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BALSA Application 
Gets Committee OK

Lynn Sutcliffe, Theodore Jacobs, Morton Hintz 
Form Consumer Panel at GULC (see story on page 4).

—Photo by Latham

DEAN GIVES TEACHING 
PLACEMENT POLICIES

The student-faculty Committee 
on Student Affairs and Co-Curricu
lar activities approved, by three to 
one vote, the application of Black 
students for a Georgetown chapter 
of the Black American Law Stu
dents’ Association (BALSA) for 
submission for faculty approval.

The Black-American Law Stu
dents’ Association was originally 
founded at Columbia University in 
1967. There are chapters at all of 
the area law schools. Its original 
purpose was to provide a forum in 
which Black students could discuss 
problems and come to an apprecia
tion of the necessary solutions.

Goals Outlined
The GULC BALSA chapter set 

out its immediate purposes in the 
statement presented to the Commit
tee. The goals were directed on 
two fronts: 1) to provide organiza-

by Kenneth F. Carobus
Some students after spending a 

long evening in the Law Library 
step out into the darkened street 
with a more than legal interest in 
street crime.

Extent of Crime 
Actually the Law Center is prob

ably one of the most peaceful and 
well protected areas of Washing
ton. Being only two blocks from the 
headquarters of the first precinct

Operator—Get Me the Police
—Photo by M. Brady

and the District Police Headquar
ters. Since this location is between 
the headquarters and a high crime 
area, the Law Center is constantly 
being passed by patrol cars going to 
and returning from headquarters.

However, due to the two nearby 
missions and the Salvation Army 
across the street the Law Center 
student may often find himself be
ing panhandled by one of the num-

tion for the articulation of the 
needs of the Black law student and 
2) to provide a liaison group be
tween the legal structure and the 
Black community.

Derek Hodge, president of the 
GULC chapter, upon hearing of 
BALSA’s approval, said “The Com
mittee’s action is encouraging, but 
it is curious that it wasn’t a unani
mous vote. We are determined to 
work with the students and faculty 
in promoting the best interest of 
GULC.”

A few of the specific goals of 
the organization include promotion 
of a stronger minority recruitment 
program, establishment of a tutorial 
program and an emergency fund 
for first year students, and improve
ment of the social life of minority 
students.

erous alcoholics that infest the 
neighborhood.

Although crimes of violence are 
rare in this area, crimes of oppor
tunity are rampant. Parked cars 
are an especially vulnerable target.

A Few Simple Rules
Lieutenant Francis Andruzzi of 

the Community Relations Depart
ment of the District Police has a 
few tips for those who want to 
have a merely academic contact 
with Criminal Justice.

If you drive, park as near to the 
Law Center as you can and near 
a street light. Lock the car and 
keep anything tempting out of view. 
Even a jacket left on the seat is an 
invitation to a vagrant who hopes 
to find something in the pockets.

For those who walk, Lt. An
druzzi advises staying in groups and 
traveling along the more brightly 
lighted and well traveled through- 
fares.

If you take public transportation 
try to use the bus stop on 7th Street 
which is more public.

Following these few simple rules 
will reasonably assure a peaceful 
and academic legal education.

WAR DEAD
Week of October 12, 1969— 

78 dead
Total War Dead 

(hostile action) 38,969

by Jo Gramling
According to Associate Dean 

David McCarthy, GULC’s policy 
for assigning professors to courses 
is based on the field of special in
terest of the individual teachers. 
Furthermore, the Dean believes 
that the Law Center has realized 
implementation of the ideal situa
tion in which good teachers are 
able to specialize in the more nar
row fields of advanced courses 
while instructing basic courses in 
broader related areas. At the pres
ent moment there are no excep
tions to this policy of assignments 
which is designed to meet the needs 
of both the Law Center and the 
professors.

Three Categories Specified
More specifically, Dean Mc

Carthy outlined three professorial 
categories and the relative consid
erations involved in course place
ment. The first group comprises 
veteran teachers. Here, the policy 
is straightforward in allowing these 
professors to teach in their special
ized field of experience.

The policy regarding the second 
category, which is composed of 
veteran practitioners, is somewhat 
more complex. While considera
tion is still given to their fields of 
special interest, equal importance is 
ascribed to the needs of the Law 
Center and its curriculum in the as
signment of these professors to 
their respective courses. However, 
Dean McCarthy pointed out that 
this formula is not totally restric
tive and allows leeway for the di
vergent interests and virtuosity of 
the individual. For example, while 
Professor William Stanmeyer’s prac
tice dealt mainly with estates, most 
of his speaking and writing activities 
have focussed on the First Amend

ment, so that GULC has been able 
to capitalize on his dual interests 
through his instruction in both con
stitutional and property law. Like
wise, because of his private prac
tice in the area of property law 
and his position as an attorney with 
A.I.D., Professor Donald Wallace’s 
qualifications for teaching Property 
and International Business Transac
tions are equally balanced.

“New” Prof. Assigned to 
Advanced Courses

Although GULC rarely hires 
professors who have had no ex
perience either in teaching or in 
practice, Dean McCarthy indicated

Continued on Page 4

Petition Is 
Against SBA

A petition has been recently sub
mitted to Dean Adrian Fisher in 
opposition to the S.B.A. action in 
allocating $200 to the War Mora
torium Committee “without the ex
press knowledge and consent of the 
law students as a politically parti
san and undemocratic act contrary 
to the ideals of the legal profes
sion.”

According to its initiator, Mr. 
Kevin J. Keaney, ’72, the petition 
was circulated among the evening 
division property class on October 
14 and was signed by 45 of the 76 
students present in the class. Mr. 
Keaney suggests that this propor
tion “may be representative of the 
student body at large.”

Those who signed the petition 
did so under its provision that “my 
signature does not imply that I

Mr. Taft 
Replies

Dear Sir:
At 5:45 p.m., October 22, 1969, 

I received a telephone call from the 
Managing Editor of the Law 
Weekly who stated that because of 
the “unfair coverage” the Law 
Weekly gave to a petition opposing 
the S.B.A.’s abuse of discretion in 
appropriating $100 of S.B.A. funds 
as a contribution to Cesar Chavez 
and his movement, I would be 
given the opportunity to reply. He 
stated that the reply would receive 
treatment as prominent as the 
article that appeared in the Law 
Weekly.

I appreciate the Managing 
Editor’s courtesy and would like to 
set out the petition in full as fol
lows.

Petition To Be Presented 
To The S.B.A.

We, the undersigned, do hereby 
express our opposition to the 
S.B.A.’s abuse of discretion, where
by $100 of S.B.A. funds were con
tributed to Cesar Chavez and his 
movement. We do not express any 
opinion as to the morality or 
righteousness of said movement. 
But we view with alarm the S.B.A.’s 
financial support of either side of 
a political-social controversy, not 
demonstrably related to the princi
pal goals of the Georgetown Uni
versity Law Center.

I urge all students to consider 
this petition and to sign it if they 
agree with the proposition set forth. 

Sincerely,
George Taft, ’70

Circulated
Expenditures
am necessarily unsympathetic to 
the aims and conduct of the War 
Moratorium, or that I will not take 
part in the legitimate activities of 
the committee.”

Source of Funds
Apparently, the $200 allocated 

by the S.B.A. came from its 
Speakers Program fund and was 
used mainly for publicity for the 
GULC October 15 Moratorium 
activities.

In addition to Dean Fisher, a 
copy of the petition was sent to 
S.B.A. president, John Kolojeski. 
At the next S.B.A. meeting, on 
October 28, Mr. Keaney will have 
an opportunity to present the peti
tion and answer any questions that 
members of the House of Dele
gates might have.

Keeping Crime On Academic 
Level Around The Law Center
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id est...
“How About A Real Change?”

By the time this paper has gone to press, the full-time faculty 
has either decided to accept, reject or postpone decision on the 
SBA proposal for student representation on all faculty committees. 
This writer supports the SBA plan only for the reason that it would 
be a more equitable program than the present system. However, 
the best method of approaching the question of Law Center decision 
making is to abolish all concepts of the faculty committee system—  
the very terminology of which makes the possibilities of equitable 
representation difficult. Instead, why not adopt a form of Law 
Center Senate which fairly represents all elements of the GULC 
community— full time faculty, part-time faculty, administration, 
students, alumni and friends of the Law Center. It is only damag
ing to the growth and unity of the school to have two disparate 
power groups, faculty and students, fighting like some kind of “King 
of the Mountain” as to who shall govern school policy while those 
without these two groups stand by unrepresented— an inequity that 
is harmful not only to their interest but, ultimately, the interests of 
the entire Law Center.

Faculty Not Sacred
With regard to the present system— there is nothing sacred about 

the full-time faculty that endows them with wisdom and foresight 
so unique as to allow them exclusive or, at least, the balance of 
control in school matters. Some faculty members make the point 
that they, unlike the student body, are not transient members of 
the Law Center and thus, due to some type of vested interest, are 
entitled to a greater weight in determining long-range policy. This 
argument suffers from the fact that vested interests tend to propa
gate establishmentarian conservatism. Also, a long time in one spot 
often creates myopic vision in many people— they become unable 
to see the proverbial forest for the trees.

Defects of SBA Proposal
On the other hand, the SBA proposal suffers from two defects: 

1. it ignores other unrepresented members of the Law Center com
munity such as the alumni and part-time faculty and 2. it seeks to 
operate within a committee system which is conductive to creating 
great power in a select few (Committee chairmen) and which can 
and often does operate around rather than through the majority.

External Perspective
A Law Center Senate would allow the school to not only draw 

upon the views and experiences of faculty and students but would 
permit a certain needed external perspective through the eyes of 
the part time faculty, alumni and friends of the Law Center. GULC 
has many distinguished alumni, well respected in their own fields 
and whose counsel could prove of invaluable worth to the Law 
Center as it seeks to maintain and develop its relevancy with the 
outside legal profession. The perceptions of the part-time faculty, 
with their unique contacts with both the academic and practicing 
legal fields would also be equally worthwhile for the continued 
growth of Georgetown Law. In like manner, representation by 
certain friends of the Law Center could bring to the policy making 
process the worthy talents and insights of those free of the biases 
felt by everyone directly and officially connected with the Law 
Center itself.

I would remind the SBA that you “ cannot put new wine in old 
wineskins” and to the Law Center community, in general, I would 
call for a re-evaluation of the GULC policy-making process with 
the hope that a Law Center Senate will arise reflecting and com
posing, in equitable proportion, all members of our academic 
community.

mdg

Internal Revolution

B U L L E T IN EU RO PE FO R  C H R IS T M A S
December 17-January 5

After defeats of 33-0, 46-0 and 47-0 $190 ROUND TRIP JET
the Law W eaklies won their first Washington Brussels
gam e Sunday by forfeit. 223-5471 927-4572

by Henry John Plog, Jr.
The revolution has come to 

G.U.L.C.; but it is raging within 
the Student Bar Association, not 
emanating from that august and 
controversial body. The dispute 
which arose a few weeks ago con
cerning the $100 contribution to 
Cesar Chavez has blossomed into 
a full scale battle over the very 
purposes and legitimate spheres of
S. B.A. activity. The issue which 
precipitated this basic philosophical 
rift was none other than the nomi
nation of Judge Clement F. Hayns- 
worth as Associate Justice of the 
United States Supreme Court. 
Seven S.B.A. representatives, Tom 
Bieging, Maryann Conway, Joseph 
R. Griffin, Robert Hanke, Robert 
A. Knisely, Andrew McLeod, and 
Jeff Moss, voted “No” on a motion 
which stated that it was propitious 
for the S.B.A. Executive Board and 
House of Delegates to consider the 
Haynsworth nomination, stipulat
ing that in voting for either oppo
sition or approval of the nomina
tion the S.B.A. would be repre
senting i.e. speaking for the stu
dent body of G.U.L.C. However 
ten delegates, Charles N. Clevert, 
Derek Hodge, Robert Hodge, Rick 
Hubbard, Howard Mandell, Wally 
Mlyniec, Karen D. Moore, Jeff 
Peterson, Jose Uranga, and Curtis
T. White, voted in favor of and 
carried the motion. This threshold 
question having been decided, the 
Student Bar Association voted 12- 
4 with one abstention to strongly 
oppose the Haynsworth nomination 
(Bieging refused to vote. Moss ab
stained, Knisely switched sides, and 
Kolojeski added the twelfth affirma
tive vote).

The question of the nomination 
was, of course, a mere springboard 
or backdrop for the real issue: the 
purview of S.B.A. activity. Seven 
of seventeen S.B.A. representatives 
present and voting on October 21 
seemed to feel that the Student Bar 
Association should limit itself to

matters which specifically concern 
the Law Center and its inhabitants, 
e.g., library hours, the condition of 
the Student Lounge, etc. Ten of 
their colleagues, on the other hand, 
seem to be arguing that the 
S.B.A., as indeed those whom it 
represents, should involve itself in 
questions which do not intrinsically 
affect G.U.L.C. (as well as those 
which do) such as civil rights, 
judicial ethics, etc.

Continued on Page 3

Letters To The 
Editor
Dear Sirs:

Last Wednesday, the Delta Theta 
Phi law fraternity presented a panel 
discussion on Consumer Affairs. 
The panel members were distin
guished: a Staff Counsel to the 
Senate Committee on Commerce, 
the Chief of Legal Analysis for the 
National Commission on Product 
Safety, and a Pulitzer-prize-winning 
journalist. All three have been out
spoken advocates for the consumer. 
The program was presented at a 
time when no classes were being 
held.

Much to the dismay of the busy 
panel members, who donated their 
valuable time to speak to GULC 
students, and those who planned 
and organized the program, John 
Carroll was filled only to 8% of its 
capacity. Twenty-seven students 
managed to attend.

More students sat in the student 
lounge than showed up for the 
panel. Even after I was forced to 
go down to the lounge to solicit at
tendance, fewer than five re
sponded. No faculty members 
came.

In contrast, when the Fraternity 
sponsored a talk by CBS newsman 
Dan Rather, fewer than 10% of the 
seats in John Carroll were empty.

The conclusion one is forced to 
draw about the character, interests 
and social responsibility of G LC 
students and faculty is appallingly 
obvious.

It will be extremely distasteful 
and embarrassing for me to have to 
write letters to the panel members, 
thanking them for their coopera-

Continued on Page 3
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LPIB— A Review
by Prof. William W. Bishop

“What’s In A Name?”

The Law Weekly last spring 
asked William W. Bishop, Profes
sor of Law at the University of 
Michigan, to review the inaugural 
issue of GULC’s International Law 
Journal. Professor Bishop is con
sidered to be one of the leading 
American authorities in the field of 
inetrnational law. Professor Bis
hop served as an Assistant Legal 
Advisor to the U.S. Department of 
State, 1939-1947, and was a legal 
adviser to the U.S. Delegation, 
Council of Foreign Ministers and 
Paris Peace Conference in 1946. 
He is an Honorary Vice-President 
of the American Society of Inter
national Law, an Associate of the 
Institute de Droit International, and 
Editor and Chief of the American 
International Journal of Law.

It is a pleasure for all of us who 
are interested in international law, 
foreign trade and investment, and 
the inter-relationships of law and 
economics, to welcome the appear
ance of Law and Policy in Inter
national Business, published by the 
Georgetown University Law Cen
ter. The first 1969 issue indicates 
that we will see an interesting and 
valuable journal concentrating upon 
this important and growing field.

Under the leadership of Editor- 
in-Chief Robert Cronin Goodwin 
and Managing Editor Roger W. 
Rosendahl, and with Prof. Don 
Wallace, Jr., as Faculty Advisor 
aided by an impressive expert Edi
torial Advisory Board, the law stu
dent staff has produced this first 
issue of a distinguished law review 
covering its specialized area. The 
initial Editor’s Page well defines the 
task of the journal as “shedding 
light on the laws and policies of 
governments and international or
ganizations toward international 
business” mentioning typical prob
lems such as “foreign investment, 
balance of payments, extraterritor
ial application of laws, private in
vestment in development, and mul
titudinous other factors affecting 
the the conduct of such trade and 
commerce”.

Goal of Journal
Artrur Goldberg, former Justice 

of the Supreme Court and later 
Ambassador to the United Nations, 
in the Foreword perceives that the 
goal of the journal “is to apply the 
insights of critical analysis and 
scholarship to one of the most sig
nificant legal and policy questions 
of our time: the respective roles 
of government bodies and private 
business in international economic 
relations.” We may agree with his 
conclusion "that “the relationship 
between government policy and in
ternational business operations had 
become a distinct legal discipline in 
view of its practical consequences 
and intellectual complexity.”

Increasing Attention
Whether regarded as a part of 

international law (especially private 
international law), or as the law of 
international transactions, or a spe
cialized part of commercial law, or 
an important aspect of the law per
taining to government control of 
economic activities, this has be
come a growing and complicated

branch of law which is receiving 
increased attention in the law 
schools, in professional meetings, 
and in legal publications. The 
Journal of World Trade Law has 
commenced publication in England; 
the American Journal of Interna
tional Law has for some years 
carried a section concerned with 
international economic matters; the 
A.B.A. Section of International and 
Comparative Law has successfully 
launched its International Lawyer 
with many pages devoted to this 
field; the American Journal of 
Comparative Law is from time to 
time concerned with it, as are many 
general law reviews; books and 
pamphlets appear frequently; and 
law schools and institutes conduct 
specialized courses and discussion 
meetings for those engaged in or 
entering upon this area of practice. 
But this is not enough. More and 
more lawyers (whether in “private 
practice” or corporate legal depart
ments) have to advise more and 
more clients on problems in this 
area, where the working tools are 
often scattered, the precedents and 
practices uncertain, and the values 
at stake increasingly high. Others 
are making, and carrying out, gov
ernmental economic policies; some 
attorneys serve as employees of 
international organizations con
cerned with international trade and 
investment. Such lawyers working 
in the area, whether experienced 
or neophytes in the field, need this 
type of American journal devoted 
to legal and governmental problems 
of international business.

Journal Successful
The inaugural issue of Law and 

Policy in International Business 
shows success in achieving its goals. 
Four leading articles by experts, a 
section of student notes on legisla
tion and recent decisions, and re
views of pertinent books exemplify 
the usually accepted pattern for 
law reviews. Brief mention of this 
diversified subject-matter will indi
cate concretely what this journal 
will bring to its readers. George
town’s distinguished Professor of 
Law, Stanley D. Metzger (also 
Chairman of the U. S. Tariff Com
mission) leads off with an informa
tive and thoughtful study of “New 
Roles for the U. S. Tariff Commis
sion”. Peter Buck Feller of the 
Office of Tax Legislative Council 
examines the broad area ot counter
vailing duties, border tax adjust
ments, and subsidization. Paul C. 
Warnke, Assistant Secretary of De
fense (International Security Af
fairs) at the time of writing, and his 
assistant James P. Morris, collabo
rate on an interesting account of 
“National Security and Interna
tional Business”, dealing with the 
formation and implementation of 
economic policies. Albert H. Small, 
a senior member of the Economics 
Division of the Tariff Commission 
at the time of writing, contributes 
an article on problems of expand
ing manufactured imports from 
less-developed countries and pro
posals for tariff preferences.

A thorough legislative survey 
covers the work of the 90th Con-

NOTICE
Weekly two hour meetings be

ginning at 3:30 on Friday in Hall 
5 will be conducted by Adjunct 
Professor Dranitzke in an effort to 
familiarize students with pertinent 
draft laws, answer questions, and 
provide individual counselling. This 
program, entitled very appropri
ately “Draft Law”, will be con
ducted on a non-credit basis for the 
remainder of this semester. Dur
ing the second semester it will be 
substituted by a credited and more 
comprehensive program in a semi
nar which will touch on related 
matters such as criminal law, ad
ministrative law, and constitutional 
law.

gress, second session, in the fields 
of international trade and foreign 
assistance, finance, and maritime 
affairs. Student notes on recent 
decisions deal with violation of 
foreign law as a justification for 
failure to produce documents lo
cated abroad, extraterritorial appli
cation of the Securities Exchange 
Act, and exemptions from antitrust 
laws in the export and shipping 
fields. Books reviewed relate to 
taxation of foreign income and 
foreign persons, doing business in 
Japan, and joint ventures in that 
country.

Broad Interest
This listing of the principal sub

ject-matter dealt with in the first 
issue should indicate the type of 
problem which the journal will 
treat, the varied range of interests, 
and the practical utility of its ap
proach. Although written by law
yers for lawyers, it should also be 
of interest and use to persons con
cerned with international business 
from the standpoints of the econo
mist, business administration spe
cialist, and active business man. 
This new publication will be of 
great value in bringing material 
together conveniently and making 
it available for the various groups 
who need it in their work. We 
may hope that it also stimulates and 
encourages more research and writ
ing in these fields through affording 
a vehicle for publication of studies 
which might otherwise appear “too 
specialized” to prove attractive to 
the ordinary law reviews or eco
nomic journals. The first number 
indicates that it will be a worthy 
participant in the tradition already 
established at Georgetown—and in
deed best carried out in our na
tional capital—of bringing together 
the contributions which can be 
made by the law professor and law 
student, their colleagues in other 
parts of the University, the prac
ticing attorney, and the Govern
ment official, all concerned in their 
respective roles with law and policy 
in international economic relations.

LETTERS
Continued from Page 2 

tion, and apologizing because only 
2% of all GULC students, and no 
faculty, were interested enough to 
show up.

Apathy has again overtaken ac
tivism, and even interest, at GULC. 
The situation is, to say the least, 
disgusting.

Sincerely,
A. Michael Knapp, ’70

Continued next Column

by Derek Hodge
I have always thought that the 

process of changing one’s name was 
fairly simple and that the change 
was customarily granted as a mat
ter of right, absent any inferences 
of fraud. As a consequence I was 
rather surprised when 1 turned to 
In re Middleton, a case in the Civil 
Court of the City of New York, 
10-6-69. It seems that Robert Lee 
Middleton was teaching African 
culture and decided to change his 
slave name to Kikuga Nairobi 
Kikugus. His application was de
nied, the court claiming that it 
“ (was) duty-bound to prevent any 
startling events as a result of the 
change of name and to discover 
any attempt at fraud, duplicity or 
chicanery as a result of a change of 
name.” The “fraud” the court 
thought it had discovered was that 
“petitioner’s stated purpose for 
changing his name will tend to mis
lead those he would like to instruct 
as to the attitudes and behavior of 
the African people.”

Reasonable Objection?
The New York statutes, however, 

merely provide that residents may 
change their names and that the 
application should be granted if 
there is no reasonable objection to 
the change. It would seem that the 
“reasonable objection” which the 
courts would be concerned with

Dear Sir:
Last week, October 21, four 

members of the Student Bar Asso
ciation nearly walked out of a 
meeting. We were two of those 
members. The controversy arose 
out of a resolution proposed to op
pose the Haynsworth nomination. 
The House of Delegates was being 
asked to state that the entire stu
dent body was against the nomina
tion.

Despite the seriousness of the 
stand, the Executive Board began 
to cut off debate, and this rather 
unusual variant left us no alterna
tive but to deny the majority a 
quorum. We stayed to continue 
debate—hopefully to convince at 
least some of the group that the 
House of Delegates had no func
tion taking such a stand on a na
tional issue in the name of the 
school—which, despite protests to 
the contrary will be the effect of 
such a resolution. We lost that 
debate.

We feel that the House of Dele
gates abuses its discretion in voting 
money for causes unconnected with 
the Law Center, and in assuming 
positions on larger issues without 
allowing delegates a chance to poll 
their constituents.

Also, we feel that the "radical” 
majority should not railroad the 
liberal minority. Insensitive ma
jorities are common today, how
ever.

And we are all nauseated by the 
Haynsworth nomination. As indi
viduals.

Maryann Conway, ’71 
Robert Knisely, *72

would arise only in the case of 
someone trying to avoid his legal 
obligations—but they go further.

Name Despoiled
In Application of Green, 283 

N.Y.S. 2d 242, 245, 1967, peti
tioner had adopted the Islamic 
faith and wanted to avoid the con
fusion of two names. His Muslim 
name was Merwon Abdul Salaam. 
The court denied his application 
however, on patriotic grounds. 
“Green is a name that possesses an 
American echo in politics, govern
ment. . . . The blood spilled by the 
great American patriots should not 
be despoiled by strange and foreign 
adaptions.” The court waxed elo
quently that his birthright “has suf
ficient bouyancy to float upon the 
sea of time and in years to come 
the petitioner may hopefully add 
luster to the name of Green.”

Becloud Americanism
Application of Jama, 272 N.Y.S. 

2d 677, 678 (1966), denied the ap
plication for essentially the same 
reasons. Robert Paul Jama, of 
German descent, decided to sub
stitute the name Von for Paul, but 
the court was “not persuaded that 
no ulterior motive (was) lurking 
in the background, for the peti
tioner to disavow his parental heri
tage and attempt to becloud his 
Americanism.”

Notice
Richard A. Gordon, Professor of 

Law at GULC, was recently re
elected a vice-president of the 
Faculty Senate of Georgetown Uni
versity. A graduate of both the 
University’s college and law school, 
Gordon said that he was happy to 
be able to continue to serve the 
school in this position, and he 
characterized his re-election as in
dicating a fairly conservative trend 
among the faculty.

The Senate was organized two 
years ago and its sixty members are 
elected by all faculty members in 
the entire University. The Senate 
itself then elects its president and 
vice-presidents. Since its inception, 
the body has organized a number of 
task-force' studies to examine vari
ous reforms in faculty-administra
tion relations.

HANK’S BAR
Continued from Page 2
Without throwing objectivity to 

to the winds by taking sides with 
either the strict or loose construc
tionists of the legitimate S.B.A. 
scope, this reporter feels that if a 
body which represents and is itself 
composed of future members of the 
legal profession docs not consider 
the ethics of the highest court of 
the land to be within the realm of 
its legitimate interest and com
ment, then whose concern should 
this matter be?

The question now becomes 
whether the Student Bar Associa
tion should restrict itself to George
town Law Center per se, or 
whether the S.B.A. as an organ of 
G.U.L.C. should assume a mean
ingful position in the national and 
world-wide legal community.
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Panel Discusses 
Buyer Protection

by John T. Peak
On Wednesday, October 22, 

1969, in John Carroll Auditorium, 
Delta Theta Phi Fraternity spon
sored a discussion of problems fac
ing consumers and possible solu
tions. Panelists included: Mr. 
Lynn Sutcliffe, Assistant Counsel, 
Senate Committee on Commerce; 
Mr. Theodore Jacobs, Chief of 
Legal Analysis, National Commis
sion on Product Safety; Mr. Mor
ton Mintz, Washington Post re
porter and expert on the Food and 
Drug Administration; Associate 
Professor Joseph A. Page, who 
teaches a seminar on Lawyering in 
the Public Interest.

TEAM
“A” League 

WON LOST TIED
Sgt. Peppers 4 0 0
A.D.’s 3 1 0
Cannabis Factor 2 1 0
Barristers III 1 1 1
The Herd 1 2 1
Ziegler’s Follies 0 3 0

TEAM
“B” League 

WON LOST TIED
E. St. Warehouse 3 0 0
Raiders 3 0 0
B.Y.O. 3 I 0
Head Shop 1 3 0
Law Weaklies 0 3 0
The Hulk 0 3 0

INTRAMURALS

Mr. Sutcliffe started the discus
sion by enumerating four basic con
sumer rights espoused by the late 
President Kennedy in March 1962. 
In recent years, it has been neces
sary to foster the right to safety 
and the right to information 
through legislation in such areas, 
for example, as motor vehicles, 
flammable fabrics, packaging and 
labelling. On the other hand, the 
right of choice and the right to be 
heard depends a great deal on pub
lic initiative. As a result, Mr. Sut
cliffe concluded the next decade 
would sec these four rights insti
tutionalized into some type of Fed
eral Government program.

Pill Safety in Question
As an FDA expert, Mr. Mintz 

discussed the “pill” in terms of the 
right to safety and to information. 
The product was pronounced safe 
and was placed on the market by 
the FDA in 1960 after it was tested 
on 132 women; to date, it has been 
used by some 8V2 million women 
in this country alone. Mr. Mintz 
does not feel there has been suf
ficient testing to say definitively 
that the pill does not lead to con- 
cer in later life.

In order fo deal with consumer 
problems, Congress created a Na
tional Commission on Product 
Safety in November 1967. Accord
ing to Mr. Jacobs, its purpose is 
to find out what consumer products 
arc hazardous and what industry 
is doing to prevent these hazards. 
While the Commission’s report will 
not be released until June 1970, 
Mr. Jacobs feels that industry can
not do the job alone. Federal pres
ence in the area is necessary, al
though its exact form has yet to be 
determined.

Page Questions Panelists
Professor Page then posed 

several questions to the other panel
ists. What could private citizens 
do? Their best chance rests in 
proposed bills in Congress to allow 
class actions against manufacturers 
of hazardous products. Would 
total product safety eliminate free
dom of choice in buying? Safety 
is a relative term; industry can al
ways improve its products with
out eliminating competition.

Concluding, the panel felt that 
the ‘60’s had been the decade of 
consumer awareness and the '70’s 
would be the decade of consumer 
institutions.

Title Race Thickens
by John E. Ewe

GULC gridiron action has been 
limited during the past two weeks 
due to a number of forfeits and 
“byes”. In what may have been the 
most important game of the season 
so far, the A.D.’s overcame penal
ties which nullified two touchdowns 
and scotched the previously unde
feated Cannabis Factor team by a 
score of 13-0. Roger Sindelar 
threw two touchdown passes in the 
last three minutes to pull off the up
set and keep the A.D.’s title hopes 
alive. Cannabis Factor lost both 
the game and its leading ground- 
gainer, Dick Gregorie—out for the 
season with a shoulder separation.

E. St. Warehouse Dominates
The Law Weaklies have con

tinued to take it on the chin. They 
were destroyed by the league-lead
ing E St. Warehouse 46-0, even 
though the victor’s quarterback did 
not show up for the game. Sub
quarterback Mitch Wald filled in, 
throwing strikes to Bob Bradley 
and Rod Ficker. The Weaklies, 
however, roared back the follow
ing week—to suffer a 47-0 defeat 
at the hands of the B.Y.O.’s. Mean
while, the Raiders heat the Hulk 
and the Head Shop, and continue 
to press the Ei St. Warehouse for 
the number one spot. A late season 
showdown between the two teams is 
now imminent.

Sgt. Peppers Undefeated
In the rugged “A" league the 

Barristers III were lucky to pull 
out a 6-6 tie with the Herd. To

Canned Briefs
by D’Ana Johnson

LSCRRC is inviting students to 
attend an address on October 29 
on Legal Observation for the 
November 15 March. Phillip 
Hirschkop will speak at 11:30 
in John Carroll.
Also on the 29th the club mem
bers will raise the issues of the 
trial of the Chicago Eight and 
the D.C. School Board elections.

BALSA will hold a meeting Thurs
day, October 30 at 4:30 in Hall 
10. All members are expected to 
be present.

DELTA THETA PHI “Hugo Black 
and the Bill of Rights”, the CBS 
news special of last spring will

stay in the title picture the Bar
risters must win the remainder of 
their games and count on some help 
from the Sgt. Peppers. The Sgt. 
Peppers have looked quite impres
sive so far—their stinging offense 
and impregnable defense annihi
lated the luckless Ziegler’s Follies 
53-0. In the first half the defense, 
led by Roger Epstein’s two inter
ception returns, outscored the of
fense 12-9. Then Larry Marzetti 
dropped a 58 yard scoring bomb 
on the first play of the second half 
and the slaughter continued. Blair 
Lee took over the quarter-back spot 
and found Dave Kane and Rod 
Porter open for touchdowns. Frank 
Lacey then took over Blair Lee’s 
position and threw another score, 
adding insult to injury. Meanwhile, 
the Sgt. Peppers’ defense, lulled in
to a lethargic daze by the general 
ineptness of the Ziegler’s Follies 
offense, almost saw their unscored- 
upon status tarnished by a spectacu
lar 78 yard pass play. The Zieg
lers’ quarterback faked a run and 
flipped the ball to his blocking back 
who heaved it as far as he could 
downfield into the waiting arms 
of Paul Ziegler. Ziegler was pulled 
down on the five yard line. The 
team rallied and then went on to 
continue its perfect two-year re
cord. The Sgt. Peppers are now the 
only undefeated team in the bru
tal “A” league and have amassed a 
seventeen game winning streak 
over a three-year period. So far 
the bets are good this year that 
the team can’t be stopped.

be presented Wed., October 29 
at 11:45 in John Carroll.
The Deltas have also planned a 
tentative “Delta Theta Phi Night 
At The Races”. Keep an eye on 
the Delta bulletin boards for 
news of this event. 

GEORGETOWN PATENT LAW 
SOCIETY is having a luncheon 
at the Holiday Inn on Jeff Davis 
Highway on October 28 at 11:30 
a.m. Persons interested in tickets 
are asked to contact Jim Rich 
393-7755.

ABOUT TOWN
SHOREHAM Anthony Newley 

will be featured in the Blue 
Room until November 1. He 
will do two shows nightly—9:00 
and 11:30. If you can get 
tickets, he’s well worth your time.

Internat’l Law Panel Today
At 12 noon today in Hall 7 the 

International Law Society and the 
Institute for International and 
Foreign Trade Law will present a 
panel of distinguished international 
lawyers. The panel moderator will 
be Professor Stanley Metzger who 
was formerly the Chairman of the 
United States Tariff Commission 
and Assistant Legal Advisor for 
Economic Affairs at the Depart
ment of State.

Also speaking are John R. Stev
enson, Legal Advisor at the De
partment of State and formerly a 
partner with Sullivan and Crom
well, New York City; Walter Ster
ling Surrey, a partner in Surrey, 
Kurasik, Greene, and Hill and 
Adjunct Professor at the Fletcher

School of Law and Diplomacy, 
formerly Assistant Legal Advisor 
for Economic Affairs, Department 
of State; and Elting Arnold, General 
Counsel for the Inter-American De
velopment Bank, formerly Assist
ant General Counsel for Interna
tional Finance at the Treasury De
partment, and Acting Director of 
Foreign Assets Control, Treasury 
Department.

The discussion will include such 
topics as opportunities for a career 
in international law, personal and 
academic qualifications for such a 
career, and possibilities for careers 
overlapping the public and private 
sectors in international law. All 
students and faculty are invited to 
attend.

McCa r t h y
Continued from Page 1

that in these occasional instances, 
the specialty of the individual 
teacher is not the primary factor. 
The prevailing consideration in this 
case is the need of the academic 
curriculum. However, Dean Mc
Carthy said that it is conceivable 
that the interest of the new profes
sor and the school’s needs might 
very well coincide. Moreover, it 
would appear that these “new” pro
fessors are confined almost exclu
sively to advanced areas of study 
since GULC has a general policy 
of not assigning teachers of this 
third category to the basic courses. 
In addition, McCarthy feels that the 
Law Center should restrict the de
mands made on the novice profes
sor by allowing him to devote his

full attention to one special area of 
the law in order to firmly establish 
his teaching experience. The excep
tion to this rule is Professor Alan 
Scheflin, who, because of his in
terest in merging the fields of con
tracts and torts into the realm of 
civil obligations, is teaching first 
year courses in both of the above 
areas.

Guidelines Flexible
Dean McCarthy indicated that 

these categorically defined consider
ations are not rigid. They are 
rather to be viewed as flexible 
guidelines which allow for the 
teacher’s growing experience in 
legal education and the changing 
interest of the Individual professor. 
This flexibility, McCarthy pointed 
out, is exemplified by Professor 
Eugene Noonan’s shift from prop
erty to criminal law.

UNION HARDWARE
709-711 D STREET, N.W. 

-DECORATOR CENTER-

Largesf Collection of Decorator Hardware 
on the East Coast

See for Yourself

393-9602 ALEX. POULOS

(^oune \3 l^estaurant 

Your Favorite Cocktails and Fine Food

Only 2 Blocks from the Law Center

637 F STREET, N.W.
(Directly Opposite Hecht Co.)
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