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R. Laird, M. Downey, M . McKernan. S ittin g  I. to r: C. Goldman, J. Hagen, S. M atthe w s.

G R A G E R T  CHOSEN TO HEAD 
NEW PU BLICATIO N S M ER G ER

The Law Weekly is pleased to an
nounce its starting  lineup for the 
1969-1970 season. With the consolida
tion of the Res Ipsa Loquitur maga
zine and the Law Weekly into a pub
lications combine a new student ac
tivity has been formed. This activity, 
m odestly titled Law Center Publica
tions, Unlimited, will offer the 
G.U.L.C. student the m ost extensive 
com m unications network of any law 
school in the nation. In addition, it 
will be largest and m ost complete 
unified news service in Georgetown 
University.

Michael D. Gragert ( ’70), the pres
en t M anaging Editor of the Law 
Weekly, has been selected as the 
next E d ito r-in -C h ief of the Law 
Center Publications Unlimited. Un
der the consolidation agreem ent his 
selection autom atically places Mr. 
Gragert at the head of the pub
lications combine for the 1969-1970 
academic year. The new Editor-in- 
Chief of Law Center Publications, 
Unlimited, is a native of Kansas 
City, Missouri, having received his

Bachelors degree at Bethany Col
lege, Kansas, in 1967. Mr. Gragert, 
in addition to his work on the Law 
Weekly, is currently a research as
sistant for Professor Chester A. 
Antieau.

In accepting the new position Mr. 
Gragert said that he "expects to de
vote my time and attention equally 
to the successful publication of both 
the Law Weekly and Res Ipsa. I will

Continued on p. 6

Students-in-Court  
Applications Set 
For l % 9-70 A ear

Applications for the 1969-1970 Stu- 
dents-in-Court Program were made 
available last week by the Legal Aid 
Society. The deadline for applica
tions was March 25. Selections will 
be announced the first week in April.

Qualified applicants will be inter
viewed by a faculty-student commit
tee and seven will be chosen to rep
resent Georgetown in the five-school 
endeavor to provide representation 
for indigent clients in the Special 
Litigations Branch of the Court of 
General Sessions. The program is 
open to Legal Aid members who will 
be third-year students next year.

One of the seven students chosen 
will be hired on a full-time basis 
this summ er, along with one student 
from each of the other participating 
schools to provide continuity to the 
program.

The long-awaited program is ju st 
beginning now under the direction 
of Joseph McCormick, Esq., Wash
ington attorney, and his deputy, Mr. 
Dudley Williams, formerly of the 
NAACP.

The Director and his deputy will 
conduct weekly sem inars in the spe
cial problems of the Small Claims 
and L andlord-T enant Courts. Pro
fessors from each of the five law 
schools have offered to jo in  in the 
seminars.

Mr. McCormick and Mr. Williams 
will also supervise the daily court 
appearances of the students with the

Continued on p. 6

Violent dem onstrators erupt during Alioto (insert) speech.

ALIOTO SPEECH  IS ROCKED 
BY S.D .S. DEM ONSTRATORS

by Morgan Downey
On Thursday, March 13, student 

dem onstrators p rev e n ted  Joseph 
Alioto, the Mayor of San Francisco, 
from giving a lecture on the main 
campus of Georgetown University. 
The students were publically identi
fied as members of the Students for 
a Democratic Society. The S.D.S., 
regarded for its highly left-of-center 
orientation, has been at odds with

F aculty  Approves Black Scholarsh ip
On Friday, March 21, the Execu

tive Faculty, which is composed of 
the full-time faculty which has been 
at the Law Center at least one year, 
voted on five proposals of intrinsic 
worth to the students of the Law 
Center.

Black Scholarship
The Faculty first voted to estab

lish a full scholarship for one black 
student to be named after Chief Jus-

Applications are Due Soon 
For SBA Office Positions

Elections to the S tudent Bar Asso
ciation will be held on April 14 and 
April 17, according to William Snell 
( ’69) Chairman of the S.B.A. Elec
tion Committee. The April 14 date is 
set for election of new executive of
ficers for the S.B.A. for the 1969- 
1970 academic year. These offices 
include that of President, Vice-Pres
ident, Night Vice-President, Secre
tary, and Treasurer. In addition, the 
new office Student Representative 
to the Alumni Board of Governors 
will be filled by election on April 
14 .

Elections to the 1969-1970 House of 
Delegates will be held on April 17. 
Each of the three sections of the 
class of 1971, day division, will elect 
two students to the House. The class

of 1970, day division, will elect six 
delegates on an at-large basis. Each 
class in the evening division will 
elect one delegate at-large.

Petitions
Petitions for candidates have been 

available since March 24. These are 
due to be filed with the Election 
Committee by April 1. An innovation 
this year in the petition system  has 
been the establishm ent of an option 
for defeated candidates for executive 
offices. Under this option such can
didates would not be required to 
obtain new petitions and solicit addi
tional signatures should they wish to 
run for the House of Delegates. 
Should they desire to enter the 
House election on April 17 their

Continued on p. 4

tice Earl Warren of the U.S. Supreme 
Court, provided the Chief Justice 
consents. This decision is in marked 
contrast to the refusal of the Univer
sity to grant student and S.B.A. 
requests in the 1968-1969 academic 
year for ten black scholarships. It 
is believed that this is the first effort 
at Georgetown to officially grant 
scholarships on the basis of race. 
The Law Center has, for several 
years, been engaged in an unoffi
cial contest w ith other top law 
schools to attract black students by 
offering them substantial financial 
assistance. G eorgetown’s resources 
in this area up to date, however, 
have been outstripped by schools 
with greater financial bait.

The faculty also voted to admit 
three students to full voting mem
bership on the Program s and Re
search Committee. This committee 
has been delegated the function 
of tapping outside sources of money 
and inform ation and coordinating 
them with research and experim ent
al ideas arising within the Law 
Center com m unity, which research 
is not of a strictly academic nature.

Electives Retained
The faculty also voted to retain 

the present elective system of course 
selection. An alternative system had 
been suggested whereby the num 
ber of students electing any given 
course would be divided equally and 
alphabetically between all the pro
fessors teaching the course. This

alternative, it was thought, would 
elim inate the overcrowding of cer
tain sections taught by a more pop
ular professor while also filling up 
the under populated sections offered 
by the less popular and/or more 
severe professors.

Earlier Start
The faculty also voted to move 

the stall of the fall sem ester to Sep 
teinber 2 next year. In doing this

Continued on o. 4

the m ayor for his apparent endorse
ment of the m easures enacted at 
San Francisco State College by act
ing President S.I. Hayakawa to end 
disorder on that campus.

F.B.I. W arning
The first indication of disruption 

at Mayor Alioto’s speech on "Law 
and the Cam pus’’ to reach Univer
sity Officials came on Tuesday from 
the F.B.I. who were following S.D.S. 
activities. On W ednesday, an S.D.S. 
flyer was circulated predicting the 
demise of 'Adolph A lioto’ and a 
HOYA reporter at S.D.S. quarters 
noticed m inutes of their last m eet
ing indicating that the Thursday 
nigh t confrontation was to be their 
first m ajor activity a t Georgetown. 
Up to this time there was no evi
dence to warrant an assum ption that 
any group would engage in physical 
violence. However, the usual num 
ber of ushers, six to eight, was in
creased by members of the Collegi 
ate Club and Alpha Phi Omega to 
forty and emergency plans for the 

Continued on p. 3

SWANK BALL PLANNED
The B arristers’ Ball will be held 

on Saturday evening, April 19, 1969 
at the Hotel America. Dancing will 
be to the orchestra of Paul Day. En 
tertainm ent will include an original 
play in one act by Dean McCarthy 
and Professor Gordon, and songs by 
Joseph Di Genova ( ’70). Spot prizes, 
including a bottle of champagne, will 
be given. The buffet menu includes 
Chinese egg rolls, Swedish meat 
balls, oysters Rockefeller, clams cas
ino, m iniature bouchees of chicken 
in cream, m iniature bouchees of 
creamed m u sh ro o m s, chopped 
chicken livers in m ushroom  caps, 
snails en pots pernod, and shrimp. 
There will be a cash bar. Tickets 
are priced at $17 per couple. Black 
tie is optional.

The proceeds from the Ball will 
be utilized to support the Tutorial 
Society. Students are encouraged 
to attend this traditional highlight of

the Law C enter’s social calendar.
Volunteers

Volunteers are needed to sell tick
ets to the Ball. In terested  students 
are requested to call George Taft, 
Chairman, B arristers’ Ball Commit
tee, at 521-5880.
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i d  e s t . . .
One of the most profound decisions to come out of the 

Subcommittee on the Curriculum of the Academic Standards 
Committee, apart from the actual curriculum recommendations, 
is the Subcommittee’s apparent desire to stay in existence. 
Originally the Subcommittee was established by the Academic- 
Standards Committee as an ad hoc group to investigate the 
course structure around G.U.L.C. and suggest improvements 
this year. That much the Subcommittee has done. Yet, in an 
apparent desire to keep a good thing going, the Submittee has 
solicited opinions from various segments of the faculty towards 
making recommendations again next year. At least one "de 
partment,” the faculty members instructing in the area of 
Urban Problems, has been invited to submit their suggestions 
for course improvements in that field to the Subcommittee. 
Presumably such suggestions would not come before the 
Executive Faculty before the 1969-1970 academic year insofar as 
this year has all but exhausted itself.

Should the Subcommittee remain in existence, and there 
is every indication that it will since its parent organ, the 
Academic Standards Committee, sits in toto on the Sub
committee, it may prove to be the one great source of re
juvenation for the law school experience. Yet any optimism 
based on the hearty recommendations made by the Subcom
mittee this year must be tempered by the realities of recent 
past experiences. Last year at this time the Student-Faculty 
Committee was looked upon by many as a vibrant, moving 
force. This year the efforts of the Student-Faculty Committee 
have been discreet, at best. Undoubtedly the problem lies in 
personnel—finding people with imagination who are willing 
to work on committees is no mean feat. The students and 
faculty members who this year proved so willing to devote 
their energy to the Subcommittee on the Curriculum may not 
exist next year, for one reason or another. After such a fine 
start, we on the Law Weekly would hope that the faculty and 
students share our desire to go forward next year with the 
same determination.
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B IL L  OF R IG H T S GROUP 
TO HOLD OPEN H EARIN G S

The Task Force on the Student 
Bill of Rights will hold open hear
ings during the midday lunch break 
on Mar. 31, April 14, and April 1(5. 
The purpose of these hearings will 
be to solicit student opinion in 5 
general areas; freedom of speech, 
freedom of press, freedom of asso
ciation, due process and the prin
ciple of significant student participa
tion in decision making at the Law 
Center.

The Task Force feels tha t its man
date from the faculty requires that 
the essence of the docum ent be the 
result of creative dialogue among the 
law school com munity. Members of 
the group are determ ined however, 
to bring home to fellow students 
the necessity of form ulating rights 
and responsibilities. The group as
sumes the basic apathy of the stu 
dent body and regards this as poten
tially explosive. S tudents are not 
concerned about clarifying their as
sum ptions and expectations toward 
fellow students and their professors 
until m isunderstandings arise. For

example students are not concerned 
about "due process” at the Law 
Center until one of their fellow-stu
dents is unjustly  accused of plagar- 
ism and then  discovers that he has 
no procedural safeguards. A student 
accused of such an act might be 
quite perturbed to discover that he 
will not even be tried by his peers 
(for the student body has no judicial 
board) but before a faculty com
mittee which will test his account 
against that of their colleagues.

The Task Force sees the function 
of the hearings as two-fold; to as
certain first the general awareness 
on the part of students of the exist
ence of problems and second solu
tions that individuals m ight have. 
Students and faculty who are either 
for, against or simply curious about 
a Student Bill of Rights are encour
aged to attend. The agenda of the 
m eetings will be flexible and dis
cussion will be open-ended.

Notices will be posted in advance 
giving the exact time and place of 
the hearings.

The Edward Douglass White Sen
ate of the Delta Theta Phi law frater
nity has elected its officers for the 
1969-1970 term . Held on March 10, 
the elections took place in a  business 
meeting attended by nearly one hun
dred brothers and rushees. The new 
officers are: A, Michael Knapp (70) 
—Dean; Chip Gordv (7 0 )—Tribune; 
Steven Kabot (7 0 )—Day Vice-Dean; 
David Conlin (71) — Nignt Vice- 
Dean; Thomas Lohrentz (7 0 )—Clerk 
of the Exchequer; A rthur T. Grim- 
ley (7 2 )—Clerk of the Rolls: Roder
ick Porter (7 1 )—Master of the Rit
ual; William Lawton (7 2 )—Bailiff. 
Dean Knapp has been a devoted 
member of the Law Weekly staff for 
this past year.

Retiring Dean Ilal Wegner an
nounced at the meeting that 
G.U.L.C.'s E.D. White Senate was 
in close contention for the coveted 
national award for the best student 
senate.

L e t te r  to  
The Edi tor
Gentlemen:

I think that the Georgetown Law
Weekly is often in poor taste and 
often guilty of sensational misrep
resentations.

Sincerely,
Francis J . Gorman ( ‘69)

Canneii Briefs
Phi Alpha Delta

. . . .  The Inns of Court series con
tinues with "Responsibilities of 
Counsel in a Negligence Suit,” at 
8:00 p.m. at the National Lawyers 
Club, 1815 II Street, N.W., on Fri
day, March 28. Two prom inent D.C. 
attorneys, Henry Berger and Joseph 
McCarthy, will head the discussion. 
Refreshm ents will be served. All in
terested faculty members and stu
dents are welcome.

International Law Society
. . . .  J u s t a rem inder tha t on March 
27, tonight, at 8:00 in John  Carroll 
Auditorium Dean Yaron of the He
brew University School of Law in 
Jerusalem  will speak on "The De
velopm ent of Israeli Law.” . . . .  For 
students who are interested, the 
Georgetown Jessup  Cup team will 
compete in the regional finals on 
March 29 at the Rutgers Law School 
in Newark, New Jersey. The team 
argues at 10:00 a.m. and 1:00 p.m.

Prof. Cohn
. . . .  has published the first edition 
of a two-part textbook series on 
"C onstitutional Law: The Federal 
Judiciary and the Federal-State Con
cept.” The second part will deal with 
relations between federal govern
ment and the states.

Delta  Theta  Ticks Officers
The new officers will be formally 

installed at Delta T het’s annual 
Founder’s Day luncheon on A-piil 20.

Leahy Argum ents  

Heady for Finals
The semi-final round of the Wil

liam E. Leahy Competition was held 
on March 21. The Competition sig
nifies the legal argum ent supremacy 
in the second year of law school. 
This year’s semi-final w inners were 
the team of Richard Boone and Jo 
seph Di Genova and the team of 
Rex Renfrow and Thomas Bieging.

The final round of com petition will 
be held on April 16. At that time 
Messrs Boone and Di Genova will 
argue for the Appellant while Messrs 
Renfrow and Bieging argue the case 
for the Appellee.

S.B .A . D ECLARES “ W AR”  
ON “ IL L E G A L ”  PO STERS

The S.B.A.’s C o m m unica tion  
Committee has declared war on the 
unauthorized poster. With the pur
chase of a large bulletin board which 
now adorns the first floor student 
activities have been restricted in 
their use of available wall space to 
publicize their happenings. Specif
ically, chunks of the bulletin board 
have been allotted to each activity 
upon which they may announce 
news of significance. A nnounce
ments are further restricted on the 
board to index cards. All other pos

ters, fliers, and notices appearing 
around the school will be summarily 
"rem oved .” The sole exception to 
the confiscatory rule is the second 
floor landing w here, apparently, a 
free trade zone has been established.

Actually, the intrusion of Big 
Brother to the G.U.L.C. halls will 
serve to keep the place somewhat 
neater and. more im portantly, will 
greatly assist the diffusion of infor
mation to all classes at the Law 
Center.
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JU R IS  M

P reven t ive  D e te n t io n  is N o t  th e  A n sw e r
by S«n . Sam J. Ervin, Jr.

Applications Due 
For S .B .A .  Office 
Positions
Continued from p. 1

original petition for the April 14 
election will be sufficient.

JURIS XI is the second of a four-part series devoted to the Bail Reform 
Act of 1966 and proposed modifications of that Act, including provisions 
for preventive detention. The I^aw Weekly has invited United States 
Senator Sam J. E n  in. Jr. to discuss his views on this subject.

Sam J . Ervin, J r ., was born in Mor- 
ganton. North C aro lina  in 1896. 
He received his A.B. degree from 
the University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill in 1917 and his LL.B. 
from Harvard Law School in 1922. 
He was elected to the United States 
Senate from North Carolina in 195-1 
after serving as Associate Justice of 
the North Carolina Supreme Court. 
In the Senate Mr. Ervin is a member 
on the Judiciary Committee and is 
Chairman of its Subcommittee on 
Constitutional Rights, Revision and 
Codification of the Laws, and Sep
aration of Powers. He also serves 
on the Senate Armed Services Com
mittee (and is Chairman of its Sub
committee on Status of Forces 
Treaty) and the Senate Government 
Operations Committee.

Sen. Sam J. E rw in , Jr.

During recent weeks the Subcommittee on Constitutional 
Rights has been engaged in a comprehensive study of the 
administration of the Bail Reform Act of 1966. Not with
standing the great steps forward in federal criminal procedure 
represented by the Act, it is recognized that it has not fully 
accomplished the purposes for which it was designed. More
over, operation of the Act in the District of Columbia has 
highlighted deep-rooted and long-ignored problems in the 
criminal justice system that must now receive attention.

The major provisions of the Act seek to limit pretrial 
detention and the imposition of money bail by requiring 
that any pretrial restriction be justified as necessary to prevent 
flight to avoid prosecution and by providing for appellate 
review of bail decisions. These provisions have resulted in 
pretrial release of many more defendants than were released 
prior to enactment of the Act, including some allegedly dan
gerous defendants who previously could have been detained 
extra-legally by setting high money bond. Some of these de
fendants have in fact committed other crimes while free on 
bail. This has led many persons to suggest that the Act be 
amended expressly to authorize the "preventive” detention 
of defendants considered to represent a high risk of further 
criminal conduct, as well as those considered to represent a 
high risk of flight.

I am opposed to preventive detention for a number of 
reasons, all of which, I believe, are consistent with my basic 
position that crime can best be eradicated by the speedy 
conviction and sure punishment of the guilty.

In the first place, I feel that preventive detention is of 
questionable constitutionality under the provision of the Eighth 
Amendment which prohibits excessive bail. 1 realize that the 
language of the Amendment can be read to mean only that 
bail may not be excessive in cases made bailable by law. 
To my mind, however, interpreting the Amendment in that 
way, to mean that judges may not impose excessive bail but 
Congress may deny the right to bail altogether, would, as 
Justice Black said in Carlson v. Landon (324 U.S. 542 (1952)), 
reduce the Amendment "below the level of a pious admoni
tion.” Moreover, imprisoning a person prior to trial on a crim
inal charge of which he is presumed innocent merely because 
he is deemed likely to commit another crime if released would 
seem to violate the Fifth Amendment’s command that no per
son shall be deprived of liberty without due process of law. 
It is possible, too, that denying a person accused of a crime 
the right to be free to assist his attorney in finding witnesses 
and preparing the case for trial could be deemed a violation 
of the Sixth Amendment’s right-to-counsel guarantee.

In a more basic constitutional sense, preventive detention 
runs contrary to fundamental concepts of a free society. 
Historically, from Magna Carta to the present, Anglo-American 
law has been distinguished for its strict adherence to the 
doctrine that an accused, regardless of his former record or 
behavior, is presumed to be innocent until he is proven guilty

beyond a reasonable doubt in a fair trial. To imprison a de
fendant in a non-capital case pending investigation into his 
guilt would be to deny him a right that has existed in our 
country at least since the passage of the Judiciary Act of 
1789, or perhaps since the Northwest Ordinance of 1787. To 
allow a judge or a United States Commissioner to imprison 
a man in the absence of a trial or jury verdict establishing 
his guilt of a crime already committed, in order to prevent a 
crime not yet committed or contemplated and possibly never 
to be committed, is to create a power repugnant to constitu
tional principles of basic fairness. As 1 stated in a law review 
article written in 1967, "No claim of public safety can justify 
such a flagrant negation of due process of law.” (35 G.W. 
L.Rev. 429, 445).

Aside from the constitutional and philosophical questions 
raised by preventive detention, a glance at the available statis
tics on crime by persons free on bail casts doubt upon the 
logical justification most frequently offered in its defense, that 
is, that it would enable judges to cut down significantly on 
crime by jailing those persons who would go out and commit 
another crime. Recent investigations by the Subcommittee show 
that the rate of recidivism of those released on bail is not as 
high as critics of the Bail Reform Act have claimed. Moreover, 
crime by persons free on bail constitutes a very small part of 
the total volume of crime. At the Subcommittee’s recent hear
ings, some of Washington’s most experienced judges, includ
ing both U.S. District Court Judge George L. Hart, Jr., and 
Chief Judge Harold E. Greene of the District of Columbia 
Court of General Sessions, testified that the percentage of 
persons released on bail who commit crimes during the pre
trial period probably does not exceed 7 or 8 percent, and the 
volume of crime by persons free on bail amounts to less 
than 10 percent of the total.

These estimates are supported by available statistics. The 
Department of Justice has reported that of 892 persons released 
on bail after being indicted for felonies in the District during 
the first eight months of 1967, 73 (8percent) were subsequent
ly reindicted for felony offenses allegedly committed during 
the pretrial period. Justice Department statistics also show 
that of a total of 2575 persons indicted for felonies in the 
District during 1968, only 153 (less than 6 percent) of those 
indictments were for crimes allegedly committed while on bail. 
These statistics are comparable to those produced by the Ju
dicial Council Bail Study Committee (chaired by Judge Hart) 
for all of 1967 and by the President's D.C. Crime Commission 
for 1966.

In summary, then, even if judges could, with 100 percent 
accuracy, identify the few defendants who will commit crimes 
if released out of the large number of defendants who will 
not (and available studies suggest that the accuracy of predie 
tion would in fact be very, very poor) they would "prevent” 
less than 6 percent of the total volume of crime in the District 
of Columbia. This ounce of prevention certainly does not, in 
my view, justify the radical departure from basic constitutional 
principles represented by preventive detention.

In my judgment, the answer lies in tightening up enforce
ment of the Bail Reform Act, and, most importantly, in the 
simple commandment embodied in the Sixth Amendment to 
the Constitution that "In all criminal prosecutions, the ac
cused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial.” It 
is clear that the rate of recividism by persons free on bail is 
directly proportionate to the speed with which trials are held. 
Statistics for 1966, 1967 and 1968 show that 65 percent of those 
persons released on bail who committed other crimes did 
so more than thirty days after they were originally charged 
and released. Over half of the crimes by persons on bail were 
committed more than sixty days after release. If all defend
ants, or even just the allegedly dangerous ones, could be tried 
within 6 weeks to two months, i am convinced that the problem 
of crime by persons on bail would be reduced to negligible 
proportions. Not only would most persons on bail not be free 
long enough to commit other crimes, but, in addition, the deter
rent effect of impending trial would serve to further induce 
defendants to behave themselves. In his testimony before 
the Subcommittee, Judge Hart summed up this point well. He 
said that if criminal trials in the District could take place in 
6 to 8 weeks, "I doubt if we would even be sitting here dis-

Continued on p. 5

Tuition Referendum
In addition, the election of execu

tive officers, the April 14 ballot will 
contain a referendum  question on 
the m atter of student subsidation of 
financial aid for minority students. 
The question, adopted by the S.B.A. 
for p resentation  to the student body, 
Ls as follows: "Should the S tudent 
Bar Association petition the Uni
versity Board of Trustees to raise 
the tuition five dollars per term for 
the next academic year to provide 
additional funds for recruitm ent, 
scholarships, and grants-in-aid for 
minority group s tu d e n ts?”

The S.B.A. felt that, w hileitcould  
approach the Board of Governors 
w ithout direct student approval on 
the m atter of a tuition  increase, such 
a move would be unwise. Student 
support voiced through a referen
dum vote would not only elim inate 
any forceful student dissent should 
the tuition  increase go through, but 
also such a vote would go far to
wards convincing the Board of Trus
tees of the adviseability of the pro
gram.

Fifty Percent
In order to insure an effective vote 

on the referendum  question  the 
S.B.A. passed a resolution govern
ing the procedure for the referen
dum. The S.B.A. ruled tha t the 
referendum  question would be de
cided negatively unless over fifty 
percent of the entire student body 
voted on the question. F u rthe r, even 
if fifty percent of the student body 
did vote, a m ajority of those voting 
would have to signify their support 
for the tuition increase before the 
question would be decided affirma
tively.

The S.B.A. has generally felt that 
a turnout of fifty percent of the s tu 
dent body is an unlikely event, due 
to, among other factors, the poor 
participation of the night school at 
tlie polls. Consequently, should the 
referendum fail to receive the neces 
sary vote, an alternate proposal has 
been adopted by the S.B.A. In file 
event of a negative referendum  the 
S.B.A. itself will establish the finan
cial support program through a 
series of voluntary appeals to the 
student body.

B L A C K

S C H O L A R S H I P
Continued from p. 1

Hie faculty also voted to retain  the 
present academic calendar form at 
for the 1969- 1970 academic year. 
Moving the class date up to Septem 
ber 2 extend the length of the fall 
sem ester which, according to many 
students and faculty m em bers, was 
too short a period of time in which 
to cover the prescribed course m a
terial.

Finally, the faculty voted to ac
cept the report subm itted by the 
Subcommittee on the Curriculum. 
This report, calling for m ajor reor
ganization in several areas of study, 
is given more detailed study else
where in this issue of the Law 
Weekly.
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Nolo Contendere

M ayor  Hit b y  66Law a n d  th e  C a m p u s ”
A Critique 

by Harry J. Honnell

Mr. Bonnell was one of the stu
dents directly Involved with the stu
dent dem onstration at Georgetown 
against Mayor Alioto of San Fran
cisco. Mr. Honnell was serving as 
an escort to the Mayor when the

Alioto Hocked 
by Demonstrators
Continued from p. 1

entrance and exit of the Mayor to 
Gaston Ilail were drawn up. On 
Thursday m orning anS.D.S. rally on 
Capitol IIill drew only twenty poi
sons, lulling campus officials in the 
belief that if this were the size of the 
group, they would be controllable. 
Officials also received word from un 
disclosed sources that an attem pt to 
block Mr. A lioto's entrance to the 
campus would be made at the Main 
Gate, affirming the knowledge that 
officials had obtained from their own 
sources. Upon questioning concern 
ing these sources, Fr. Fitzgerald, 
G.U.’s Academic vice president, did 
no t disclose who the inform ers were 
and said that to the best of his 
knowledge wiretaps and electronic 
bugging wits not being used.

Hack Politician
On the evening of March 13, prior 

to the time for the lecture, about 
twenty-five S.D.S.ers had taken up 
position outside the doors to Gaston 
Hall and had commenced chanting. 
Certain individuals passed out flyers 
describing the Mayor as a 'hack 
politician’ with his "prim ary alle 
gience to the business interests that 
exercise the power in our country— 
not to the American people and their 
needs." The S.D.S. pledged them 
selves to ". . .light the racism of 
Georgetown University itself. Our 
response to Alioto m ust show our 
seriousness and determ ination to 
win the fight against racism .”

That determ ination expressed it
self when Alioto attem pted to enter 
Gaston Hall. The crowd of about 
thirty outside the doors spotted him 
and rushed him and his guards, con 
slstlng of prefects, some of whom are 
law students, and several other stu 
dents. Several ushers were hit and 
one reportedly with the blunt end ot 
a knife. Alioto also received a hit 
on the shoulder. The Mayor was in 
the middle of a tugging contest and 
finally was pulled inside the hall 
Ascending the stage, he received a 
standing ovation by the SItO crowd.

Organization
The organization of the demon 

strators became obvious once the in 
troductions began. At one point 
there would be scream ing and light 
ing at the doors. After that had 
quieted down a heckler would stand 
up inside the hull and yell "Fascist 
P ig" etc. etc. then another would 
start in another part of the hull. 
The people who had come to listen 
were swept up in the electrified at 
m osphere of the evening. Insult was 
exchanged for insult, obsenity for 
obsenity. As Don Casper, Editor of 
The lloya, Georgetown's undergrad 
uate newspaper, was introducing 
the Mayor a couple identified as 
Mr. and Mrs. Gonzalez rushed the 
podium, knocking it down. Mr. Gon 
zalez, a Georgetown College stu 
dent, was allowed to speak and said, 
"T h e re ’s one political word you 
should all know about and tha t's  
m ------ f -------!" With that he was

disruption occurred. The Law Week
ly has invited him to present his 
thoughts on the evening.

In her history, Georgetown Uni
versity has been nearly invaded by 
the Confederate Army, and annually 
by welcomed Freshm en classes. On 
the night of March 13th, a new spe
cies of mankind, the S tudents for a

grabbed around the neck from be 
hind and carried off stage. Mrs. 
Gonzalez, in attem pting to discon
nect the m icrophone, received a 
punch in the stom ach. The most 
vicious fighting of the evening now 
erupted at the side doors. Mayor 
Alioto attem pted to sta rt the speech 
but a Georgetown graduate tackled 
the podium, h itting the Mayor’s leg. 
The assailant was subsequently 
knocked out in spite of pleas by 
other students not to hurt him. 
Many of the guests which included 
Congressm en, R e p re se n ta tiv e s  of 
the press, and Judge Charles Fahy 
looked for exits only to find the 
available ones were fire escapes, too 
treacherous for the attem pt. A ring 
of ushers and other students sur
rounded the Mayor, fearing for his 
personal safety. The situation  was 
m ost critical when the lights were 
turned out in Gaston Hall, fortu
nately for only about half a min
ute, but long enough to send the 
crowd into a mild panic. At this 
point Mr. Alioto was rushed from 
the auditorium  to safety. No univer
sity official there had undertaken to 
call the police. Under a special ar
rangem ent with the Seventh Pre
cinct only certain adm inistrators can 
bring the police on cam pus. This was 
not done for it was decided that they 
would arrive too late to be of useful 
assistance anyway, that they would 
arrest students fighting to defend 
the Mayor as well as those causing 
the melee and that the University 
officials would lose complete control 
of the situation.

After some semblance of order 
had been restored, Dan Hurson, 
President of the Georgetown College 
Yard, apologized for the activity of 
tiie night and pledged that Mr. Alioto 
would retu rn  to exercise his freedom 
of speech in the Georgetown tradi
tion. With that the crowd slowly dis 
persed, the hectic n ight's activities 
at an  end.

Gordon's Resolution
At an emergency meeting of the 

Faculty Senate, one week after the 
non lecture, Fr. Fitzgerlad proposed 
and die Senate accepted a motion 
to tin1 effect that under extraordi 
nary circum stances, the President 
or one designated by him may sus 
pend a student upon a subsequent 
hearing. Professor Gordon of the 
Law Center, introduced a resolution 
that read, "M indful of the fact that 
freedom of speech is inseparable 
from the spirit of free inquiry, w ith
out which the student body and fac
ulty of this University cannot func
tion, and recognizing that a depriva
tion of tliis indispensable right 
through violence by any group or 
individual on this campus is an act 
productive of incalculable harm to 
all members of the academic com
munity as well as a violation of the 
civil rights of the speaker, the Senate 
of Georgetown University affirms 
its support for the use of firm ad
ministrative m easures, including the 
request forlaw enforcem ent officers, 
whenever it appears that on any 
property owned by the University 
through act of physical violence 
this right might be im periled." This 
too was passed.

Democratic Society, invaded the 
Georgetown campus.

No Affiliation
Joseph Alioto, the Mayor of San 

Francisco, had been invited by the 
-students of Georgetown to speak on 
"Law and the Cam pus." His appear
ance was interrupted and his safety 
threatened by many persons who 
-were not identified as members of 
tlie Georgetown com munity. These 
people, who have no affiliation with 
the university, presum ed to tell 
Georgetown students whom they 
could hear in open forum.

There are fifteen members of the 
SDS who are Georgetown students. 
On March 13th, sixty to seventy- 
five persons affiliated with the SDS 
attem pted to physically block Mayor 
Alioto from entering Gaston Hall 
to present his lecture and to answer 
questions from the audience. They 
tried to forcefully en ter an already 
filled hall to prevent Mayor Alioto 
from being heard.

Bit and Clawed
Three attem pts were made to rip 

out the m icrophone, tear down the 
podium, and attack the Mayor. There 
was a violent attem pt to assault the 
Mayor as he entered Gaston Hall. 
The rioters punched, kicked, bit and 
clawed at the student ushers and 
those other Georgetown students 
who joined in to protect and defend 
their invited guest and his right to 
speak.

The Mayor’s entrance was met by 
a standing ovation by the over seven 
hundred students and guests in the 
hall. Daniel Hurson, President of 
the College Student Council, was 
applauded wholeheartedly several 
times for his actions to restore order 
and to emphasize that this was not a 
Georgetown student dem onstration. 
But the rioters would not let the 
Mayor be heard. Members of the 
SDS who were allowed to en ter the 
hall with other guests to hear the 
lecture, charged the doors from the 
inside to let in their violent com
rades, who were pounding on the 
doors as part of their continual 
attem pt to disrupt the lecture, and 
prevent one man from presenting 
his views as he had been invited 
to do.

I .ate Cancellation
When it became evident that the 

physical safety of the Mayor, George
town students, and invited guests 
was in definite jeopardy, Charles 
Hartmann, Dean of S tudents, de
cided to cancel the lecture. The 
Mayor and invited guests of Con
gress with their wives were forced 
to leave through a back entrance of 
the stage, down a fire escape. A 
reception for the Mayor was to be 
held in Copley Hall, but this had to 
be relocated when it became evident 
that neither the Mayor nor guests 
would be safe there either.

Unmarked Escort
The Mayor and guests were then 

escorted to a library in one of the 
most secluded and least approach
able sections of die Jesu it com
munity residence. Here in a small 
library, die m ayor presented his 
opinions that the police should have 
been called in, that the adm inistra
tion had not been forceful enough 
in dealing with the violence, and 
diat he was still more than willing 
to give his lecture in Gaston Hall. 
These com m ents, along with a short 
discourse on the nature of law and 
the campus, was taped by WGTB, 
the student radio station, and broad
cast later in the evening. After the 
reception, the Mayor was escorted

Continued on p. 5

C R IM IN A L LAW CU RRICU LU M  
BEEFED  B Y  NEW CO U RSES

Seven new courses will beef-up 
G.U.L.C.’s Criminal Law curriculum  
to give interested students a strong 
concentration on this area of the 
law. The additions to the curriculum 
adopted by the Faculty on March21, 
upon recom m endation of the Sub
committee on the Curriculum, are:

Professional R e sp o n sib ility  and 
the Adm inistration of Criminal Ju s
tice. This course will be divided into 
four parts: The Prosecution of crim
inals, the defense of criminals, the 
integrity of the judicial process, and 
the role of the legislative and execu
tive branches in the adm inistration 
of criminal justice. Part one will 
consider such topics as the prose
cutor as a public official; plea bar
gaining; prosecutorial conduct be
fore and during trial; prosecutorial 
responsibility for police practice. 
Part two would parallel part one and 
also discuss such topics as represen
tation of the "gu ilty" defendant; 
methods of furnishing counsel to in
digents; availability of counsel to 
non-indigents; the attorney-client 
privilege. Part three would consider 
the selection and impartiality of the 
judge and of the jury; the burden 
of proof in criminal cases. Part four 
would involve a general considera
tion of roles of and lim itations upon 
the leg is la tiv e  and execu tive  
branches. The course will be taught 
by Professor Noonan as a two-credit, 
one sem ester course.

Criminal Practice Seminar. This 
would be a limited (fifteen students) 
course of a clinical nature which, 
after the 1969-1970 year, would re
quire the above course in Profes
sional Responsibility . . .  as a pre
requisite. The students will be 
assigned to participating attorneys,

who will accept court appointm ent to 
a crim inal felony case and who will 
involve the student in all phases of 
the litigation. This would include 
conferences with the client, plea
bargaining sessions, motions prac
tice, and the actual trial. The sem 
inar session will focus on problems 
being met in each of these stages. 
The course will be given as a two- 
sem ester sem inar with two credit 
hours per sem ester.

Introduction to Law and Psychi
atry. A one-sem ester, tw o-credit 
hour course which would consider 
such areas as principles of punish
m ent, diversion of various groups 
(sex psychopaths, narcotic addicts, 
alcoholics, etc.) from the criminal 
process, civil com m itm ent, compe
tency to stand trial, criminal re
sponsibility. This course would be 
a prerequisite for the advanced Sem
inar in Law and Psychiatry.

Law and Psychiatry Seminar. A
clinical sem inar which will build on 
the introductory course. In addition 
to advanced readings the student 
will become involved in the clinical 
experience with patients from St. 
Elizabeth’s Hospital.

Seminar on Sentencing and Cor
rectional Problems. This sem inar is 
presently available to graduate stu 
dents and will be made available to 
undergraduate law students in the 
1969-1970 academic year.

Juvenile Court Practice and Pro
cedure. This course is presently 
available to graduate students but 
will be opened to undergraduates 
next year.

Right to Privacy. No details on this 
course were available to the Law 
Weekly as of press time.

Charlie 's Bar

A B u m  D eal For 
A G ra te fu l M an

by Charles Goldman
Spring has come to W ashington and everyone is happy around the Law 

Center with the possible exception of one man. I had an opportunity to 
determ ine the reason for his displeasure at this change of weather.

"W hat’s going to happen to my business,” he asked. " I  have reserva
tions up until the middle of April and now I know that half of them 
will be cancelled.”

I started to console him but sym pathy was not what he wanted as he 
continued:

"This can’t happen, can it? You’re a law studen t—they can’t cancel 
their reservations can they?”

I said that I had not yet reached the cancellation of reservations portion 
of my studies and suggested that, if he had a problem, he consult a 
lawyer. Being curious I asked him what reservations were being so 
thoug h tl ess ly cance 11 ed .

"I own and manage the grate .”
"T he g rate?"
"Yes, the grate in front of the Law C enter.”
"You mean those gentlem en who sleep on that grate pay you to sleep 

there?, 1 asked in an unbelieving tone.
"Sure, do you think they sleep there for free. And now I ’m going to 

sue them if they don’t fulfill their reservations.”
"And they have to make reservations?,” I asked.
"Damn right,” he fired back. "You don’t think that I’m going to allow 

someone right off the street to sleep on my grate do you? All of my 
custom ers are highly recommended by the Goodwill Alission on 5th Street. 
I have a good location and don’t want to ruin it by allowing riff-raff in .”

"W hy is it a good location?,” I asked, always interested in a good 
business venture.

"This is a central location,” he explained. "F rom  here my guests can 
go or come from the courthouse and lockups w ithout having to bum a 
ride. From here they can locate 9th Street amicus curiae to plead their 
cases. Right across the street they can obtain any legal forms they may 
need. Most im portant, though, they find that they are able to practice 
their trade m ost profitably around studen ts.”

Continued on p. 5
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CURRICULA CHANGES ADOPTED

When in doubt Retreat” — Alioto party leaves Gaston Hall via the fire  escape to 
evade dem onstrators.

“ Law and the Campus”

The Subeommitiee on the Curric
ulum of the Academic Standards 
Committee has subm itted its final 
report to the Executive Faculty and 
the Faculty has voted to adopt the 
recom m endations made in  that re
port. Specifically, the report called 
for a revamping of the curricula of 
Criminal Law, Commercial Law. and 
Constitutional Law, in addition to 
dealing with the course in New York 
procedure and the Law and Sociol
ogy course of the S.B.A.’s free law 
school. With the Faculty 's approval 
at its March 21 meeting these mea
sures will be im plem ented in the 
1969-1970 academic year.

Criminal Law
In the area of Criminal Law rec

om m endations were sought from the 
crim inal law faculty by the Subcom
mittee. These were in turn adopted 
by the Subcommittee and subse
quently approved by the Executive 
Faculty. Specifically, the course in 
Criminal Procedure will be elimi
nated next year. By that time all 
upperclassm en will have taken a 
course in Criminal Justice II which 
is duplicative of Criminal Procedure. 
F urther, the Seminar on Poverty and 
the Adm inistration of Criminal Ju s
tice will be dropped. In addition, 
seven new courses will be added to

the Criminal Law curriculum , thus 
giving the Law Center an extremely 
strong undergraduate-graduate pro
gram for students interested in the 
study of this area of the law. (See 
Law Weekly, pg. 3. for course de
scriptions).

Sales Downgraded
The present Commercial Law cur

riculum will be changed next year 
by a consolidation of the three-hour 
course in Sales and the two-hour 
course in Secured Transactions into 
a one-semester, four-hour course. 
Commercial Paper would be a pre
requisite to this course. "The new 
course ,” according to the report, 
"would cover p red o m in an tly  se
cured transactions and related sales 
areas. Those aspects of the present 
Sales course which will not be cov
ered are so related to Traditional 
Contracts, Torts, and Property prin
ciples that their absence will not be 
detrim ental to the students. One rea
son behind this change, as voiced 
by the Subcommittee, was that the 
"existing num ber of sem ester hours 
devoted to commercial m atters acted 
as a deterrent to a sizeable num ber 
of students who should, or would, 
study the secured transactions 
area.”

Constitutional Dilemma
In the area of Constitutional Law, 

a perennial problem area in terms of 
specific course structure because of 
the great overlap in subject m atter, 
the Faculty voted to retain the 
course in Federal Courts and the 
Federal System as a th ree -h o u r 
course. In addition, the course in 
Individual Rights and Liberties will 
be expanded from three to four 
credit hours. The course in Federal- 
State Relations will be shifted from 
four to three credit hours. Finally, 
the course in Discrimination: Rights 
and Remedies will be abandoned. 
This series of changes was not rec
ommended by the Subcommittee as a 
final solution to the Constitutional 
Law curriculum  but, rather, as an 
attem pt to "m ake a more meaning
ful division of the course materials 
and hourly course loads” while addi
tional changes are discussed.

Urban Curriculum
In the quickly-expanding area of 

Urban Problems the Subcommittee 
made no specific recommendations. 
Rather it was felt that those faculty 
members offering courses in this 
field should be consulted as to the 
direction of that curriculum. This 
has not yet been done this year 
although the Subcommittee does ex 
pect to be able to make specific rec
om m endations in this area next year 
including the incorporation of many 
of the techniques and methods in 
use this year in the S.B.A.’s Free 
University.

N.Y. Procedure
The course in New York Procedure 

taught by Professor Clark will be 
deleted. The Subcommittee felt,and 
the Faculty concurred, that the 
course is either an advanced proce
dure course in which case it is be
ing replaced by the new-this-year 
Practice, Trial Term, and clinical 
programs, or it is a bar review course 
directed toward the New York Bar, 
" in  which case it is a violation of 
accreditation rules and sound legal 
education.”

Free University Success
Finally, the Free University Law 

and Sociology course will break into 
the institutional structure next year. 
The course, currently taught by Re
search Associate Len Zcitx of the 
Institute of Criminal Law and Pro
cedure, would perform a valuable in
terdisciplinary function which the 
present cu rr ic u lu m , in general, 
lacks.

Continued from p. 3

from the campus back to his hotel 
by unm arked cars of the District 
police who had finally been called.

The questions still in everybody’s 
mind are first, why the adm inistra
tion did not have the police on cam
pus prevent the violence, in light 
of the fact that the FBI had notified 
Robert Dixon, the Director of S tu
dent Activities, two days previously 
that they expected the SDS to stage 
a violent dem onstration. And sec
ondly, why the lecture was not 
closed to non-Georgetown students 
so that the "invaders” could have 
been requested to leave the campus.

Vociferous Minority
Georgetown has always been 

known as an open forum where the

idea of free and open debate pre
vails. On March 13th, a vociferous 
minority violently prevented over 
seven hundred persons from listen
ing to and speaking with an invited 
guest of the university. The physical 
well-being of Mayor Alioto and those 
attending was definitely jeopard
ized, and their rights to speak and 
be heard were blatantly violated. It 
can only be hoped that the courts 
and the University Discipline Board, 
who will deal with those who caused 
the violence, will not be as spineless 
as those adm inistrators who allowed 
it to happen.

JU R IS  \ l

E rvin  O n B a il R eform
Continued from p. 4

cussing the problem of crime by persons free on bail.” 1 am 
sure he is right.

Ido not contend that the Bail Reform Act is faultless. The 
experience of administering it for two and one-half years has 
revealed some deficiencies that should be corrected by amend
ment. These were set forth in the excellent report of Judge 
Hart’s bail study committee, and I generally endorse them. 
They include amending the Act to permit judges to consider 
the potential dangerousness of a defendant as well as the risk 
of flight in setting conditions of release, authorizing the im
position of additional penalties for persons convicted of crimes 
committed while on bail, and authorizing bail revocation, 
under specified circumstances, for defendants who violate 
conditions of release or who commit serious offenses while 
on bail.

Aside from these legislative changes in the Bail Reform 
Act, however, there are more important changes that must be 
made to perfect the operation of the pre-trial release system. 
Some of these, such as the enlargement of the Bail Agency to 
permit better supervision of released defendants, will require 
legislation and appropriations. Others are purely administra
tive, and can be effectuated immediately. In fact, they should 
have been in practice long ago. I speak of more imaginative 
use by judges of conditions of release, and greater efforts by 
judges and prosecutors to enforce conditions that are imposed. 
I think it is accurate to say that during the two and one- 
half years between the effective date of the Bail Reform Act 
and the Subcommittee’s January hearings, there were less than 
a half dozen prosecutions for bail-jumping in the District of 
Columbia and not a single instance of the use of a court’s 
contempt power to punish a person who violated conditions 
of release. I am pleased to see that since our hearings high
lighted these problems, the courts and the prosecutors are 
now cooperating in an effort to prosecute and punish persons 
who do not appear on time for trial and that the judges are 
holding release condition violators in contempt and sen
tencing them to jail. These practices, and the new policy of 
many judges of imposing consecutive rather than concurrent 
sentences for additional crimes committed on bail, were partly 
responsible, I believe, for the dramatic decrease in crime dur
ing February and early March of this year. This approach by 
the courts and prosecutors, together with the accelerated cal
endar now in effect in the U.S. District Court to expedite 
trials of dangerous felons, will in time, I am convinced, reduce 
crime by persons on bail by at least as much as a preventive 
detention statute would.

In conclusion, I would like to emphasize my strong convic
tion that we will not solve the problem of crime in our society 
until we are willing to make a financial and manpower commit
ment to law enforcement commensurate with the seriousness 
of the problem, which we thus far have never been willing to 
do. We must vastly improve our entire system of law enforce
ment. We must have more judges—many more judges—and 
many more prosecutors. We must have increased supporting 
personnel and improved facilities from top to bottom. We 
must greatly improve court procedures and efficiency. Such 
improvements will cost a great deal of money. But they can be 
attained, I am convinced, in a relatively short time and at a 
cost that is modest in comparison to the vast sums we expend 
for other government programs. And they must be attained 
if we are to make permanent inroads on the crime crisis we 
now experience. Preventive detention is a desperate stop-gap 
measure, which, at best, would solve only a very small frac
tion of the crime problem, and, at worst, could further post
pone more necessary and useful improvements.

G ratefu l  Mare’s B u m  Deal
Continued from p. 3

"W hy are students good clients?,” I asked trying to learn.
"Well, the newer students are best of all; they seem to be half in a 

daze and always give freely as if they didn’t want to anger anyone. The 
older students generally aren’t as free with their money, but twice a 
year they get that same dazed look back and then my guests really 
swoop down.”

"B ut what about the police?”
"W hich police!,” he said. "I have an agreem ent with the policemen at 

the Law Center—if they don’t bother my guests, my guests won’t bother 
them in their little room in the basement of the Law C enter.”

"1 don’t want to lie the bearer of bad tidings,” I said, "bu t the law 
school is m oving.”

"Oh, I’m not worried about that. They've been threatening me with 
that for the last twenty years.”

"B ut it’s true ,” 1 insisted. "T he new Law Center will be finished by 
1970. It’s located at First and F Streets, N.W.”

A smile came to his face as hesaid, "W ell, I don’t have to worry then. 
I own a grate near there also .”

"You mean you own a chain of grates,” I asked incredulously.
"Y es,” he replied. "We like to think of ourselves as the Holiday Inn 

of the lower economy class.”
"One last question. Why are you worried about a fall off in reserva

tions with the coming of Spring? You still have the location and the 
studen ts.”

"My clientele get Spring Fever and change their reservations to the 
benches in the park,” he m uttered.

"W hy don’t you purchase the benches?,” I suggested.
"Afraid of an anti trust suit, tha t’s why.”
I then assured him that in my experience the control of all of the 

grates and benches in a location would not be considered such a viola
tion. Unswayed lie left me m uttering som ething about justice, spring
time, and the free enterprise system.
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Tour last check 
from home 
just bounced?

Think it over, over 
TheThink Drink.

coffee.

fo r  your own Think D rink  Mu«. * *n d  75C and your name and address lo:
Think D rink  M u *.  D«pt. N, P.O. B o *  5 5 9 ,  New York. N. Y. 1 0 0 4 6 . The International Coffee O R 3 n i*a t io n .

1226 36th SHil l l\ N.W.
QUA LI LY lOOl). FIRST 

EXC EL LENT SER VIC E, FIRST 
HISTORICAL GEORGETOWN A TMOSTHERE. SECOND

RESER VA TIONS 96.5-/  789 FREE VALET PARKING

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.
Sheraton Hotels & Motor Inns
Sherat'*"' Hotels and Motor Inns. A Worldwide Service of i r r

Law w  ee kly-R  es 
Ipsa Merger
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do my utm ost to preserve and en
hance the long and prestigious trad
ition of the latter and contribute to 
the continued growth and influence 
of the form er.”

Mr. G ragert's staff for 1969-1970 
has also been selected. Stephen H. 
Gore (70 ) will be the Business and 
Finance Editor for the publications 
combine. The Law Weekly staff will 
be as follows: Managing Editor— 
John  Malyska (7 1 ); Associate Ed
itor—Charles X. Goldman (70); Pro
duction Editor—Blair Lee, IV (70); 
News Editor — Joseph T. Hagen 
(71); Feature Editors—Robert M. 
Hodge (70) and Lisbeth K. Godley 
(71). The Res Ipsa Staff will be as 
follows: Managing Editor—Rebecca 
Laird (7 0 ); Associate Editors—A. 
Michael Knapp (7 0 ), Brian J. 
O'Dwyer (70), and Morgan Down
ey (71); Feature E ditors—Stuart R. 
Mathews (70) and Martin McKernan 
(71 ); Alumni Editor—M. William 
Youngblood (70); Faculty Editor— 
Anne E. Hewitt (70).

Applications are now being taken 
for next year’s staff. There will be 
openings of sufficient diversity to 
satisfy the interests of any interested 
student. There will be a particular 
need for photographers and cartoon
ists. In addition, there will be open
ings on the editorial level due to the 
expanded size of the operation. The 
opportunity for artistic and literary 
expression is unlim ited and the pos
sibility of becoming totally involved, 
w ithout great time concessions is 
unique with these publications. 
There is also, of no mean impor
tance, the fact that work for these 
publications will obtain transcript 
credit for the student.

S t  ticl <‘ii t s - i n - C o u r t
Continued from p. 1

assistance of volunteer attorneys 
from the com munity.

Two credits per sem ester will be 
offered for the full year program, 
presenting a unique offering of clin
ical experience in the Law Center's 
curriculum.

Join Now 
Law Center

Publications, Unl imited

Applications being 
Accepted for 
all positions.

FROM THE BULLPEN
by Frank Rothschild

Regular season play ended this past week in the GULC intram ural 
basketball league with the Frosh, Loyas, Georgetown Airplane, and 
M urph's Boys landing playoff berths. M urph's Boys will be seeded first 
over the Georgetown Airplane since they defeated the Airplane during 
the season and both wound up with 6-2 records. Thus M urph's squad will 
meet the Loyas and the Airplane challange the incum bent champion the 
Frosh in the semi-finals, the winners to meet for the crown.

In the West, play concluded with the Frosh going all the way to an 
8-0 season. They had to struggle, however, in their final two games. The 
Inequities took them down to the wire on a strong, all-purpose per
formance by John  Freitager, only to bow as the Frosh froze away a 
57-53 win. Then, playing somewhat underm anned, they survived a first 
half scare directed by sm ooth Jo h n  Stoppelman, to pull out a 61-40 win 
over IIITFP. With the score tied with ten m inutes to play, Ken Ackerman 
hit from long range, his bed, to break open the close contest. Mention 
should be made of the efforts of Howie Mandell and Ken Darrow in 
keeping the Frosh in contention until the final surge to victory.

Ball control -  Loyas height and offensive power crush Airplanes.

The Loyas finished with two wins and a 7-1 record, their only loss 
being at the hands of the Frosh. The devastating offensive driving of 
Wink Pearson and timely follow-ups of Lloyd Levenson vaulted the 
Loyas past the Raiders 68-48 and the Georgetown Airplane 61-46. Their 
title hopes were severely jolted, however, when it was announced that 
their hustling forward Mike Mooney would miss the playoffs due to a 
previous com m ittm ent with the Air Force.

In a game to determ ine third place, the Beirut A irport won out over the 
Inequities 62-59. The difference here being the steady play of the A irport’s 
small men-Pete Shanley, Terry Trum bull, and Harry Tischler.

Turning to the Eastern  division, the Undead are finally and inescapably 
dead! They ended their season with a 71-32 trouncing of IHTFP, but early 
forfeits and a tough schedule cost this talent-laden team a possible shot 
at the championship.

Operation layup -  Another tw o  points Frosh in their victory over IH TFP .

The match game of the division found M urph's Boys stinging the 
previously unbeaten Georgetown Airplane 45-38. They employed a tight 
zone to stymie their opponents offense and boxed out extremely well to 
control the boards. At the other end of the court they broke a similar 
zone used by the Airplane by consistently h itting the outside shot. 
Warming up for the playoffs, M urph’s crew polished off the Raiders 
48-38 this week and gained m om entum  for the playoffs. Rumor has it 
that there has been a shake-up in the front office and that next year 
M urph’s Boys will be known as Marzetti’s Boys.

An extra word should be put in for IHTFP. Altho lacking in the skills 
necessary to be league champions, they were right on top with the 
spirit and enthusiasm  that this league is designed to bring out. They 
always placed a team  on the court and fought to the very end in all 
their contests, even when victory was out of sight. In a word, they en
joyed them selves, and th a t’s what it's all about.

The next issue will cover in depth the playoff series and will also 
highlight the league all-star squad.


