 
Supreme Court correspondent. Mr. 
Stern will have as the theme of his 
speech, “Law and Communica
tions.”

Mr. Stern, who holds a law de
gree, was recently appointed to his 
position covering the proceedings 
of the Judiciary Branch. This is 
the first time a reporter has been 
given this assignment on a full 
time basis by any of the national 
networks.

As NBC-News’ ‘Lawyer in Resi
dence’, Mr. Stern is heard regular
ly on the Huntley-Rrinkley Report. 
He also reports three times a 
week on NBC Radio’s Emphasis se
ries on legal topics of general in
terest to the average listener. In 
addition to his specialized duties 
covering legal developments, Mr. 
Stern serves as an NBC news stair 
correspondent and is heard daily 
on NBC Radio’s 2 p.m. news.
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PROFS FINISH POVERTY HOUSING STUDY
In July of 1966 the Office of 

Economic Opportunity provided 
$64,922 for a research grant to 
Professors Cohn, Oaken and Scho- 
shinski. Although there was some 
overlap in the scope of each pro
fessor’s research, there were three 
basic areas investigated: Profes
sor Cohn considered F.H.A. fore
closure policy with respect to 
owner occupied single family dwel
lings; Professor Oaken dwelt on 
Internal Revenue Collection policy; 
and Professor Schoshinski handled 
the problems of public housing. 
The basic research has been com
pleted, with the assistance of five 
student researchers, and now the 
three professors are in the process 
of formulating their reports and 
finalizing recommendations. There
fore, at this time, it is not possible 
to provide a clear exposition of the 
findings of the research in any 
meaningful sense; only an interim 
report is possible.

The thrust of the research is an 
examination of certain govern
mental practices regarding tenants 
to determine whether or not they 
are in harmony with stated pover
ty program objectives and legisla
tive intent. Professor Schoshinski’s 
study of public housing shows that 
there are two levels to be dealt 
with, federal and local. He must 
see if the legislative authority on 
the federal level, both mandatory 
and suggested, is followed by local 
regulation. Therefore, he had to 
research local practices of main
taining public housing projects be
fore he could determine their con
sistency or inconsistency with fed
eral legislative intent as expressed 
by the Public Housing Act of 1937 
(as amended) and FAA-HUD 
supervisory suggestions.

The basic research entailed in
terviews with tenants of public 
housing projects, tenant union 
leaders and governmental officials 
on the local and federal level as well 
as an exhaustive examination of 
public housing regulations in cities 
such as New York, Boston and the 
District of Columbia. This research 
gave Professor Schoshinski some 
indication of the quality of local 
public housing regulations, and

what may be done in the future to 
improve them. The Professor was 
especially attentive to possible il
legal or unconstitutional practices 
so in the event that his suggestions 
for changes go.unheeded by the 
government, trial lawyers can be 
provided with the fruits of this 
study.

The public housing study in
cluded eligibility requirements, 
eviction policy and procedure, 
maintenance provisions and typi
cal leases, among a host of others. 
Eligibility to enter public housing 
may be denied because of illegiti
mate children, past criminal or ju
venile records and in New York 
City on the basis of a vague non
desirability standard. All projects 
have maintenance and dilapidation 
regulations but in practice there is 
a wide discrepancy between the 
disgraceful Barry Farms in the 
District and other projects. Ten
ants may be evicted without re
course to a fair hearing or, if there 
is a hearing, not be afforded the

right to testimony or cross-exami
nation of a witness. Typical leases 
nowr may contain objectionable, 
unconscionable provisions wrhich 
are generally against public pol
icy; here, Professor Schoshinski 
hopes to devise a reasonable stand
ard lease form.

The 1937 Public Housing Act 
wras designed to aid the temporary, 
and not permanent, poor; as a re
sult, local jurisdictions directed 
and guided public housing projects 
while applying their own stand
ards. For these 30 years the Fed
eral Government has been supply
ing a major portion of the finances 
needed to construct these projects 
and has done very little to assure 
uniform, or even proper, adminis
tration of those facilities. There
fore, Professor Schoshinski specu
lates, the practical results of pub
lic housing may be out of tune 
with legislative intent and poverty 
program objectives thus requiring 
stricter federal supervision of local 
administrations.
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NOLO CONTENDERE

. . . WITH FREEDOM FOR ALL?
Benjamin Novak

The West Coast internment of 
American citizens of Japanese de
scent during World War II has 
been called one of the worst blows 
to liberty our country has endured. 
Eugene Rostow in 54 Yale L.J. 
489. In Korematsu v. U.S., 323
U.S. 214, a case that will live in 
infamy, the Supreme Court upheld 
the imprisonment of 70,000 citi
zens without indictment or even 
accusation, while the government 
inquired into their “loyalty.”

World War II and 
were a long time ago. But their 
legacy lives on. In the 1940’s, de
tention camps in America were 
questionable military decisions. 
Today, detention camps are law: 
The Emergency Detention Act of 
1950, 50 U.S.d $$ 811-25.

Under this Act, the President, 
acting through the Attorney Gen
eral and the FBI, is empowered to 
arrest and detain anyone “as to 
whom there is reasonable ground 
to believe that such person prob
ably will engage in, or probably
will conspire with others to eiigage 
in, acts of espionage or sabotage.” 
It is not a question of what a per
son has done, planned to do, or 
even ever thought of doing. At 
law, you cannot be convicted for 
what you have thought about in 
the past. But since thought can 
lead to action* under this Act, you 
can be imprisoned for what some
body thinks you might think of 
doing in the future.

Nor do you get a hearing in 
court till your administrative pro
cedures are exhausted, and that 
could take years. Nor do you get a 
hearing before an impartial tri
bunal. Under this Act, the Presi
dent and his political appointees 
are both accuser and judge. When 
this Act is invoked, “hearing offi
cers” are appointed by the Presi
dent for the particular purpose of 
preliminary hearings. If a de
tainee seeks to appeal, his appeal 
goes to a “Detention Review 
Board” composed of nine mem
bers, again appointed by the Presi
dent. One is reminded of the Star 
Chamber.

This Act can be invoked by a

presidential proclamation of an 
“Internal Security Emergency” 
under any one of three conditions: 
1) an invasion of the U.S.; 2) a 
declaration of war by the U.S.: or. 
3) a civil insurrection “in aid of a 
foreign enemy.”

When a Justice Department of
ficial takes a man to a hearing and 
accuses him: “By order of the 
President of the United States I 
charge that this man will probably 
harbor an intention to commit 
sabotage or espionage against the 
United States at some indefinite 
time in the future,” what can you 
say? How can you prove what you 
will or will not do in the future— 
especially if you ever signed a peti
tion or marched in a demonstra
tion against the war in Viet Nam?

Nor, when you think about itr, 
can the accent be placed on the 
word “probably.” The issue before 
the hearing officer or the Detention 
Review Board is not probabilities, 
but possibilities. If there is only a 
25% chance that a man might com
mit such acts (assuming such a 
determination is possible), then 
there is a great probability that he 
will not do these acts (75%). But 
could even a 25% risk be taken in 
an “internal security emergency”?

This Act presents a grave dan
ger to the fundamental liberties of 
every American citizen. I speak 
specifically of the danger of im
prisonment either without cause, 
or because of one’s political beliefs. 
There is no way to prove your in
nocence, because you are not ac
cused of being guilty of anything. 
A long administrative procedure is 
established in the Act which may 
keep a man imprisoned for years 
before he has access to a court of 
law.

If you think that the danger is 
mythical, I urge you to read the 
Act, recall the Japanese intern
ment, read the article by Rostow 
already cited, and read the article 
by Dunbar, Beyond 
in 13 U. of Pittsburgh L. Rev. 221. 
Then reflect on the fact that money 
has already been appropriated by 
Congress to establish detention 
camps (two million dollars in

DASH INTO P.A.D.
Phi Alpha Delta Law Fraternity 

is developing a program of lec
tures with “Law and the Com
munity” as its focus. The program 
will be a survev of the critical 
areas involving conflict of com- 
munitv interests and the role of 
law in effecting their resolution. 
The first speaker will be Professor 
Samuel Dash whose topic will be 
“Society’s Rights and the Rights 
of the Accused in the Administra
tion of Criminal Justice—Is There 
a Conflict?” The presentation will 
be in the John Carroll Auditorium 
of the Law Center at 5th and E 
Streets, N.W. on Thursday, De
cember 7th, at 8:00 p.m. All are 
welcome to attend the program 
and the reception that follows.

Professor Dash will be speaking 
in the area of his special exper
tise, the Administration of Crimi
nal Justice. He is a Professor of 
Law at Georgetown University 
Law Center, Director of the In
stitute of Criminal Law and Pro
cedure, a former District Attorney 
of Philadelphia, and a former 
criminal defense attorney. There
fore, the speech promises to be one 
of the highest possible quality as 
well as one of current interest.

In addition to the regular pro
gram, Phi Alpha Delta will install 
Professor Dash as an Honorary 
Brother of the Fraternity. This 
initiation is in recognition for Pro
fessor Dash’s significant contribu
tions to criminal law and is an 
award afforded to only the most 
distinguished members of the legal 
community.
1952), the nearest of which is in 
Allenwood, Pa.

When this Act was being de
bated on the floor of Congress, 
Senator William Langer of North 
Dakota, while attempting to up
hold President Truman’s veto of 
the Act as unconstitutional, col
lapsed on the Senate floor. His last 
words were: “So it is now pro
posed to have concentration camps 
in America! We can be absolutely 
certain that the concentration 
camps are for only one purpose: 
namely, to put in them the kind of 
people those in authority do not 
like. So it has come to this. Con
centration camps!”
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In addition, the new journal will 
initiate a novel program under 
which students will offer their re
search and drafting time to lead
ing lawyers, scholars, and govern
ment officials who have ideas and 
sources of material but lack the 
time to combine these into publish
able articles. Through this medium, 
lawyers, and nonlawyers alike, 
working with law students, could 
shed light on our national policies 
in an area where sharp analysis is 
needed to accommodate conflicting 
interests.

If the journal gains support 
from the University, staff member
ship will be opened this spring to 
all undergraduate students and to 
interested graduate students as 
well. Cooperation with the Univer
sity’s students of international re
lations, economics, and business is 
also contemplated. An interest in 
the international field is certainly 
not a prerequisite to staff member
ship: one of the prime reasons for 
beginning a second journal at the 
Law Center is to offer more stu
dents the valuable opportunity to 
gain journal experience. The staff 
of the new journal will be advised 
by Professor Wallace, currently the 
advisor to the Scott Society, and 
by Professor Crabb.

The events leading to the Dean’s 
approval began when the Interna
tional Law Society formed a com
mittee during the 1966-67 academic 
year to investigate the possibility 
of establishing a journal of inter
national law at the Law Center. In 
his letter to the Dean, the commit
tee chairman, Patrick Heininger, 
stated, “The Society was motivated 
by a felt need for more outlets for 
writing and a vehicle to express 
their interest in international law.” 
Initially chaired by Stuart For
sythe, the committee made some 
initial inquiries and met with the 
deans in the spring of 1967. Find
ing interest on the part of the ad
ministration, the committee under
took t he preparation of the detailed 
proposal presented to the Dean in 
November.

In the proposal, it was pointed 
out that no less than eighteen other 
law schools publish more than one 
journal. Seven publish more than 
two, and some publish more. It was

also noted that Georgetown’s of
fering of fifteen courses in the in
ternational field make it a leader 
among American law schools in 
this area. These courses are popu
lar with students. The research of 
the committee revealed that be
tween the fall of 1965 and the 
spring semester of 1967, 205 stu
dents took two or more courses of
fered in the international area; 80 
took three or more, and 39 took 
four or more.

DEAN CITES BAIL 
PROJECT SUCCESS

On Wednesday, November 8th 
Phi Alpha Delta Fraternity, at its 
monthly luncheon, had the honor 
of having Assistant Dean Richard 
Molleur discuss the progress of the 
Federal Bail Reform Act and the 
circumstances leading to its enact
ment.

Dean Molleur, who laid much of 
the initial groundwork for the Act, 
highlighted some of the extraordi
nary inequities of a bail system 
based on a financial ability to pay. 
He cited instances where up to 18 
months were spent in jail because 
bail could not be met, the end re
sult, in many cases, being the ac
quittal of the accused but only af
ter he had lost his job, reputation 
and, often, his family as well. Be
fore the passage of the Act, it was 
not uncommon for a person to re
ceive a sentence shorter than the 
time spent in jail prior to trial.

The Dean made an important 
distinction between two facets of 
the Bail Reform Project. The first 
is the Act itself which gives the 
court the discretion to release the 
accused without financial security 
on his own recognizance or in the 
custody of a responsible member 
of the community. The second as
pect is the District of Columbia 
Bail Agency Act which establishes 
an agency to administer the proj
ect by interviewing defendants to 
determine their merit to be re
leased without bond. Some of the 
considerations of a defendant’s re
lease are: previous arrest record, 
the potential menace of the individ
ual to society, and his ties with 
the community that are likely to 
prevent him from leaving the ju-
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The Legal Writing project came 
under fire at the meeting as well. 
There was much criticism voiced 
as to the timing of deadlines and 
the inordinate amount of time that 
is taken before the papers are re
turned to students. All agreed that 
there ought to be a re-examination 
of the program and reforms should 
be forthcoming.

ODD ’N’ ENDS . . .  The NBC 
news correspondent for the Su
preme Court of the United States 
will be a lecturer at the Law Cen
ter sometime during the first two 
weeks in December . . . The Exam 
Booklet will be published again 
this year. It will not be as exten
sive this year since it will not in
clude any midyear exams, but will 
only have finals . . .  A booklet con
taining the names and addresses of 
all the students of the Law Center 
is at the publishers and ought to be 
made available within the next 
few weeks . . . That's all, folks!

risdiction. The Agency submits its 
findings and recommendations to 
the court which makes the final 
determination.

There are several difficulties 
that have been encountered by the 
Project, among them the relative 
lack of knowledge that even many 
outstanding defense attorneys 
have of the function of the new 
Acts and the difficulty in determin
ing Whether a defendant might en
danger society if released pending 
trial. The Project has also met 
what Dean Molleur feels is unjus
tified hostility because of its sharp 
break with traditional procedures. 
Despite the difficulties, the Proj
ect appears to be quite successful 
in the District of Columbia where 
according to a recent survey, 
97.4% of those released under the 
new acts have returned for trial. 
The important factor, according to 
the Dean, is that the Project has 
enabled many individuals who 
would otherwise spend long 
months in jail, to remain useful 
members of society, and has prob
ably held many families together 
because the breadwinner has been 
able to support them.



STAFF NEEDEDSociology and The Law... Why?
L. Zeitz

Ed. Leonard Zeitz is a research sociologist associated with the 
Institute of Criminal Law and Procedure at Georgetown Law Center.

Some years ago, I wrote a scholarly article for an academic legal 
journal whereby I criticized law students for their failure to be aware 
of the value of social sciences. The article was rejected on the grounds 
that it was too severe an attack upon law students.

This incident occurred only three years ago, one year after the Rutgers 
University School of Law had hired me for their faculty. My hiring was 
considered an audacious and irresponsible act by about half the faculty; 
the students just treated me as an odd-ball nonentity. It was obvious, 
in retrospect, that my chances of placing my article in a law journal 
were very small indeed; on the other hand, I am thinking of dusting it 
off, and re-submitting it.

What I wrote then, I would still repeat today, namely that the 
foundation of use of social sciences in a law school rests upon the 
student’s absorption of a minimal amount of social science as an 
undergraduate. I am including under the rubric of social sciences such 
studies as anthropology, sociology, psychology, history, political science, 
and economics. Obviously, every law student has taken some or all of 
these courses, but remember that I specified absorption. Too often, the 
law student enters the undergraduate school pointing in the direction 
of ultimate acceptance in a school of law. He dons blinkers and focuses 
as narrowly as possible upon passing the required subjects, not with any 
necessary desire to learn them, but rather to maintain a satisfactory 
grade average which will permit him entrance to a school of law. This 
is not true of most other disciplines (medicine being another notable 
exception) where the undergraduate courses gear one directly for grad
uate school courses. The graduate student in anthropology may major 
as an undergraduate in sociology or psychology, the graduate student in 
history may major as an undergraduate in economics or political science. 
But the law student—any or all of the above, or botany, or chemical 
engineering, or home economics, or canoe paddling!

So the law student arrives at law school with a smattering of (to him) 
useless information. He is delighted with the brainwashing that is about 
to take place. The faculty and administration will systematically under
take to organize his courses and to so structure the next three years of 
his life, that he emerges as that hallowed and haloed character, the 
ethical lawyer.

Before I am attacked from all quarters, let me say that a) I grant 
the above is a bit of a caricature (but only a bit), that b) the above does 
not describe all law students (but most of them), and that c) things are 
changing (but not fast enough).

One of those places where change is indeed becoming manifest is the 
Georgetown Law Center. The acquisition of the Institute of Criminal 
Law and Procedure, funded by Ford Foundation, is one of those artifacts 
which is making for the changes. Under the directorship of Professor 
Samuel Dash, the Institute has been instrumental in having the Law 
Center re-evaluate and re-work its traditional concepts of the teaching 
of criminal law.

The Institute, while clearly seeking to explore the criminal process, 
has not gone about its task in the traditional legal mould. The staff is 
multidisciplinary, being comprised of lawyers, sociologists, psychia
trists, psychologists, and social workers. Work done at the Institute bears 
the stamp of social science methodology.

As to its effects upon the Law Center, they are two. First, since many 
projects at the Institute require part-time student participation, many a
SOCIOLOGY—continued'on Page 8

A chance to contribute something 
to the Law Center. The WEEKLY 
needs writers and photographers. 
Those interested contact the editor 
by leaving message addressed to 
The WEEKLY in the Registrar's 
Office.

POVERTY IS POPULAR 
WITH GULC STUDENTS

The course on Poverty and the 
Administration of Civil Justice is 
fast becoming one of the most 
sought after seminars offered at 
the Law Center. This semester the 
course is being presented by Pro
fessor Murphy in the Morning Di
vision and by Adjunct Professor 
Johnson (Director of OEO’s Legal 
Services Division) in the Evening 
Division. The substance of the 
course has been separated into 
three primary areas — welfare, 
housing, and consumer protection 
—with some consideration of gen
eral procedural matters affecting 
the maintenance and defense of 
suits involving indigents.

As an introduction to the topic 
of welfare the student is exposed 
to the history and present status 
of the American welfare system 
with limited exploration into the 
types of public assistance pro
grams available. Primary empha
sis is placed on federal public as
sistance programs developed by 
the States in compliance with fed
eral guidelines. In this area, semi
nar consideration includes current 
constitutional attacks on residency 
requirements, man - in - the-house 
rules, and other grounds invoked 
to deny and terminate welfare 
payments. In the area of procedu
ral rights, the right to a hearing 
and the nature and timing of such 
a hearing before the welfare de
partment, as well as an examina
tion into the nature of investiga
tive techniques used by the depart
ment provide further areas of ex
ploration.

Under the topic of housing, many 
problems analogous to those faced 
by the welfare recipient arise with 
regard to tenants in public hous
ing, including the right of admis
sion to public housing, and the due 
process requirements for eviction. 
POVERTY—continued on Page 8
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Other areas of inquiry on a 
broader level include: municipal 
housing code enforcement, the 
principle of rent withholding, and 
problems in invoking common law 
landlord-tenant, principles to pro
tect the indigent tenant in the con
text of a landlord’s market.

The topic of consumer protection 
opens for discussion problems of 
inequitable terms and interest 
charges, questionable creditor col
lection practices, and installment 
credit arrangements. Recent statu
tory schemes for consumer protec
tion place model acts before the 
students for the purpose of analy-

In addition, the present semi
nars give some consideration to 
legal principles which might be in
voked to establish the right to 
counsel in civil cases and the right 
to have costs of litigation waived 
or assumed by the Government 
when they act as a barrier to the 
indigent litigant. Finally, pro
grams to provide legal assistance 
to the indigent, centering around 
OEO’s Legal Services Programs; 
are opened to critical analysis. 
Some emphasis is placed on the 
ethical problems involved when 
group legal services are estab
lished and a legal services pro
gram, in order to reach those in

tended to be served, seeks to 
inform clients of the availabilitv

i r

of legal assistance and what that 
service can do for them.

While the “law of the poor” is a 
product of the 1960’s, it is growing 
by leaps and bounds and is result
ing in the formation of new theo
ries of rights and privileges or, at 
least, an extension of old rights 
and privileges to those who have 
never received such benefits be
fore. Being in a sense “new law” 
the practicing attorney must ar
gue these new legal theories as well 
as devise creative extensions of 
traditional theories to cover new 
situations. For this reason, it is of 
paramount importance that stu
dents hoping to devote at least 
some of their future professional 
careers to the problems of the poor 
gain at least some familiarity with 
the manner in which such cases 
must be handled.

While it is clear that many of 
the substantive questions with 
which the attorney for the indi
gent will be dealing could easily be 
incorporated into traditional legal 
courses such as administrative law 
(the welfare department and the 
public housing authority), proper
ty (landlord-tenant problems), 
commercial transactions and credi
tors’ rights (consumer protec
tion), these courses have not yet 
been expanded to include topics re
lating to poverty in a more specific 
manner. Until such an expansion 
is effected, it is believed by many 
that the curriculum ought to be 
expanded to include a general non
seminar course in the legal prob
lems of the poor.
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Georgetown (and other law school) law student has become subjected to 
legal studies employing multidisciplinary personnel and utilizing social 
science theory and methodology. This is in the nature of a counter- 
current to traditional law school teaching methods which emphasize a 
case-book orientation. What the law student hopefully gains (besides 
$2.50 per hour) is a broadening of his view of the criminal process by 
the addition of the dimension of socio-cultural forces which shape laws 
and which intrude between their intent and actual practice. (Do we 
have to go beyond a mention of Prohibition or Brown vs. Board of 
Education, as illustrations?)

Second, the staff of the Institute, under the direction of Professor 
Dash, runs a seminar “Social Science Methods and the Law” at the Law 
Center. This course, still in an experimental phase, offers the law student 
an opportunity to develop his interest in criminal law procedures by the 
use of social science methodology. Obviously, such a course only touches 
a handful of students, but we are hopeful that a ripple effect will be 
created.

Logically (and the law student is nothing if not logical!) the law 
student must ask: Why should I study social science—how will it pay 
off for me? The answers in brief are as follows:

1) Lawyers interested in researching various phases of the law, find 
that more and more granting agencies demand hard-line empirical 
methods. They often require the presence of a consulting 
sociologist. If nothing else, the burgeoning attorney should, in 
self protection, learn something of the sociologist’s techniques.

2) As mentioned above, law no longer may be seen as a finite, discrete 
entity. In order to understand how law is implemented, whether 
or not consequences or legislation and judicial decisions may be 
predicted, what specific socio-cultural phenomena affect legal 
procedures, it is necessary to understand the theories and the 
findings of social sciences.

3) Finally, the new climate in the county dictating innovative and 
creative approaches to problems, of notably race and povprty, re
quires new legalistic approaches. These innovations require the 
breaking out of psychological sets (or if you wish, traditional 
hidebound modes of thought) ; the social sciences are notably 
iconoclastic, and while members of these disciplines hold no 
monopoly on new ideas, they quite often are able to offer attorneys 
new ways of looking at old problems.


