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NADER TO ADDRESS 
GULU DIALOGUE DAY

—b» J u l i r  lU r n r l

BILL OF RIGHTS DEVELOPMENT SET

A speech by Ralph Nader, noted 
consumer crusader, will launch a 
day of dialogue and internal reflec
tion in the Georgetown law school 
community Wednesday, March 26. 
Classes will be cancelled so that stu
dents may devote the day to the 
planned lectures and workshops.

Prompted by the complaints most 
students at the Law Center voice 
among themselves, several students 
felt it necessary to organize a day 
in which these criticisms could sur
face. Accordingly, the Student Bar 
Association arranged with the fac
ulty and administration for the Dia
logue Day.

Nader’s View
Mr. Nader will present his view of 

legal education —how it relates or 
fails to relate—to the society in 
which students and lawyers live. A 
program of similar scope was suc
cessfully conducted for first-year 
students at the start of the fall se
mester. At that time Frank Reeves 
(Howard University law faculty), 
Edgar Cahn (Executive Director, 
Citizens’ Advocate Center), and 
Michael Tigar (Editor, Selective 
Service Law Reporter) discussed 
the failures of the law when con
fronted with practical situations.

Open Discussion
In order for each student to have 

an opportunity to participate and air 
his views, the morning lecture audi
ence will divide into small work
shops to discuss the following areas 
of concern: Curricula Reform; Co-

Joseph P. McCormick, a Washing
ton attorney, has been selected as 
Director of the Law Students In 
Court Program (LSIC), it was an
nounced by Professor George F. Ba
son, Jr. of The American University 
Law School, Chairman of the Board 
of Directors of LSIC. LSIC is the 
new program to provide legal assist
ance for indigent defendants in 
Small Claims and Landlord-Tenant 
Courts. The Program is a joint en
deavor of the five D.C. law schools, 
at American, Catholic, George Wash
ington, Georgetown and Howard 
Universities, through the D.C. Con
sortium of Universities. Initial fund
ing of 893,000 for the Program has 
been provided jointly by the Council 
on Legal Education for Professional 
Responsibility, an affiliate of the 
Ford Foundation in New York City 
and by the Eugene and Agnes E. 
Meyer Foundation here in Washing
ton.

Howard Contacts
Mr. McCormick is President of the 

Howard Law School Alumni Associa
tion. He has practiced law in the 
District of Columbia since his grad
uation from Howard Law School 
in 1951. His activities in civic and 
community affairs have included 
membership on the Juvenile Court 
Subcommittee of the Judicial Coun
cil on the Administration of Justice 
for the District of Columbia, the 
Washington Bar Association, the 
Board of Managers of the D.C. Con
gress of Parents and Teachers, and 
the Area L Board of the Commis
sioners’ Youth Council.

Curricular Activities; Law in the 
Ghetto; Grading, Ranking, and 
Placement; Law School and the 
Draft; and Faculty Competence and 
Administration. Workshop moder
ators will be drawn from the Wash
ington legal community.

The Dialogue Day will be climaxed 
by an open discussion between fac
ulty and students. At this time, posi
tion papers summarizing the sem
inar discussions will be presented 
for comment.

Student suggestions for the day 
are welcomed. Those with ideas or 
questions should contact Willie 
Cook, Dialogue Day Chairman, at 
529-6919, or Don Stern at 554-4155.

by A. Michael Knapp
The Law Center, in cooperation 

with the D.C. Bar Association has 
for the last three weeks featured a 
series of lectures entitled ’'The Law
yer in the Courtroom." Originally 
seen as an opportunity to increase 
the practical—clinical, if you w ill- 
education of GULC students, the 
program has met with dismal fail
ure, due mainly to student disin
terest.

Clinical Law School
Last summer, Jacob Stein, Presi-

Mr. McCormick had recently been 
appointed as an Adjunct Professor 
of Law at Howard University. As 
Director of the LSIC program, he will 
have faculty status at all five of the 
participating law' schools.

Conditional Acceptance
Mr. McCormick’s selection had 

originally been made conditional 
to the acceptance of the post of As
sistant Director by Mr. Troy Overby 
of the U.S. Attorney’s Office. When 
Mr. Overby decided the job, how
ever, the Board voted to confirm Mr. 
McCormick as Director. The Board 
will be meeting with Mr. McCormick 
during the next w'eek to interview 
applicants for the post of Assistant 
Director.

Offices Set
A site has been selected for the 

offices of the program. Negotiations 
for a lease with the Victor Building 
at 9th and G streets were begun last 
week. Mr. McCormick has met with 
Judge Burka of the D.C. Court of 
General Sessions to review’ the pro
cedures to be followed at Court, and 
he has met with Mr. Elmer West of 
the Consortium of Universities to 
review the procedures to be followed 
in the Program’s financial dealings.

Mr. McCormick will begin weekly 
meetings w'ith the student partici
pants immediately. He and Judge 
Burka met with 10 students on 
Wednesday, March 5th at American 
University but because of the last 
minute notice, the rest of the 39 stu
dents in the Program were unable to 
attend.

The Task Force on the Student Bill 
of Rights recently submitted to the 
Student-Faculty Committee on Co- 
Curricular Activities and Student Af
fairs its proposals for the formula
tion and ratification procedures to 
be followed in developing a Bill of 
Rights for the Law Center student 
body. On February 26 the proposals 
were accepted and passed by the 
Committee with only minor changes.

Assignments
As approved, the proposals call 

for writing assignments on each 
heading under the Bill of Rights 
to be distributed among the mem
bers of the Task Force. In connec
tion with these assignments full ef
forts shall be made to solicit student 
opinion. The completed written as
signments on each different topic 
shall be voted on separately and shall 
require approval of two-thirds of all 
Task Force members.

APPROACHES
dent of the D.C. Bar Association, 
contacted Dean McCarthy with a pro
posal to co-sponsor a lecture series 
to increase the practical education of 
area law students. The concept of 
the "clinical law school," which has 
recently gained much publicity, was 
one of the motivating factors in 
planning the program. Rather than 
change the current law school curric
ulum, it w’as felt that student re
sponse to practical education might 
well be sounded out in a series of 
presentations supplementing the 
regular course outline.

Too Theoretical
Law students, and some profes

sors, have long complained that 
legal education has been too theo
retical; that not enough emphasis 
has been placed on how the rules 
and concepts learned in law school 
are to be applied in the practice of 
law. The GULC administration has 
not been unresponsive to this con
cern, and welcomed the D.C. Bar’s 
proposal as a method of remedying, 
at least partially, the faults of legal 
education.

During the summer, and during 
the first semester, Dean McCarthy 
worked with David Grimaldi, the 
Chairman of the "Lawyer in the 
Courtroom” program, setting up a 
panel of twelve volunteer lawyers 
who were willing to donate their 
time to delivering the lectures. Part 
of the problem inherent in such a 
series was that since each of the 
lawyers involved was actively prac
ticing law, the scheduling of lectures 
had to coincide with periods of rela
tive inactivity in their schedules. 
Hence, publicity for the program 
had to be postponed at least until 
the first speaker could definitely be 
scheduled.

Faculty Failure
The first of the three lectures, 

"The Lawyer in the Courtroom: 
Demeanor and Psychology,” by Mr. 
Anthony Grimaldi, was scheduled 
for February 26. A week before the 
scheduled lecture, Dean McCarthy 
sent memoranda to each professor, 
requesting the announcement of the 
series in class. Few professors took 
the time to notify their students of 
the program. A poster was placed in 
the main lobby, and constituted the 
only real communication to the stu
dents.

But the failure of students to at- 

(Continued on Page 4)

Once this process is completed, the 
entire proposed Bill of Rights shall 
be presented, along with supporting 
arguments and any minority reports, 
to the full Student-Faculty Commit
tee on Co-Curricular Activities and 
Student Affairs. The different head
ings shall again be voted on separ
ately, but approval of any part shall 
only require a majority of all Com
mittee members present and voting. 
Minority reports will be allowed, 
and any heading not approved will 
be remanded to the Task Force 
for rewriting or other action.

Referendum
The contents of the Bill of Rights 

as approved by the Committee (and 
any minority reports) will then be 
publicized and submitted to the 
whole student body for approval. 
The students shall vote upon the 
document in its entirety and ap
proval shall be by majority vote, 
provided only that one-third of all 
eligible students actually do vote on

By William T. Adams
On Wednesday, February 19, after 

arguments before judges Edwin 
Bradley, John Crabb (both of the 
GULC faculty) and Ralph Nickerson 
(of the International Law Journal), 
the team representing Georgetown 
in the Jessup Cup International 
Moot Court Competition was chosen. 
The team consists of second-year 
student Leonard Cavise and third 
year students Ray Needham and 
Larry Singer. Mr. Singer was also 
on last year’s team. The team will 
argue in the Regional Competition 
in Newark, New Jersey, on March 
29. If successful they will advance 
to the semi-final and final rounds 
in the District of Columbia on April 
23-25, which Georgetown will host. 
Unique to the competition this year 
will be the participation of a team 
from a foreign nation. A team from 
France will compete in the semi
final round in Washington.

Resource Exploitation
This year’s question deals with the 

rights of nations to exploit resources 
in and under the sea, a topic of acute 
importance in light of the California 
oil problem and Peru's recent seizure 
of an American fishing boat. Spe
cifically, it relates to the interpreta
tion and effect of a series of treaties 
dealing with these rights which were 
drawn up at Geneva in 1958 and have 
been ratified since then by most na-

the measure. The ballots used in the 
student referendum will have space 
for students to enter objections to 
any part of the Bill. If the Bill is 
rejected, it will be returned to the 
Committee for revision in light of 
student commentary and will even
tually be resubmitted.

Once the Bill is approved by the 
students it will be submitted to the 
entire Law Center faculty, who shall 
also vote on it in its entirety. Mem
bers of both the Task Force and the 
Committee will be allowed to present 
to the faculty supporting arguments , 
and minority opinions. Faculty ap
proval shall require the affirmative 
vote of a majority of the faculty 
members present.

It is planned that hearings to so
licit student views will be held later 
in the present semester. Writing 
assignments will also be made, but 
it is not anticipated that the Bill 
of Rights will actually begin to 
take definite shape before the Fall 
1969 semester.

lions. This series of treaties is en
titled: The Geneva Conventions on 
the Territorial Sea and Contiguous 
Zone, the High Seas, the Conti
nental Shelf, and the Optional Pro
tocol on Settlement of Disputes.

Geneva Conventions
Under these Conventions, coastal 

states retain certain sovereign rights 
to the exploitation of the continental 
shelf, defined as extending from the 
coast of these states to a point where 
the sea floor becomes greater than 
two hundred meters below the sur
face of the water. Because the drop
off varies considerably from state to 
state, the size of the continental 
shelf varies from state to state. Un
der the Competition’s fact situation, 
state X has built an artificial island 
within state Y’s continental shelf, 
as defined in the Conventions and 
is using it for various purposes. State 
Y then occupied the artificial island 
by force. The dispute is brought 
before the Court of International 
Justice for settlement.

INSIDE:
Inns o f C o u r t ............ P. 3

Sp o o f N ig h t ............... P. 5

McCormick Picked to Head 
LSIC Program in District

A C r itiq u e  . . .

GULC STUDENT A PATH Y HITS
CLINICAL LAM

In te rn a tio n a l moot court team  m em bers Leonard  Cavise and L a rry  S inger p repare  for th e ir first 
argument on March 29.

l o t .  Moot C o u r t  . . .

JESSUP CUP NAM El)



Page 2 Georgetown Law Weekly March 1 4, 1 969

id esi . . .
The Committee on the Budget of the Law Center is to be 

commended for its decision to hold the line on budgetary 
increases for the 1969-1970 adademic year. While virtually 
every other department in the University has presented the 
Hilltop with projected expenditures which can only be balanced 
by increased tuitions, the Law Center has chosen the route 
of austerity in order to prevent a third tuition increase in as 
many years. It is no mean task to draw a line on expenses 
and stick to it, especially in an institution such as this where 
the clamor for growth and expansion resounds from numerous 
quarters. It is much more tempting, indeed irresistible, to give 
new ideas and innovations their head at the expense of the 
student wallet. The decision of the Committee on the Budget 
represents an effort to deal with the present realities of the 
Law Center rather than to experiment in future hypotheticals 
at the expense of students now at the Center. As such the 
decision is laudable.

The decision is even more unique and praiseworthy in 
terms of the cooperation between students, faculty, and ad 
ministration which gave it strength. For the first time student 
and faculty activities submitted budgets to a committee for 
approval, rather than dealing, in an impromptu fashion, with 
the deans in order to secure their next year’s finances. The 
temptation among all these activities is to increase their 
projected expenditures for the next year in order to secure 
additional funds or, at least, to prevent a cut in budget. When 
the facts became known as to why theCommittee on the Bud
get was attempting its budgetary freeze, each of these activi
ties responded selflessly to the need. Virtually every activity 
agreed independently and without discord to avoid seeking 
increased budgetary allotments. That this represents a tre
mendous effort in internal shuffling cannot be denied. What 
this indicates is that the committee system can and does work 
when the facts of a situation are laid clearly before the inter
ested parties. Even more this indicates a combined effort on 
the part of every segment of the Law Center community to 
put personal desires aside and work in concert for the im
mediate welfare of the whole Law Center.
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Canned Briefs
Barristers’ Council

Semi-finals of the first year argu
ments are scheduled for March 12.

Phi Alpha Delta
Rush Chairman Richard Callahan 

announced plans for Taft Chapter 
Rush Week, March 17 through 22. 
Eight area attorneys representing 
varied practices will present the Phi 
Alpha Delta Legal Practice Sym
posium at 8:00 p.m. in John Carroll 
on Tuesday, March 18 and Thursday, 
March 20. Co-ordinator Mr. Len Gold

stein, G.U.L.C. ’67 and formerS.B.A. 
president, said the two evenings will 
provide insight into practice from 
young attorneys and accent the occu
pational potential in the D.C. area. 
All interested students are invited 
with refreshments to be provided.

Social Chairman Ken Vickers an
nounced that the Annual PAD Ju
dicial Reception for Brothers and 
rushees, will be held March 19th 
at the Rayburn Building. Numerous 
Washington political figures, judges 
and attorneys are expected to attend. 
A $3.00 fee is charged at the door. 
Cocktails and appetizers will be of
fered.

Plans for a Sunday Brunch on 
March 16th and party, open to 
rushees and dates on Saturday, 
March 22, are being finalized.

International Law Society
The Jessup Cup Team has been 

selected. Members are Ray Needham 
(’69), Larry Singer ( ’69), and 
Leonard Cavise (’70). See article in 
this issue for details.

Delta Theta Phi
March 22—A wine and cheese par

ty will be held at the Calvert Apart
ments party room in Arlington, Vir
ginia. Brothers and rushees are 
invited to meet the new officers.

Leahy Semis Begin
SB A PLANS BARRISTERS BALL

by Charles Goldman
The S.B.A. met on January 29, 

1969. Although a quorum was again 
lacking, the House of Delegates dis
cussed and voted on several mat
ters. The members turned their at
tention to three upcoming functions.

Barristers’ Ball
It was decided after heated debate 

to hold the Barristers’ Ball on April 
26 at the Hotel America in Washing
ton. Tickets will be fifteen dollars 
per couple with proceeds going to 
the Student Tutorial Project. The 
event will include a band, hot hours 
d’oeuvres and an open bar (most 
drinks will cost ninety cents, slight
ly cheaper than last year).

Law Day
The delegates also appropriated 

funds of a Law Day Luncheon to be 
held May 1 at the Presidential Arms. 
This is a traditional function at
tended by students, professors, and 
alumni. Awards for distinguished 
service are presented at this affair. 
Tickets will be $3.30 per student 
and $5.00 for alumni.

The S.B.A. President, Don Stern,

Plans are now in the offing for a 
reception to honor outgoing Dean 
Paul R. Dean, who has served in 
that capacity for fifteen years, and 
Mr. Adrian Fisher, the Dean-desig
nate of the Law Center.

The reception, to be attended by 
professors as well as interested stu
dents, should provide an excellent

outlined plans for a Day of Dialogue 
to be held on Wednesday, March 
26.. Classes will be cancelled on that 
day. Stern indicated that Julius Hob
son, in addition to Ralph Nader, was 
invited to participate in the daylong 
conclave. The Delegates appropri
ated $800 to further these plans.

Course Critique
A variety of other topics came up 

for discussion. Money was appropri
ated by the House of Delegates for 
the printing of course critiques to be 
included in registration materials 
sent out next semester. The mem
bers were informed that the Budget 
Committee has submitted a balanced 
budget to the University for the next 
year and that, accordingly, there will 
be no need for a tuition increase 
next year.

Finally, the House of Delegates 
was told of a meeting with the Pres
ident of the Blake Construction Com
pany. which is to build the new Law 
Center, at which discussion centered 
on the possibility of gaining more 
participation of more black sub-con
tractors in the construction (see 
Law Weekly, vol. Ill, number 9).

opportunity for informal discussion 
on the direction the Law Center is 
to take in the future.

Since the date for the transition 
from Dean Dean to Dean Fisher is 
not yet decided, a date for the re
ception will have to be announced 
later. It should occur, however, 
shortly before Dean Fisher takes 
office.

The William E. Leahy arguments, 
for second-year day and third-year 
night students, will hold its semi
final round on March 21, 1969. Four 
teams are left out of a starting field 
of twenty-one. The semi-finalists are 
Rex Renfrow, Thomas Bieging, Bill 
Youngblood, Paul Sweeney, James 
Keane, Michael Knapp, Richard 
Boone and Joseph Di Genova. 
Messrs Knapp and Bieging have 
been frequent contributors to the 
Law Weekly.

Narcotics
The legal argument problem in

volved in this year’s competition 
was taken from the criminal law field 
with issue evolving from the Wor
thy, Luck, Simmons, and Miranda 
cases as well as other recent deci
sions. At the current stage of the 
proceedings, the defense is argu
ing on appeal for a reversal of a 
conviction under the narcotics laws 
of the fictional state of Georgetown.

Final Round
The final round of competition will 

be argued in the U.S. Court of Mili
tary Appeals, across the street from 
the Law Center at 5th and E Streets, 
N.W., on Wednesday, April 16, 1969 
at 8:00 p.m. and will be open to the 
public. The judges for the final elim
inations will include Michael Tigar, 
member of the Washington law firm 
of Williams and Connolly, Chief 
Judge Harold Greene and Associate 
Judge Tim Murphy, both of the Dis
trict of Columbia Court of General 
Sessions. The winner of this final 
round will receive the Leahy Cup 
upon which his name will be en
graved along with those of past 
champions.

DEAN TO BE HONORED
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SPEAKERS SEE BACKLOG 
AS DOUBLE TROUBLE

b* (>ordon M alirk

(•ordon i* N>rko!

Many Spoofed; Few Fooled
by M argm n lh*u ne>

The disadvantages and problems 
faced by government prosecutors 
and criminal defense attorneys were 
the subject of Phi Alpha Delta's 
"Inns of Court" on February 21, 
1969 at the National Lawyer's Club.

Spells Trouble
Mr. Joseph Work, Assistant U.S. 

Attorney and former head of the 
Criminal Division, D.C. Court of 
General Sessions, and Mrs. Barbara 
Allen Bowman, Director of the D.C. 
Legal Aid Agency, pointed to the 
"current case backlog as the most 
important crisis in the District, spell
ing trouble for both sides.” Mr. 
Work blamed the tremendous case
load placed on each government at
torney as the basic plight. Refusing 
to concede that this was an advan
tage to defendants, Mrs. Bowman 
pointed to the high D.C. crime rate 
and the defendant’s indictment as 
evidence to most juries that, in fact, 
he should be presumed guilty. The 
lack of speedy trial also serves to 
destroy alibi witnesses’ recollections 
and often makes witnesses unavail
able.

Plea Bargaining
After taking the audience through 

preparation of the prosecutor’s case, 
Mr. Work commented that plea bar
gaining is one of the government’s 
tools to regulate the caseload. Mrs. 
Bowman countered with the sugges
tion that, in such cases, D.C. pro
cedure should call for the defense 
lawyer to withdraw the original guil
ty plea, entering in a guilty plea 
to the attempt charge, explaining 
the evidence and having the proceed
ing put in the record for all to see.

New Plan Set 
for GULC News

The Communications Committee 
of the SBA, with the cooperation of 
the Administration, has established 
a plan to centralize and standardize 
the dissemination of information 
within GULC. A large bulletin board 
will be provided near the stairs ad
jacent the library door. All notifica
tions to the general student body 
are to be placed thereon; they are 
to be made on plain index cards 
and should bear an expiration date.

Any student or organization may 
post announcements in the divisions 
of that board designated to cover 
their subjects. However, the Com
munications Committee will remove 
all expired and improperly placed 
notices. Posters and notices for so
cial events will be displayed on the 
second floor bulletin boards.

The purpose of this plan is to pro
vide the students and faculty with 
an organized and timely informa
tion dispersal system, rather than 
the present abstract college. Your 
cooperation in this effort is re
quested.

“One idle man is a disgrace,- Iwo idle 
men are a law firm; and three idle 
men are a Congress."

John Adams, in the new 
musical "1776".

Such a practice would assure fair
ness and honesty for both sides.

Duty to Disclose
Mr. Work said that the prosecution 

has an absolute duty to disclose evi
dence favorable to the defendant 
under the Levin case. In fact, the 
duty even goes to evidence the gov
ernment should have known about 
—a very broad test in the prosecu
tor’s opinion. In response to a ques
tion on the defense attorney’s duty 
to go to trial when the defendant 
admits guilt to his lawyer, Mrs. 
Bowman advised withdrawal from 
the case when presentation of per
jured testimony would be necessary. 
While the situation is rarely this 
clear-cut, Mrs. Bowman said, "An 
impossible situation is created where 
the professional duty runs against 
the privileged relationship.’’

Fred W. Bennett, National Chair
man of the P.A.D. Inns Series, an
nounced that the next Inns of Court 
presentation will concern good trial 
practice. F.T. vom Baur of vom 
Baur, Coburn, Simmons and Turtle 
will address interested students at 
the National Lawyers Club on March 
28, 1969.

Scene: Carroll auditorium at 
Wednesday noon, March 5. Per
sonae: four black law students from 
the Howard University Law School 
and approximately 60-75 GULC stu
dents. Purpose: to gather support 
for the boycott of classes at Howard 
Law School which would meet its 
crisis on Thursday, when each boy- 
cotter had the option of ending his 
hold-out or losing his status as a 
full-time student. What is wanted 
is a boycott of area law school classes 
on Thursday in sympathy with the 
Howard walkout. Also, attendance 
at a rally at Howard at 1 p.m. Thurs
day.

Arresting Speaker
The first speaker describes the 

reasonableness of the students’ 
cause: a chance to have a say in 
decisions which affect students, a 
desire to make legal training more 
relevant to the black community. 
His tone is restrained, his terms 
general. Apparently this is the way 
to reach GULC students. The next 
speaker, John Britain, drops the 
calm front and launches into a 
Cleaver-like either/or dithyramb. 
Those who are with us now, come; 
the rest of you, you’re hopeless 
and not worth convincing. He is an 
arresting speaker. The audience is 
spellbound.

Confusion
The first audience question pre

sents confidently the classic con
servative position: I am a member 
of a minority group too. My solution 
is to work to the top. So don't get 
in my way; don't close down my 
school. This drew a restrained re
buttal from the first speaker, and an 
angry one from a white former SNCC 
member. Audience rather tense. Don 
Stern attempted to unconfuse every
one. Steve Sonnett said something.

by Morgan Downey
The austere portraits adorning the 

walls of John Carrol Auditorium 
looked down on a particularly un- 
austere happening Last Friday night. 
It was the return of Spoof Night, a 
humorous examination of several 
of the more prevalent institutionsaf- 
fecting law students.

Palace on Weidenbruch
If there is one thing students 

always learn well it’s the manner
isms of their professors. Spoof Night 
was the opportunity for Rich Faber 
to do a takeoff on ProfessorGaghan, 
Don Burris to mimick Fr. Snee, 
Tom Palace to play Professor Weid
enbruch and Alan Chasset to spoof 
Professor Schoshinski. But students 
themselves are not above some foi
bles. Six third-year students of the 
gentler sex sang a song lamenting 
the position of women in a "man’s 
profession." Groups of night and 
day students voiced certain opinions 
about the gap between them. Of 
course no gathering of law students 
could pass without a few choice 
words about Lerner’s Law Book 
Store, and Spoof Night was hardly 
the time for an exception. Several 
students did a skit entitled "The

Finally, a young lady attempted to 
pin down the first speaker to spe
cific demands: yes, we are asking 
for a voice on the curriculum com
mittee; no, we dropped our demand 
for a say on tenure. . . the speaker 
cut off here, stating that he and 
his questioner were not communi
cating, that he didn't like being 
cross-examined, and that he and his 
friends had to get back to Howard.

After they had left, the rest 
of the audience spent the next 45 
minutes trying to find out what had 
happened and why they hadn’tbeen 
told anything specific. Side one: we 
can't boycott and appear tomorrow 
at the rally; we’ll be dupes if we do. 
We have nothing to base a judgment 
on. Side two: you can’t expect them 
to give you everything neat and 
tidy. This is a crisis, not a court
room. Understand that the blacks 
have rather negative preconceptions 
about GULC and that the last thing 
their militancy will permit them to 
do is beg for our white help. Side 
three: why do they want us to boy
cott at all? How will this help their 
cause? Listening tomorrow is OK; 
but boycott, no. Side four: an out
rage. Utter confusion.

Thursday: much talk about a boy
cott in the lounge. As usual, hard 
to tell whether fewer people at school 
than is normal. Ironies: two of the 
most "relevant” courses—Discrim
ination, and Law and the Urban 
Poor—are taught on Thursday.

Brothers and Sisters
Thursday, up at the Howard cam

pus: about 20 GULC students in 
attendance at a rally in front of the 
auditorium building. About 200 peo
ple total. The speeches deal mostly 
with the necessity of changing 
Howard from a Negro (knee-grow) 
into a Black school. Several law 
students talk, and then the under-

Tonight Court with EdMcMayhem” 
which was a vehicle for some of the 
oldest common law jokes ever col
lected under a deteriorating roof.

Prof Spoof
The professors had opportunity to 

do a little spoofing themselves. Pro
fessors Sobeloff, Weidenbruch, 
Bradley and Burrus chose "There’s 
Nothing Like a Dean” to vent more 
than a mild opinion about the par
ticular class. Professor Wallace in
terrupted the proceedings to demand 
more relevant courses such as 
Sicilian Defense Tactics. Criminal 
Professors Noonan, Bowman and 
Rezneck prophesied their obselence 
due to Gilbert Outline Notes. The 
evening concluded with a "bare- 
tone” rendition by Professors Gal
lagher, Gordon and Wallace on 
"What Do Law Student’s Do.”

Stand Out
All of the performances were good 

but one stood out. That skit por
trayed the day a certain S.B.A. pres
ident taking over Dean McCarthy’s 
Office. Professor Gordon, T-shirted, 
bare footed, flower wielding and 
bear-hatted played the rebellious 
student in a brutal confrontation 
scene with the ex-Dean.

graduate militants takeover. Most of 
the speakers are individual, witty, 
and sincere. Willy Cook conveys 
GULC’s (or some of its) support. 
There is talk about changing the 
law school so that it will turn out 
lawyers prepared to help the black 
community. There is talk of chang
ing from a Darwinian attitude, where 
40 V, to 50" are gone by the end of 
2nd year, to a view where students 
with difficulties are given remedial 
training. A stern letter from the law 
faculty is read, and then burned. 
Remarks aimed mainly at Howard 
students, most of whom are not 
militant. The School of Fine Arts 
announces that, as the result of a 
meeting with faculty which ended 
in an impasse, its students will boy
cott tomorrow. The rally is a.show of 
solidarity, and the whites in the 
audience are called "brothers and 
sisters." The revolutionary events 
at Howard last year are recalled and 
recommended. The members of the 
audience are asked to look into their 
minds and to find out where their 
heads are. Are they committed? 
Can they withstand challenges? If 
not, we don’t want you. Challenge 
what is taught in class; it’s probably 
dogma, designed to fit you for the 
decaying white world.

Peace and Power
Finally, Hewitt Brown speaks. He 

wishes to correct something said ear
lier: namely, the words "white” 
and "brothers and sisters” do not 
go together. To demonstrate, he asks 
all blacks to raise their right fists, 
and all whites to keep their hands 
at their sides. "Peace and power.” 
There is silence for a moment or 
two. The rally is over.

The GULC students leave, to think 
it all over. The boycott at Howard is 
called off later that day, for tactical 
reasons.

Nolo Contend ere

GULC HEARS MILITANTS; 
RAISES MANY DOUBTS

!>> R O BER T  HO DG E

Profs Prom oted
On February 24 the Law Center 

announced the granting of the title 
of full professor with tenure to five 
faculty members. The recipient pro
fessors were: Donald E. Schwartz, 
Jonathan Sobeloff, John G. Mur
phy, Samuel Dash, and John R. 
Schmertz. The promotions are ef
fective July 1, 1969.

Requirements
The promotion to the rank of pro

fessor requires the possession of the 
Ph.D. or the equivalent professional 
degree in the field of law; evidence 
of scholarship and research, which 
is a euphemism for scholarly pub
lication; satisfactory performance of 
University responsibilities; a mini
mum of three years at the University 
in the position of assistant professor, 
followed by promotion to the rank 
of associate professor (account may 
be taken, however, of experience and 
professional recognition of the in
dividual in satisfying this require
ment); and, in addition, according 
to the Faculty Handbook, "evidence 
of such outstanding qualities of 
scholarship as to merit general rec
ognition among scholars and educa
tors in the same field.”

Tenure
The term "tenure” refers to the 

"mutually acknowledged expecta
tion of continuing service that is 
terminable by the University for 
just cause.” The practical applica
tion of the Handbook definition gen
erally secures to the professor his 
position and employment on the 
faculty until he should retire. Tenure 
is ordinarily limited to full-time 
members of the faculty above the 
rank of assistant professor. Unless 
otherwise stated in the letter of ap
pointment tenure will not be granted 
before the individual has completed 
at least three years of service to the 
University.

Promotions in rank and awards of 
tenure are made by the University 
Rank and Tenure Committee. This 
committee, however, generally ac
cepts the recommendations made by 
the Law Center’s Faculty Affairs 
Committee and approved by the ten
ured members of the GULC faculty.

Israeli Dean to  
S p ea k  Here

Dean Yaron, of the Hebrew Uni
versity Law School in Jerusalem, 
will address GULC, State Depart
ment officials, and students of other 
area law schools at 8:00 P.M. in John 
Carroll Auditorium on March 27. 
Sponsored jointly by the Law Center 
and by the James Brown Scott In
ternational Law Society, Yaron’s 
talk will center on Israeli law and 
the current Mideast tensions.

Dean Yaron, who will be in the 
area at the end of March, requested 
facilities in a respected area law 
school in which to make a major 
address as his visit to the United 
States ends. GULC and the Inter
national Law Society offered the Law 
Center, and Dean Yaron has ac
cepted the invitation.

The LAW WEEKLY was informed 
of the planned talk just before press 
time for this issue, and the title of 
Dean Yaron’s talk has not yet been 
disclosed.

All students and faculty are cor
dially invited to attend what prom
ises to be one of the major events 
at the Law Center this year.
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GROUP STUDIES D.C. COURTS
The chairman of the Committee on the Administration of Justice is 

Mr. Newell W. Ellison who Is also a senior partner with the law firm of 
Covington and Burling. The following interview that he gave to Mr. 
Steven Harvls, feature editor of the Law Weekly is part of a study that 
the Law Weekly has made on the problems surrounding Judicial reform.

Newlon W. Ellison
Mr. Harvis: What is the function of the Committee on the Administration

of Justice?
Mr. Ellison: The Committee on the Administration of Justice is a private 

study composed of ten individuals plus staff whose duty is to study the 
District of Columbia court system including the U.S. Attorney’s Office 
and the Corporation Counsel's Office to see if improvements could be 
made which would speed up the administration of justice. We have re
ceived funds from both the Ford Foundation and the Justice Depart
ment; and we have used those funds to hire a skilled staff headed by 
Mr. David Saari, a former court administrator from Portland, Oregon 
and an authority in court administration.

Mr. Harvis: What are some of the problems raised and solutions offered 
in the year the study has been working?

Mr. Ellison: Courts, like any other organization need help in proper 
management. This is particularly important in court administration be
cause judges are not trained to be administrators. Consequently, things 
are being done in certain areas of court administration in the same 
manner that they were done fifty years ago. However, by working with 
Hie judges, we have implemented certain key proposals which we feel 
will ease the current backlog and inefficiency of the courts.

A primary proposal is one which changes the calendar system of 
making a court docket from the present central calendar to an indi
vidual calendar. Basically, this amounts to a change from a system in 
which up to eight judges pass on a case in the course of its adjudica
tion to one in which one Judge handles the entire affair. Each judge is 
assigned a number of cases from the total and they become the par
ticular Judge’s responsibility from beginning to end

in conjunction with the individual calendar, we have also recom
mended that I lie U.S. District Attorney’s Office assign at least two 
assistant U.S. attorneys to each judge of the Court. One attorney would 
be trying the cases while the other would be preparing the next case 
for trial.

We have found that it would be advantageous if the courts sped up 
the trial of tlie worst type of crimes. This is not to be at the expense 
of Justice for those accused, but is to be obtained by greater efficiency 
from within the system. This means that the amount of time lag 
between indictment, arraignment and counselor appointment will be 
telescoped so that the case can go to trial without undue delay. Cur
rently, the time lag amounts to three or four months or longer in many 
cases.

Mr. Harvis: Have you dealt with the problem of establishing a separate 
criminal court to handle some of the backlog?

Mr. Ellison: There has been a suggestion that a separate criminal court 
be established to hear some of the more serious cases. However, if that 
procedure is followed, then in other areas of the courts’ jurisdiction, 
such as its civil division, there will be a corresponding lack of man
power.

We have examined the problem closely and recognize that there are 
three alternatives. The first approach is the one I just mentioned—the 
formation of a new court. We are opposed to this because we have 
found that the proliferation of courts is an archaic way in which to 
handle a problem of this kind.

Secondly, we reviewed the possibility of giving the U.S. District Court 
more judges. Hut we rejected this in favor of the last alternative; 
transfering some of the jurisdiction of the other courts to the Court of 
General Sessions, building that court up in stature, giving it more 
judges, and letting it attack the problem.

We feel that the best solution lies with the expansion of the Court 
of General Sessions, which is the court closer to the community than 
any other. With a sizable increase in the number of judges and the 
implementation of some of our administrative recommendations we 
feel that this is the best overall solution to the problem.

Mr. Harvis: What is the role of the individual judge in the reforms 
planned and in the study?

Mr. Ellison: There are people on the Court of General Sessions that aren’t 
quite equal to the task, we think. And to this end we feel that the 
Court should be strengthened. One of the ways we are approaching 
the problem is by proposing that the judges be given tenure. Presently, 
appointments are for a u*rm of ten years. By giving tenure, a better 
qualified person can be put on the bench.

In addition, we feel that compensation should be increased and that 
retirement benefits be made to equal those received by other judges.

Furthermore, we feel that a commission should be appointed to sub
mit to the President the names of five people whenever a vacancy 
occurs on the court. Under the terms of a bill sent to Congress, the 
President wouki have to fill the vacancy from the list or give the Senate 
reasons why he did not.

Along with this commission we recommended that a disqualification 
commission be formed which would examine those situations where a 
judge was not adequately performing his job. After an appropriate hear
ing a judge could be taken off the bench. Naturally, there would be 
the right to an appeal.

We feel, in sum, that the Court of General Sessions is best qualified 
to be the means by which greater efficiency can be achieved.

Mr. Harvis: What about some of the non-administrative delays such as 
the excessive numbers of continuances?

Mr. Ellison: I hope we can accomplish something in this area. There are 
undoubtedly too many such continuances. What we have found from a 
preliminary study is that the defense lawyer gets what he wants in the 
way of delays. He gets what he asks for instead of what he should 
have from the point of view of the community or the gravity of the 
case. We hope to make some impression on the judges in this respect, 
although we realize that in the final analysis it is up to the discretion of 
the bench.

There is another area worth discussing which we hope will lead to a 
speedier court process and provide greater justice to defendants. This 
is in the use of Pretrial w'hich today is handled not by a judge, but 
by a commissioner. We think that this is wrong, and that pretrial is an 
important judicial function that should be handled by the bench.

We have recommended that this old procedure be done away with and 
that the judge assigned to the case handle the pretrial. This fits per
fectly into the use of the individual calendars which we recommended.

Mr. Harvis: Has the Committee taken any position on the use of the Pub
lic Defender system?

Mr. Ellison: We have been studying this problem in considerable detail. 
Basically, we are for a public defender system with the details for the 
implementation of the system not yet decided upon. While it hasn’t been 
formally recommended, we are inclined to favor the expansion of the 
Legal Aid Agency into the core of the public defender system.

Presently, each court is not centralized in dealing with the appoint
ment of defense counsel. The methods and procedures for appointment 
vary with the court. We are going to recommend that this all be cen
tralized through the Legal Aid Agency. The exact number of personnel 
needed to accommodate the increased role of the agency is something 
we are now studying. Whether bar appointments will be continued in 
the picking of defense counselors is also being examined.

There is one other proposal that you should be made aware of and 
that is the recommendation to eliminate as a separate court the Juvenile 
Court. We propose that the Juvenile Court should be made a part of 
the Court of General Sessions. Senator Tydings has introduced a bill 
to the Congress that would implement this proposal. It is our feeling 
that only in this manner can the Juvenile Court be brought up to the 
standard that it should be.

By bringing together, by coordinating the different elements of the 
court structure and by implementing the proposals I discussed, we 
should be able to have a more efficient and just court system.

IN V E S T  M E N T  A N A L Y S I S

No More Hot
by Stephen II. Gore

It has been more than six months 
since the Second Circuit of the 
United States Court of Appeals 
handed down its decision in the Tex
as Gulf Sulphur case; yet investors, 
analysts, and brokers are, for the 
most part, still uncertain as to how 
the case affects them. The court 
found a group of Texas Gulf em
ployees guilty of using inside infor
mation to profit in the stock market 
and stated even further that "any
one in possession of material Inside 
information’’ is an insider and must 
refrain from trading or recommend
ing the securities until the informa
tion is made fully public.

The Name of The Game 
To say the least, Security analysts

Tips . . .
are less than pleased with this re
sult. . Previously, the name of the 
game was to get information before 
the other guy and use it to make 
what is known in the trade as "quick 
money." Quick entails getting in
formation an hour, a day, or even 
a week ahead of the public. Before 
the Texas Gulf case was decided, 
Burston-Marsteller, a public rela
tions firm, interviewed 600 public 
corporations in an effort to deter
mine how many gave information to 
analysts before releasing it to the 
stockholders or the press. . The re
sults are staggering: 44 "o on the 
New York Exchange, 33% on the 
American Exchange, and53 ’o on the 
over-the-counter exchange stated

continued on page 6

APATHY HITS 
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tend the lecture series certainly can
not be blamed totally on the profes
sors’ failure to announce it in class. 
Although the Grimaldi lecture was 
highly interesting and informative, 
and was held at a time when both 
day and night students could at
tend, only 25 students showed up.

The Grimaldi lecture centered on 
handling juries, judges, and clients 
while in the courtroom. Time was al
so devoted to the best method of 
examining witnesses. The entire talk 
concentrated on the way in which a 
lawyer's conduct in the courtroom 
influences the outcome of his 
client's case—a lesson lawyers nor
mally have to learn through the 
"School of Hard Knocks.” The re
lationship between opposing coun
sel was also discussed by Mr. Grim
aldi, a factor rarely seen to be 
important by law students who have 
never been inside a courtroom. Mr. 
Grimaldi also spent half an hour an
swering questions from those few 
students interested enough to show 
up.

Preparation
The second lecture in the series 

was devoted to the preparation of 
witnesses and the preparation of a 
case for trial. Mr. Milton Gelenian, 
another outstanding D.C. attorney, 
presented the lecture to a student 
audience consisting of 11 students 
and 1 wife. How do you get the 
evidence you use to impeach a wit
ness? Is a professional investigator 
better than the lawyer himself in 
investigating personal injury cases? 
How do you go about cross-examin
ing medical witnesses? If you use 
medical textbooks in cross-examin
ing Doctors, which ones do you 
use? These and other questions were 
answered in Mr. Gelenian’s address. 
As with Grimaldi’s presentation, half 
an hour was devoted to answering 
questions.

The third in the series, a lecture 
on probate and estate planning for 
the general practitioner, was given 
by Mr. Stephen A Winkelman on 
March 12, while the LAW WEEKLY 
was being printed. It was planned 
to include a discussion of the ethical 
considerations in charging estate 
fees, administering estates and 
other commonplace problems en
countered by the general prac
titioner.

McCarthy Chagrined
Dean McCarthy, understandably, 

is chagrined at the student response 
to the "Lawyer in the Courtroom” 
series. But the lack of student in
terest and attendance is not peculiar 
to this particular program. Similar 
programs over the past year have 
met with equal disinterest and apa
thy. The American Trial Lawyers 
Association held an 8-hour seminar 
in trial practice in January, and the 
GULC attendance was poor. In fact, 
more students from area schools, 
and even from the University of 
Maryland Law School in Baltimore, 
were present than wrere GULC stu
dents, even though the seminar was 
held in John Carroll Auditorium. 
The Delta Theta Phi Law Fraternity 
has also sponsored several panel lec
tures dealing with the practice of 
law, and reception to those programs 
has been similarly poor.

Embarrassment
One of the most embarrassing 

aspect of the lack of student in
terest in these programs is the fact 
that many of the lecturers them
selves are GULC graduates, and 
all of them are lawyers of the high

er ntinued on page 6



March 14, 1969 Georgetown Law Weekly Page 5

College Relations Director
c/o Sheraton-Park Hotel, Washington, D.C. 20008
Please send me a free Sheraton Student I.D. Card:
Nam e______________________________________________
Address:_______________________________________ _

We’re holding 
the cards.

Get one. Rooms are now up to 20% off with a 
Sheraton Student I.D. How much depends on 
where and when you stay.

And the Student I.D. card is free to begin with. 
Send in the coupon. It's a good deal. And at a 

good place. N
Sheraton Hotels & Motor I nns/1
Sheraton Hotels and Motor Inns. A Worldwide Service of m

1/89
1226 -  36th STREET, N. W.
QUALITY FOOD, FIRST 

EXCELLENTSER VICE, FIRST 
HISTORICAL GEORGETOWN A TMOSPHERE, SECOND 

RESER VA TIONS 965-1 789 FREE VALET PARKING

R e m e m  h er, 
l\() CLASSES 

W e d n e s d a y , 
M arch  26, 

D ialogue  D ay
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Attention:
All Seniors

lies Ipsa Loquitur 
Yearbook Picture Week

March 24-28
Times and Room to lie Announced

NO CHARGE!

Vfeur Psychology 
professor lives 
with his mother?

Think it over, over coffee. 
TheThink Drink.

I oryouf own Think Dtlnh Mu k , tonil 7SC and your name and addr*** lo:
Think Drink Mii|, Oapt N, P.O. Bo» 659. Naw York, N Y, 10046, Thn International Cotta* O rganim ion.

VO HOT TIPS from the bullpen
ro n L l. from  p. 1

that they favored analysts with in
formation before releasing it for 
public consumption.

Educated Guesses
Analysts and writers of market 

letters will now have to rely on their 
own educated guesses instead of tips 
and inside information. . It is clear 
that superior financial and analytical 
ability as well as the predictions 
which follow are not in themselves 
tips or inside information. This form 
of work is interpretive by nature 
and is presumably based upon facts 
and statistics which are available 
to all. Yet good securities analysis 
requires knowledge of a particular 
industry and an evaluation of a com
pany’s position in that industry. 
This, of course, entails substantial 
contact with executives and other 
so-called insiders who undoubtedly 
will discuss business plans and other 
matters which are not entirely pub
lic. . If I attend such a routine 
business discussion and like what I 
hear in the way of future and un
announced plans, I can't purchase 
stock in the company under the Tex
as Gulf case. The second I purchase 
these securities everything I heard 
becomes "material inside informa
tion’’ by virtue of the fact that my 
purchase was based upon what I 
heard.

Big Money Irony
What is so ironic about this whole 

affair is that the really big money 
in Texas Gulf Sulphur was made 
after the results of the ore drilling 
were fully disclosed to the public. 
As a matter of fact, the defendants 
in the case bought their stock in 
1964 at prices ranging from $18 to 
$30 a share. When the ore find was 
made public the stock was trading at 
$36 and then climbed to $160 in the 
next three years. The Texas Gulf 
case represents an effort to pro
mote equality among investors, and 
in this respect it is admirable. Yet 
enforcement will be extremely diffi
cult within the strict meaning of the 
decision as well as unfair in its po
tential application.

L A W  B O O K S  

N E W  «k U S E D

L E G A L  F O R M S  

S T U D E N T  B U P P L I E I

J l z ’inLX J l a i v B o o k  d o . , d n c .
B O B  E  S T R E E T .  N  W W A S H I N G T O N .  D C  2 0 0 0 1

N A T I O N A L  B  B 7 8 S

APATHY HITS...
(Continued from Page 1)

est calibre. The American Trial Law
yers program, for example, was pre
sented by four outstanding trial 
lawyers, only one of whom was from 
D.C. One practices in Cleveland, 
Ohio, another in Richmond, and 
another in Pennsylvania. All of the 
participants paid their travelling ex
penses from their own pockets, and 
donated their time to assist the law 
students.

Widespread Fault
The fault is widespread. The ad

ministration is to blame for not tak
ing greater pains to insure advance 
publicity of programs of interest. 
The injury is compounded by those 
faculty members who would not 
take a few moments of class time to 
announce the details of such pro
grams. Finally, the students them
selves are responsible for the dis
interested participation in such 
programs when they are publicized.

Block P arty —Loyas give a  lesson in defense to IH TFP.

by Frank Rothschild
As the intramural basketball season goes down the stretch, it appears 

as if the Georgetown Airplane and Frosh have the top spots in each 
division nailed down, both teams supporting 6-0 marks. The No. 2 posi
tions, however, are still up for grabs.

The Georgetown Airplane has had a busy schedule, even playing games 
back-to-back, but has convincingly come out on top in each contest. 
After a slow start against a first-up Raider club, sparked by their spunky 
captain Alan Goodman, the Airplane pulled away to a 45-34 win. They 
then trounced the truly Sad Seven by a 50-27 count. In what figured 
to be a tough match, the GA put on their best show of the year and 
hijacked a 56-29 victory away from the Beirut Airport. A sticky defense, 
the beefy board play of Bob Krause, and the long-awaited emergence of 
Dave Petersen into his familiar high scorer’s role led the Airplane’s surge.

The three other teams in the East are bunched closely together and a 
three-way tie is not beyond the realm of foreseeability. The proximate 
cause of such an event would be two wins by the not yet dead Undead, 
losses by Murph’s Boys in their remaining two contests, and a split by 
the Raiders. The deciding game could be in two weeks when the Raiders 
have a rematch with Murph’s Boys. As it stands now, however, the odds- 
makers favor Murph’s Boys who pulled out a 41-31 win over the Undead 
two weeks ago, only to lose this week to the Inequities by two points, a 
team they had earlier defeated by one bucket.

The Undead finally played up to their potential in handing the Raiders 
a 67-42 loss. The strong rebounding of Hardy Graham and hot shooting 
of Roger Kaplan paced the Undead to their first victory, while most of 
the Raiders scoring came from long-range at the hands of A1 White and 
A1 Goodman.

Successful landing—Georgetown Airplane slips In two points in their win over the Beirut Airport.

The surprise team in the West was the Inequities. With their two wins 
they bounced from a tie for last place into the third slot, and thus remain 
in contention for a play-off berth. Captain John Freitager, in an exclusive 
interview, said that this sudden turn-around can be attributed to a jelling 
of the team, a balanced effort. They gave IHTFP a 68-38 shellacking, and 
then rode the fouls of Larry Maizetti to a startling upset over Murph’s 
Boys.

The Beirut Airport slipped a notch in the standings with two losses. 
As any team that has played them will attest to, they play a very rugged, 
hard-nosed brand of ball, but lack the finesse to get the ball through the 
hoop. The Loyas continue to look impressive, and unless they falter, 
appear headed for a second-place finish. Mike Mooney led the charge 
as they raided the Beirut Airport 55-45 and then swamped IHTFP 63-40. 
The Frosh remain at the top of the heap with a forfeit and a bye.
Team Standings:

EAST WEST
It can only be hoped that the dis Georgetown Airplane 6 0 Frosh 6 0
interest and apathy of the past year Murph’s Boys 1 2 Loyas 5 1
will not be the rule for the future Raiders 3 3 Inequities 3 3
but, as the entrance to the National Undead 2 4 Beirut Airport 2 4
Archives so accurately points out. IHTFP I 5
"the past is prologue . . .” Sad Seven 1 5


