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Redirection of Correctional Methods
Harold M. Boslow, a native o f New York City, received his 

medical degree from the University o f Virginia and is currently the 
Director o f the Patuxent Institution for the treatment o f Sociopaths 
in Jessup, Maryland. He is an Assistant Clinical Professor o f 
Psycluatry at the University o f Maryland and an ad-hoc Consultant 
to the White House on the subject o f anti-social behavior.

The Law Weekly has asked Dr. Boslow to comment on the 
various correctional methods applied to, and recommended for, 
today's criminal offenders.

The problem of the individual who does not conform to 
the regulations of his society has been with us throughout 
history. Today, it is recognized as one of our major social

problems and, in most societies, accounts for major 
portions of operating budgets of government. In the 
United States, the cry for law and order is heard 
throughout the land and both President Nixon and former 
President Johnson admitted the problem to be of key 
importance and concern to their administrations. 
Attempted solutions to the problem have been haphazard 
and inconsistent and notably unsuccessful. More laws have 
been written, some more punitive and increasing penalties 
for offenders and some more lenient, decreasing penalties 
for offenders. The populace cries for longer periods of 
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“Peacenik” Signatures 
Given to White House

by Tom Latham

Speaking at a peace rally in 
LaFayette Park, Ernest Gruening 
c h a r g e d  t h e  N i x o n  
Administration with violating, in 
spirit, the First Amendment to 
the Constitution. He made his 
charge during a demonstration 
which culminated when an 
estimated half-million signed 
“peace cards” ,which had been 
collected recently by several 
peace groups, were deposited 
with the guards at the West gate 
of the White House. Leaders of 
the demonstration had requested 
earlier that President Nixon 
receive the “peace cards” 
personally  or appo in t a 
representative for that purpose. 
Evidently the President’s refusal 
to meet this request was the 
occasion of Gruening’s charge. 
“The right of the people to 
petition their government for a 
redress of grievances involves not

only the right of the people to 
present the petition but also the 
duty of the government to 
receive it,” Gruening stated. 
During his remarks to about 300 
people representing a variety of 
peace groups, Gruening also 
suggested th a t the term 
“ military-industrial complex” 
s h o u ld  be am ended to  
‘ ‘ m i l i t a r y - i n d u s t r i a l -  
union-C ongress co m p lex ,” 
thereby including those other 
parts of the establishment 
p erp e tu a tin g  the War in 
Vietnam. After listening to 
Gruening and several other 
speakers at the rally, the 
assem bled  group crossed 
Pennsylvania Avenue to the 
sidewalk in front of the White 
House, and marched in the snow 
and freezing weather to the West 
Gate, where the “ peace cards” 
were deposited. Strangely, the 
White House had not invited the 
press to be present to watch the 
President open his morning mail.

Former Senator Ernest Gruening Addresses Peace Rally

Anti-Crime Legislation 
Alters Law Structure

February 25, 1970

CDU "Escorts" Three Protesters from the Watergate.
Photo Courtesy of H A T C H E T  
Georqe Washington University

CDU ‘Gets Tough’ 
At Protest March

by Lucius Rivers

The Latin Scholars among us 
will inform you that omnibus 
means for all, and Congress’ new 
anti-crime package, the omnibus 
c r im e  b ill, a ttem p ts  to 
reorganize and streamline 
everything. It does indeed come 
close. Tersely entitled “A bill to 
Reorganize the Courts of the 
District of Columbia, and for 
Other Purposes,” it is composed 
of no less than 18 specific bills 
which will perhaps improve, 
perhaps impair, crime fighting in 
D.C. Certainly it will change it.

Most d iscussion centers 
around the most controversial 
aspects of the bill: provisions for 
wiretapping, entrance without' 
knocking, and pretrial detention. 
And yet these are a small part of 
the overall package. What will 
the bill actually accomplish?

Part I

In interviewing Mr. Hayden 
Garber, Chief Counsel of the 
House District Committee, it 
appeared to this reporter that 
paramount in the eyes of most 
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NOTICE

The University Committee 
on the Study of ROTC will 
be conducting a poll at the 
Law Center on Thursday, 
February 26, to determine 
student sentiment regarding 
the presence of ROTC on 
campus and the merits of the 
present program. All GULC 
s tu d en ts  are invited to 
participate in the balloting.

S. B. A. Outlines 
New Recruitment

By Barry Mayefsky

John Kolojeski, Student Bar 
A s s o c i a t i o n  P r e s i d e n t ,  
announced  last week an 
ex tension  o f The GULC 
R ecru itm en t Program. The 
extension’s dual purpose is to 
both attract and gain admission 
for the students who have 
constantly been a minority in 
law centers across the country, 
namely women, blacks, and 
student activists. This program 
was discussed and outlined by 
the Student Bar Association’s 
House of Delegates at their last 
meeting at which the budget for 
the plan was overwhelmingly 
endorsed.

Mr. Kolojeski, in explaining 
this new course of action, said 
“The purpose of this program is 
to reach a certain type of college 
student that has been ignored, 
for various reasons, by GULC in 
the past.” Mr. Kolojeski also 
explained his concern that 
certain very influential members 
of the admission’s committee see 
either no urgent need to recruit 
students in these minorities or 
look with disfavor on admitting 
more of these minorities into the 
GULC community.

Six Locations

The approved budget is 
broken  in to  six separate 
categories according to location. 
The first grouping is the New 
Jersey and New York City area. 
The colleges in this group range 
from Princeton to Stony Brook 
and the cost is approximately 
two hundred thirty-four dollars. 
The second area includes the 
schools located in Upstate New 
York taking in Cornell, Vassar 
and Syracuse. The budget for 
t h i s  s e c o n d  g ro u p  is 
approximately two hundred 
sixty-seven dollars. The next 
group of schools is in the Boston 
area ranging from Harvard and 
M .I.T ., to  R adcliffe and 
Wellesley. The cost of this part 
of the program is estimated at 
two hundred  eighty-seven 

(Continued on page 7)

T h e  f o l l o w i n g  is  a 
commentary by LAW WEEKLY 
reporter Raphael Perl who 
became personally involved in 
the TDA activities at the 
“ Watergate" on Thursday, 
February 20.

Last Thursday afternoon, The 
Day After, approximately one 
thousand area students gathered 
at the G.W. campus, for a march 
on the Watergate apartment 
complex, home of some of the 
m ost influential people in 
Washington. The students rallied 
under the name the “People’s 
Conspiracy” and they gathered 
to announce to the “ ruling 
class” the people’s verdict in the 
Chicago conspiracy trial. The 
forces of law and order were also 
present. More than 600 were on 
the scene, arrayed in full battle 
dress -  crash helmets, face 
sh ie lds, tear gas, clubs, 
handcuffs, and paratroop kick 
boots. It was evident that the 
police expected trouble.

"... another My Lai"

One girl, upon seeing law and 
order so personified, remarked, 
“I’m glad they only have clubs. 
If it were otherwise, this could 
turn out to be another My Lai.” 
The result was a small scale 
repetition of Chicago, almost 
150 arrests, and in the eyes of 
svine beholders, another police 
riot.

It all happened very quickly.
A few students from the dorms 
hurled various objects at the 
police and BANG!!! Several tear 
gas cannistcrs were fired into the 
crowd of assembled students. 
More objects were thrown as the 
protesters dispersed and headed 
for the Watergate complex, 
flanked by police. The students 
were allowed to proceed from 
the campus down F street to 
Virginia Avenue where they 
were ambushed by a human wall 
of law officers with drawn clubs. 
Someone, probably a policeman, 
yelled on a bullhorn that this 
was an illegal demonstration and 
that we should disperse. But the 
police had chosen the ambush 
site and the demonstrators were 
literally boxed in. Some of the 
students tried to disperse but 
found that it wasn’t so easy in a 
large crowd walled in by 
buildings and police. Within 
seconds, hardly more than 10, 
the police charged the crowd 
an d  b e g a n  bea ting  the 
demonstrators, many of whom 
wanted to run but couldn’t. The 
crowd reacted and obscenities 
were exchanged for blows. A 
free-for-all ensued.

Obscenities v. Cold Steel

I felt like yelling “Hey, I ’m 
just a spectator, writing this up 
for the LAW WEEKLY.” But
only the obscenities seemed to%

(Continued on page 8)
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id est. . .
G. Harrold Carswell

Those who oppose the nomination of Judge Carswell are 
bucking two American traditions as ingrained in this 
country as John Wayne and Bob Hope.

The first tradition involves what Attorney General 
Mitchell calls “Presidential prerogatives.” The proponents 
of Judge Carswell can point to a long history of evasion of 
responsibility by the Senate by its mindless acceptance of 
Presidential nominees.

The rejection of Judge Haynsworth, it is argued, should 
only be regarded as an uncalled for aberration whose 
foundation in any event does not exist in the present 
situation.

Limited Rule?

Thus the proponents of Judge Carswell contend that 
the Senate role in advising and consenting to Presidential 
nominations is at the most, one of assuring the financial 
responsibility of the prospective nominee. The Senators, 
whose beliefs that individuals, whatever their skin color, 
do have certain essential rights are now told that they must 
vote for a man of apparently opposite views, because to 
dissent would usurp the President’s traditional role or 
involve the Supreme Court in soiling politics.

The President is regarded as having this special 
prerogative to annoit a Justice theoretically because he is 
elected by all of the people. Forgetting for the moment 
the 12th amendment, each Senator should ask himself 
whether any man should be placed in a position of the 
utmost importance in our society without a thorough 
inspection of his qualifications.

The criteria for this inspection should not be a negative 
one - He’s all right boys, he hasn’t been involved in any 
swindles that we’ve heard of. In voting to confirm a person 
to a seat which will help determine the direction of one’s 
country a Senator should be free, no he should be 
directed, to view that man with regard to his conception of 
the U.S., its necessary directions and philosophical 
underpinnings. The President nominates a justice using 
such criteria - Why should individual Senators be forced in 
this one area to accept the President’s vision of America.

Natty Politics

Because it is said that to allow the Senators to challenge 
the President’s vision in this area will throw the highest 
court in the land into nasty politics. (Mr. Thurmond 
forgets that the initial challenge to Fortas was a 
philosophical one. “Mallory,” Thurmond screamed at 
Fortas, “I want that word to ring in your ears.” ) It is all 
right perhaps if the Senate opposes the President on ABM 
because this is a political matter. But the Supreme Court, 
the interpreter of the document that provides the basis for 
concensus politics, is to be for this one brief moment 
immune from the conflict of immune values.

But a conflict of human values is certainly present in 
the nomination of Judge Carswell. President Nixon’s 
insistence on a “strict constructionalist” would only be 
satisfactory if the item to be interpreted were a geometric 
equation and not as Chief Justice Marshall reminded us, a 
Constitution.

Destroy a Shield

Since the Constitution, has, until recently provided a 
shield for the ingrained tradition of racism in the United 
States its continued interpretation will determine whether 
this shield will finally disappear or be drawn once again 
around the bigots of this country. In his role as Senator 
each individual should take the opportunity presented by 
the Carswell nomination to dispense with irrationality and 
not follow the easy road of irresponsibility provided by 
the traditions of Presidential prerogatives and American 
racism.
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NOW -  D A Y  C O U R SES  TOO!
Opening Classes—

D.C. Bar Courses - March 19, June 4, June 13 

Md. Bar Course - March 19 
Va. Bar Course * March 9, April 6 

G.U.L.C. Representative: Mike Knapp—927-9298

Georgetown Law Weekly
%

s7 A ../• „

/ B(\G 0'
/  'S o u t h e r n  ' 
A tfflOST JUD3E.S

A ll guaranteed 
/?ISKT-WlN 6 

Curves
i

“ I can throw these 'Bigot Balls' all day , and the longer you wait, the worse they get.

Letters To The 
Editor

Dear Sir:
It would be noted that (then) 

Representative Gurney was the 
Congressman who proposed and 
pushed through an amendment 
to a Civil Service pay raise bill 
which would have denied that 
pay raise to the employees of 
the Office of Economic 
Opportunity.

The amendment was pushed 
through an almost empty House 
during a World Series game....

Senator Gurney was certainly 
an excellent choice to explain 
and propound the views and 
record of Mr. Carswell. The Law 
Weekly is to be commended.

by Henry John Plog, Jr.

February 17, 1970 will
undoubtedly go down in the 
annals of the Student Bar 
Association as the occasion of 
John Kolojeski’s most skillful 
po litica l maneuver -  the 
gathering of a quorum for the 
first time in about two months. 
All kidding aside, the S.B.A. 
held its first meeting of the new 
semester last Tuesday night and 
more than made up for lost 
t im e . I t s  th r e e  h o u r  
extravaganza ranged from such 
“ lo c a l” G.U.L.C. items as 
summer school grade conversion 
and the date of the S.B.A. 
elections to issues of a more 
general import to the legal 
community such as Hirschkop’s 
contempt sentence and the 
Carswell nomination. Other 
significant topics discussed were 
disaffiliation of the S.B.A. with 
the Law Student Division of the 
American Bar Association, the

From The

by Roger Sindelar

The 3rd Circuit in Butcher v. 
Selective Service System Local 
Board No. 2, decided 1/2/70, 
ruled that a 1-A delinquency 
reclassification of selective 
service registrant who turned in 
their draft cards is punitive 
action that violates the Fifth and 
Sixth Amendments. The court 
ruled that such action by the 
agency is unconstitutional 
because it in flicts severe 
punishment without due process 
of law and without the 
safeguards which must attend a 
criminal prosecution under the 
5th and 6th Amendment.

D efen d an t in U.S. v. 
Bornemann, 1/5/70, complying 
w ith the selective service 
regulations notified his local 
board of the fact that he had 
become a conscientious objector

Student to Student Scholarship 
Fund, a new recruitment 
program, Law Day 1970, and 
the temporary funding of the 
newly formed Georgetown Black 
A m e r ic a n  Law S tuden ts 
Association (BALSA).

Recruitment Program

Perhaps the single most 
important action taken by the 
House of Delegates last Tuesday 
night was its approval of a new 
recru itm en t program  (see 
accompanying story) which will 
expend some $2000 in an 
attempt to attract more women, 
B lacks, and “ radicals” to

Bench
within the 10 days allowed after 
such a fact had occurred. The 
Selective Service Appeal Board 
can deny an application for 
conscientious objector status on 
the ground that the applicant is 
not sincere in his belief. The 
Board inferred insincerity from 
registrant’s failure to bring his 
conscientious objections to 
military service to the attention 
of his local board prior to the 
I-A reclassification. The 2nd 
Circuit reversed the Appeal 
Board stating: “ In our view it 
would be improper to penalize 
him for failure to act with 
greater dispatch than the 
regulations demand.

Sincerity of Objection

A district court has also had a 
chance to recently rule on the 
fact of sincerity or the lack of it 
in claiming a conscientious 
objection. The U.S. District 
Court of Eastern Virginia in 
Ross v. McLaughlin, 1/23/70, 
found that the fact that a soldier 
presented conscientious objector 
claim th ree  months after 
assignment to Vietnam is not, 
w ithou t m ore, proof of 
insincerity of belief. The court 
re p o r te d :“ ... Admittedly the 
prospect of Vietnam intensified, 
as he put, ‘the vast disparity 
between my role as a soldier and 
my deep responsibility as a part 
o f h u m a n i t y . ’ W ithout 
something more, there could not 
be ignored petitioners own 
statement that those orders in 
themselves were to him no 
different than any other orders. 
Indeed there is no longer any 
doubt that the mere fact that 
the prospect of combat duty in 
Vietnam may have acted as a 
c a ta l y s t  and may have 
affirmatively been the stimulus 
for the submission of a request 
for discharge, is not, standing 
alone, sufficient to represent a 
basis in fact to reach the 
conclusion made in this case.”

G.U.L.C. from over fifty colleges 
and universities in the New 
York-New Jersey , Boston, 
Detroit-Chicago, Massachusetts- 
Connecticut-Rhode Island, and 
San Francisco areas. Several of 
the delegates pointed out the 
policy significance of this new 
recruiting program and went so 
far as to express concern over 
the possibility of the Admissions 
C o m m itte e  v itia ting  the 
p rogram ’s effectiveness by 
simply ignoring the applications 
it elicits as well as most 
applications from the types of 
students which the program is

(Continued on page 5)

Sincerely, 

Robert Knisely

H A N K 'S  BAR

Finally...
A Quorum

With the Supreme Court in a 
month long recess, this column 
turns to the lower federal courts 
for a look at what is 
“ happening” there.

In the area of selective service 
law two interesting decisions 
have been handed down by two 
separate circuit courts of 
appeals.

Punitive Reclassification
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Nix Government
by Kenneth F. Carobus

The students of George 
Washington University have 
voted to abolish the student 
governm ent. The studen t 
assem bly p re s id en t, Neil 
Portnow, convinced the students 
that the assembly served no real 
purpose and was an obstacle to 
active participation in the 
university.

He c o n t i n u e d  “ while 
eliminating what on the surface 
m i g h t  s ee m to  be a 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  s t u d e n t  
government we're clearing the 
way for a more effective 
structure.”

To replace the present system 
Mr. Portnow plans to create 

'  councils of both students and 
facul ty at each of the 
university’s schools. "The reason 
that we’re going back to the 
schools is that we’ve taken a 
look at the faculty structure and 
we realize that's where the 
power lies.”

M r . Portnow  and his 
associates are also working 
tow ard an “ all university 
assembly” of students, faculty 
members, and administrators.

Amintaphil
Assembly

By J.J. Niedermeier

R u t g e r s  University in 
Newark, New Jersey was the 
scene three weeks ago of the 
Second Plenary Meeting of 
Amintaphi l ,  the American 
Section of the International 
Association for Philosophy of 
Law and Social Philosophy.

G ULC 's Hanley and 
Crabb Attend

One of the co-sponsors of the 
Meeting was the Law Center’s 
Institute of Law, Human Rights, 
and Social Values. Rev. Dexter 
L. Hanley, S.J. and Prof. John 
H. Crabb of the Law Center 
faculty were participants.

The Association is composed 
of legal philosophers and law 
professors interested in the 
philosophical framework of legal 
structures as applied in society. 
Some forty professors from all 
parts of the country were in 
attendance.

Topic: Human Rights

The general topic for the 
Meeting was Human Rights. This 
w as d i v i ded  into three 
s u b - t o p i c s :  D e f i n i t i o n ,
Justification, and Identification 
of Human Rights; Relation of 
Human Rights and Legal Rights; 
and, Human Rights in the Light 
of Contemporary Conditions 
and Problems. This last sub-topic 
was given a special urgency by 
the Newark air as it slowly 
seeped under the doors.

The meeting was marked by 
lively, stimulating discussion of 
the numerous principal and 
r e s p o n d i n g  p a p e r s .  An 
interesting point that seemed to 
surface near the end of debate 
was the distinction between 
group rights and individual 
rights. This led to a brief 
discussion about the rationale of 
class actions.

TRIVIA
of the Week

Who is Turhan Bay?
See page 6 for correct answer.

incarceration and, at the same time, condemns the system 
for not granting more conditional release in less time. They 
cry for increased size of police departments and increased 
police power and then criticize police for brutality. On one 
thing most people agree, our correctional systems have 
been failures. As evidence for this, one only has to check 
on reported recidivism rates, variously reported as 60% to 
80% recidivism.

Re-exam ine V iew  of O ffender

Our experience and failure urges us to re-examine our 
view of the offender. Historically, with few exceptions, 
offenders have been looked upon as normal human beings 
who willfully, deliberately chose to violate societal laws. 
We only exclude from responsibility those who are judged 
to be so mentally ill or mentally deficient that they are not 
aware of their behavior or its consequences. In essence, 
offenders are placed into one of two classifications, 
responsible or not legally responsible. The individual is 
considered sick or healthy. All legally responsible 
offenders are considered “normal” individuals. As 
“normal” individuals, the basic variation in their 
“treatment” is length of sentence which is varied according 
to a society’s view of how unacceptable the criminal act is 
to them. Sentences are usually of fixed duration related to 
severity of crime rather than to a realistic appraisal of the 
individual as an individual and the time potentially 
necessary to rehabilitate him.

Rehab ilitation ?

What do we do to rehabilitate offenders? Since we 
assume that they are all normal individuals who willfully 
chose to be disobedient, they are turned over to the 
control of other human beings for handling. At most levels 
of our criminal justice system, except for lawyers and 
judges, the basic requirement is to be “normal” and of 
“reasonable” intelligence. The latter is, in effect, felt to be 
necessary essentially to understand the requirements of the 
legal code rather than to understand human behavior. 
Requirements for lawyers and judges essentially follow this 
same philosophy, their advanced training is the finer 
nuances of legal codes with little, if any, training in 
understanding human beings or what motivates their 
behavior. True, judges have some discretion in regard to 
length of supervision or even over supervision while in 
society versus supervision in confinement. Here they can 
adjust time on supervision to extenuating circumstances. 
However, here too, length of supervision is usually 
determined by age of offender, prior record of offender, or 
responsible other people who may be able to control the 
behavior of the offender. The emotional maturity or 
condition of the offender often is not a factor in the 
decision making process.

If the individual is incarcerated, the philosophy of all 
criminals are “normal” willful individuals again comes into 
play. Rehabilitation during confinement is again turned 
over to individuals whose requirement for their position is 
that they be normal and of reasonable intelligence. Their 
primary responsibility is to see that the offender remains 
in confinement for the prescribed period. True, we will 
make educational instructors and vocational instructors 
available so that the inmate can improve his educational 
level or, if fortunate, learn a marketable vocational skill. 
These two efforts at improvement of the offender assume 
that lack of education or vocational skill “caused” the 
offender to commit the crime or will assist him when he 
leaves. This carries with it the assumption that most 
criminal behavior is indulged in for need for money -  an 
assumption that correctional workers know to be 
essentially invalid. Crimes of person, sex offenses, are also 
assumed to be due to deliberate, willful ignoring of 
personal control. The basic assumption underlying our 
treatment of confined offenders seems to be one of 
creating such a punitive, dehumanizing living situation that 
this will deter the offender from again committing crimes 
so as to avoid this punitive degrading experience. The 
rehabilitative goal seems to be one of “conditioning” a set 
of external controls reinforced by punishment with no real 
involvement, other than resistance, of the offender. 
Severity of the punishing reinforcer is the “treatment” 
variable that is manipulated to try to force the individual 
to accept externally imposed controls. Thus, positive 
rehabilitative goals are thwarted and the offender re-enters 
society with re-inforced attitudes of resentment, hostility 
and anger. To a significant extent, this probably 
contributes to the high recidivism rate.

Inadequate Parol-Officers

Paradoxically, even society seems to question the 
treatment offered by the treating agents since they create a 
paroling authority comp sed of individuals not part of the

correctional system and supply agents to supervise parole 
also not an integral part of the institutional correctional 
system. The parole board, by necessity, has to base its 
decision to grant or not grant parole on factors which are 
really external to the feelings or personality of the 
individual considered. Parole board members frequently do 
not include behavioral specialists. Conditions of parole are 
frequently restrictive, punitive and unrealistic in terms of 
the society the offender is re-entering. The supervising 
agents rarely have training in the behavioral sciences and 
are frequently seen as policemen rather than helping agents 
since their philosophy of supervision seems to be that the 
individual granted parole should be grateful even though 
he has more restrictions than the ordinary citizen. Prime 
concern is for conformity to imposed restrictions rather 
than to aid in adjustment or self-improvement. Frequently, 
the parole agent sets standards for the parolee which are 
contradictory to the standards set by the institutional 
correctional workers. This further complicates the 
rehabilitative process by requiring the offender to display a 
maturity and flexibility which is beyond his capability. 
The offender finds that what were acceptable expressions 
of behavior in the institutional setting are no longer 
acceptable.

'A  C ond ition ing  of D ependency '

The total correctional or rehabilitative system is a 
discrete one rather than a continuous one. It is a 
compartmentalized system wherein the offender is shifted 
from one treating group to another as he moves through 
the system. In each compartment he encounters relatively 
untrained workers who impose on him external goals of 
the power figure. To obtain conformity, negative 
rein forcers of various strengths are employed. Rarely is the 
offender an active participant, positively motivated in this 
questionable rehabilitative system. The total system tends 
to foster dependency on external power figures rather than 
positive personal, emotional growth and development of 
an acceptable, lasting internal control system.

Mental Health M odel

It is undoubtedly apparent that this writer would 
advocate a shift toward a mental health model as a social 
defense system. Our present system only utilizes 
behavioral scientists as consultants at certain points to 
assist in legal decision making (responsible vs. not 
responsible, probation or confinement, etc.). The 
behavioral specialist is rarely used in the treatment process. 
If our goal is to rehabilitate and make every individual an 
acceptable, functioning member of society, punishment 
solely to fit the crime must be modified, or even 
abandoned. The individual offender, not just the crime 
must be evaluated and a treatment prescription and 
program instituted that would best serve the needs of the 
individual as well as society -  the two are most often 
complementary and not antagonistic. Rehabilitation or 
t r e a t m e n t  s houl d  be cont i nuous  and not
compartmentalized. Treating agents should be trained 
behavioral workers or under their supervision. One should 
employ positive reinforcers to positively motivate the 
offender toward personal, emotional growth toward the 
development of an internal control system. The offender 
should be motivated to become an active participant in the 
program rather than a passive or resisting participant. 
Imposed, fixed time limits (fixed sentencing) that have no 
scientific or meaningful basis that set an arbitrary time 
limit within which rehabilitation is to be accomplished 
should be discarded. Their implication is that a 
misdemeanant should take less time to treat than a felon, a 
property offender less time to treat than a physical 
offender with no evaluation of the individual as a 
functioning organism and his current level and potential 
level of functioning. This would be analogous to 
commiting mental patients or even medical patients to 
hospitals and requiring the treating staff to complete 
treatment successfully within a rigid, fixed time limit. This 
writer is obviously in favor of an indeterminate sentencing 
system.

Patuxent Institute a M odel

This writer would like to call attention to the Patuxent 
Institution as a new model for a social defense program. 
The Patuxent Institution, operating under Article 31B of 
the Annotated Code of Maryland, is an autonomous 
agency that is administratively complete. It . is a 
coordi nated,  comprehensive system that includes 
diagnosis, in house treatment, and follow-up through 
out-patient treatment. It has its own governing board, 
advisory board and paroling authority. The latter is called 

(Continued on page 4)
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Correctional Methods-----------------
the Institutional Board of Review. The advisory board, by 
law, is comprised of two psychiatrists, two sociologists, 
two practicing attorneys and representatives of the 
Institution. The psychiatry and sociology departments of 
both major universities in the state (The Johns Hopkins 
University and the University of Maryland) are represented 
on this board. By law, the Institutional Board of Review 
(the paroling authority) consists of seven members. The 
Board of Review includes the Director and three Associate 
Directors of the Institution, two attorneys and a 
sociologist. The latter three members are not members of 
the Institution’s working compliment. The Institutions 
representatives on this board includes two psychiatrists, a 
psychologist, and a penologist. By law, each patient must 
be reviewed by the Board of Review at least once a year 
and progress evaluated. This Board of Review has the 
authority to grant any form of conditional release program 
including weekend leaves, holiday leaves, work-release, live 
in-school out and parole.

The Institution can house up to 600 patients and is 
budgeted for a professional staff of eleven psychiatrists, 
nine psychologists, fourteen social workers, nine academic 
instructors, nine vocational instructors and additional, 
ancillary personnel. All patients are convicted criminals 
referred to the Institution for evaluation by a circuit court 
level judge. Evaluation includes a complete psychiatric 
examination, a complete psychological examination and a 
c o m p l e t e  m e d i c a l  e x a m i n a t i o n  including  
electroencephalogram. When the examinations are 
completed, the patient appears before a diagnostic staff 
and recommendation for or against commitment is made. 
Commitment is on a totally indeterminate basis, no fixed 
minimum or maximum. Conditional release is based on the 
patient’s response to the total treatment program of the 
Institution and progress through the graded tier system 
under which the Institution operates. Rate of progress and 
time in treatment prior to release varies with each patient 
and is in no way bound by his original criminal sentence. 
However, our research has indicated that the average 
length of treatment for those who gained parole was 
approximately four years.

Behavior M od ification

The Patuxent treatment program is a behavior 
modification program utilizing a psychological philosophy. 
The gradcd-tier system is based on learning theory with 
rewards as the basic re-enforcer. The graded tier system is a 
four level system. All patients enter population on the first 
level. Based on evaluation of progress in treatment, the 
patient earns promotions to second, third and fourth level 
housing units or tiers. At each higher level, privileges are 
increased (improved behavior is rewarded) and 
responsibility for behavior is gradually shifted to the 
patient. Rewards include increased time prior to being 
confined for the evening, increased visiting privileges, 
advanced training program, availability of lawn picnics 
with his family, etc. The system not only acts as a 
motivating force for personal improvement through use of 
rewards, but also acts as a yardstick against which the 
patient can measure his own progress. The system is also 
designed to shift emphasis from externally applied controls 
to development o f an inner control system and 
responsibility for personal behavior.

'T reatm ent P rogram '

To assist the patient, the initial diagnostic material, 
supplemented by educational achievement tests are 
utilized to design a personal, total treatment program for 
the offender as he enters population.Tliis total treatment 
program includes psychotherapy, an academic program 
and a vocational training program. Emphasis on any aspect 
of the program shifts to meet the needs and abilities of the 
patient. The treatment system is a continuous one rather 
than a compartmentalized one. That is, promptly after 
diagnostic staffing and entry into general population, the 
patient is assigned randomly to one of four treatment 
units. Each treatment unit is a miniature institution with 
its own second, third and fourth level tiers. Each unit has 
its own professional treatment staff consisting of two 
psychiatrists, two psychologists, two social workers and 
assisting educational and correctional office members. The 
treatment prescription is designed by the six professionals 
and discussed with the patient. The patient is placed in 
psychotherapy with one of the team psychiatrists or 
psychologists and a social worker initiates and continues 
contact with the family. All decisions regarding 
promotions, job changes, treatment changes, readiness for 
conditional release recommendation to the Board of 
Review are made as a group decision o f the six man
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treating team on an equal vote basis. All decisions are team 
rather than individual psychotherapist decisions. As the 
patient progresses through his units graded tier system, 
plans are formulated with the patient toward release goals. 
Where the patient will live, employment, availability and 
quality of family support are all investigated in a 
pre-release planning phase. The Institution has developed 
its own placement service, as part of the social service 
function, to assist the patient in finding suitable 
employment or even a suitable place to live. This includes 
a half-way house operated by the Institution in Baltimore, 
the major city in Maryland. The Institution also operates 
its own out-patient clinic in Baltimore for continued 
treatment of patients placed on a conditional leave 
program. The clinic operates four evenings a week with 
each treatment unit having its own evening at the clinic. 
The clinic staff for the unit is the same staff that operates 
within the Institution. As a condition of release, the 
patient is required to attend the clinic where he continues 
treatment with the same treating staff he worked with 
while within the Institution. During the week, his parole 
agent is the team social worker with whom both he and his 
family have established a positive relationship. The Board 
of Review requires approximately three years of successful 
parole experience before they recommend complete 
discharge. Of course patients are kept on parole for longer 
or shorter periods of time depending on the need for 
supportive supervision. The staff at the clinic will not only 
work with the patient, but will also work with any 
relatives or individuals who are important in the 
rehabilitative process.

'C o n t in u ity  in T reatm ent'

As one can see, the Patuxent program is designed as a 
continuous treatment program with no shifting of 
treatment responsibility to other agencies. It is a program 
based on psychological theory utilizing behavior 
modification techniques within a total treatment program 
prescribed to meet individual needs and abilities in a 
therapeutic climate. All this under the control of 
behavioral specialists with ample opportunity within the 
design for program evaluation, follow-up and research. 
Although designed for a special group of offenders, it is 
adaptable to almost all offenders, juvenile as well as adult. 
The Institution has been operative for about fourteen 
years. Originally, it was predicted that we would be doing 
well if we could “cure” even ten percent of these 
recidivistic, dangerous offenders. Our success rate on 
parole has run at about 60% and the success rate for 
parolees recommended for complete release has run as high 
as 92 to 98%.

' 'S o c ia l Expe rim ent '

In essence, Patuxent is a social experiment bringing 
together psychiatry, psychology, sociology and law in 
dealing with the problem of the offender. All decision 
making is done by trained personnel with research 
opportunity. We do not feel that the Patuxent system is 
“the” social defense model or that our model cannot be 
improved. Through evaluation and research we are 
continuously adding to our model. Our staff maintain 
affiliations with the two major medical schools and 
hospitals in Maryland and are involved with the sociology, 
psychology and psychiatry departments o f most of 
Maryland’s colleges and universities. Thus, we try to stay 
abreast of the latest research and treatment findings and 
incorporate these findings into our own program. Through 
our college and university affiliations our staff encourages 
students to enter the field as well as lecturing to college 
and medical school classes in the area of deviant behavior. 
Research projects with departments from both major 
universities as well as he National Institute of Mental 
Health have been developed and are in progress.

The need for research cannot be over emphasized. A 
distinct need is the development of a standard offender 
nomenclature system similar to the American Psychiatric 
Association Nomenclature System. In this system, 
universal criminal behavior can be identified (as distinct 
from special political offenses) and international research 
into the social, environmental economic conditions leading 
to criminality, behavioral characteristics of offenders, 
demographic characteristics of offenders, treatment 
modalities, necessary conditions for parole success, etc., 
can be done in a meaningful manner.

If we have learned anything in our fifteen years of work 
at Patuxent, we have learned that old myths and thinking 
in working with the offender have to be scientifically 
re-examined. For example, we have learned that 

(Continued on page 5)

Short Stay At 
G.U.L.C. Helpful 
In Business

Tuck Miller

Ed O’Brien always wanted to 
own a bar. Last month he 
realized his ambition; but not 
b e f o r e  encounter ing  the 
numerous financial and legal 
complexities which confront the 
individual entrepreneur. O'Brien, 
who attended the Law Center 
for one year before “deciding” 
to become a high-school teacher, 
nourished his desire to own a bar 
during his prep school days in 
New York and undergraduate 
career at the University of 
Virginia. Last summer, O’Brien, 
and fellow enthusiasts Vinnie 
McCann and second-year student 
Tom Rath, decided to pool their 
legal and business experience 
and start a bar in Washington, 
D.C.

Close Corporation Formed

First, O’Brien had to find 
available premises to lease. A 
check with a real estate agency 
turned up a vacancy near the 
highly" successful Hawk and 
Dove Restaurant, but a more 
financially secure competitor 
prevailed. Then, quite by 
chance, a personal friend told 
him of a church club that was 
looking for something to do 
with its basement. Although the 
Parish Council drove a hard 
bargain, O’Brien emerged with a 
three-year lease with a three-year 
option to renew. In subsequent 
weeks, Ed and Vinnie learned 
the meaning of the expression, 
“ tight money.” Both had to 
borrow  on personal stock, 
getting only sixty percent of its 
market value. Then, with the 
help of a friend in Virginia a 
close corporation, Onslaught 
Enterprises, was formed. Five 
hundred shares of stock were 
sold to friends and relatives in 
order to acquire the cash needed 
for the lease and necessary 
renovation >.

The next task was to create 
an Irish Pub out of a church 
basem ent. While O ’Brien, 
McCann, and Rath did much of 
the work themselves, they had 
to pay plumbers and electricians 
$l l.50 an hour to do the more 
complex jobs. At one point the 
p l u m b e r s  t h r e a t e n e d  a 
m echanics lien, but Rath 
informed them that a lien would 
take ninety days to process and 
s u b s e q u e n t l y  induced a 
compromise. At the same time, 
O’Brien had to find a good cook 
and begin contracting with food, 
liquor, and beer distributors, 
while Rath attempted to cope 
with the District bureaucracy. 
The necessary permits were 
finally obtained, but only after 
much delay and wasted time. 
Rath was very critical of the 
inefficient service and suggested 
that it might serve as the basis 
for a future freshman tort 
project.

Crabb and Gordon 
Receive Praise

On the other hand, both 
O’Brien and Rath were lavish in 
th e ir praise of first-year 
Professors Crabb and Gordon 
who induced their subsequent 
recognition of the elements of a 
verbal contract, the boundaries 
of the Statute of Frauds, and the 
possible liability for customer 
injury; in fact, they concluded 
that their freshman year at the 
Law Center had taught them 
more than they had realized.

Thus it was with a great 
feeling of satisfaction that Ed 
O’Brien opened The Rogue and 
Jar: A Public House at 1814 N 

(Continued on page 5)
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Observation
Procedure

Recently many people have 
been seeking inform ation 
concerninc participation in the 
Police Observation Program. 
Prior to riding, a waiver must be 
filled out in triplicate and on file 
with the Police about one week 
before the first ride may be 
taken. Waivers may be filled out 
a t th e  Criminal  Justice 
Association office on the third 
floor of the Criminal Law 
Institute at 419 6th Street. 
Students may then sign up for 
rides on the bulletin board 
outside the library, keeping in 
mind that they must sign up no 
later than five days in advance. 
The red tape at the police 
department takes this long to 
process applications and notify 
the proper precincts to expect a 
rider. Following the ride, 
participants must complete a 
short questionnaire which may 
be picked up, and later 
deposited, on the first floor of 
the Criminal Law Institute. A 
general information sheet with 
instructions and suggestions of 
things to observe is also located 
there.

The Annual Report by the 
Metropolitan Police for 1967 
reported that the precincts 
reporting the highest number of 
offenses, in decreasing order, 
were 10, 3, 9, 11, and 2. Those 
reporting the lowest number of 
offenses were 7, 4, 8, 12, and 5. 
The days of the week in 
descending order of crime 
f r e q u e n c y  were Friday,  
Saturday, Thursday, Wednesday, 
Monday, Tuesday, and Sunday. 
The hours of the day with 
highest reported crimes were 5 
to 10 PM, with 8 to 9 PM as the 
“ prime crime time.” The months 

~of the year in descending order 
of crime frequency were March, 
June, April, May, January, 
December, October, August, 
September, July, November, and 
February.

Change in Precincts
Recently the old precinct 

lines were changed into six 
dist r icts  for administrative 
purposes, although the police 
station houses have retained the 
same addresses. The addresses of 
the precincts, as cited above in 
the crime report, are as follows: 
1. 300 Indiana Ave., NW 
2.501 NY Ave.
3.2301 L St., NW
4. 415 4th St., SW
5. 500 E St.,SW
6. 1351 Nicholson, NW 
1. 3218 Volta PL, NW 
8.4125 Albemarle, NW 
9.525 9th St., NE
10. Park Rd.,NW
11.2301 Nichols Ave., SE
12. 1700 R.I. Ave., NE
13. 1620 V St., NW
14. 4135 Benning Rd., NE

The new Districts as numbered
below contain the old precincts:
District 1 - 2,1,4,5
District 2 - 3,7,8
District 3 - 13
District 4 - 10,6
District 5 - 9,12
District 6 - 14,11

BUSINESS...............
(continued from page 4) 

Street last January and began 
dispensing Guiness Stout and 
Bass Ale. Although Trinity 
College and the Associated Press 
have already supplied a regular 
clientele, O’Brien has found that 
there is no easy escape from the 
world of business and is now 
studying the intricacies of 
corporate income tax. But he 
professes no regrets and 
concludes that his year of legal 
education was an invaluable aid 
in his first business venture.
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Institutions should be small (no more than 250 to 500 
patients). Institutions should be an entirely different 
physical design than the traditional fortress prison. We 
have learned that sociopaths do have guilt and tremendous 
amounts of free floating anxiety and are amenable and 
responsive to psychotheraphy under certain conditions. We 
have learned that mixing low I.Q. offenders with 
sociopaths is not a disaster but has many advantages in the 
rehabilitation of the low I.Q. offender. Of greatest 
importance, we have learned that although we know much 
about offenders, there is even more that we do not know 
and that we can gain the knowledge we need only with a 
changed philosophy, with trained behavioral scientists and 
with well budgeted research programs.

A NTI-CRIME------------------------

l e g i s l a t o r s  are not  the 
hotly-disputed law enforcement 
changes, bu t rather  the 
f a r - r e a c h i n g  o v e r a l l  
modifications in Washington’s 
entire court system. The bill 
would convert the District’s 
haphazard court system into a 
genuine state-federal court 
hierarchy. At present all felonies 
are tried in U.S. District Court 
with misdemeanors relegated to 
the Court of General Sessions. 
The “U.S.” branch of the CGS 
handles the more serious 
m i s d e m e a n o r s ,  w h i l e  
Washingt on’s C orpora tion  
Counsel branch handles the 
mundane:  traffic violations,
disorderlies, etc. On the civil 
side, all actions over $10,000 
begin automatically in U.S. 
District Court, with the supreme 
a p p e l l a t e  t r i b u n a l  for  
Washington in all cases, even the 
most local, being the U.S. Court 
of Appeals. Every court has its 
ow n c l e r k ,  and overall 
administrative direction is nil. 
But behold: change is coming.

First, the Court of General 
Sessions will be abolished, and a 
Superior Court created with 
branches for Civil, Criminal, 
Tax,  Family, and Juvenile 
l i t igat ion.  After a 2-year 
“ merging” period, all criminal 
cases, regardless of seriousness, 
will be tried in Superior Court 
(where they belong), as well as 
all civil cases, notwithstanding 
the amount in controversy. The 
top appellate court will be the 
newly-dignified Cour t  of
Appeals of the District of
Columbia, leaving the Honorable 
Mr. Bazelon and company to 
review only questions of a 
federal nature and diversity of 
citizenship (where they belong).

Further, there will be created 
a top administrative office under 
an Execut ive Director to
coordinate all matters between 
all courts, “ state” and federal: 
personnel, docketing, reporting, 
collections, parole, sentence 
supervision, social services, and 
wo r k  r e l e a s e  program s. 
Hopeful ly ,  the smog of
c o n f u s i o n  a s p h y x i a t i n g  
Washington’s judicial life will be 
replaced by a gust of fresh 
efficiency, and we’ll all breathe 
better for it.

Part II

T he  second mammoth  
subdivision of the bill will, in 
general, bring grim smiles to 
hard-hearted conservatives and 
fur ther  tears to wet-eyed 
l i b e r a l s .  P e n a l t i e s  for  
second-offender felons would be 
made fines and/or imprisonment 
of one and a half times each the 
normal punishment. H.R. 9444 
would “require that any person 
who is convicted of a third or 
subsequent conviction of a 
violent crime be sentenced to 
imprisonment for his natural life 
with eligibility for parole 20 
years after the date of his 
impr i sonment  commences.” 
Such crimes as rape will merit up 
to 30 years and armed violent 
crime up to life for a second

---------(Continued from page I)

offender.
Judge Bazelon’s highly prized 

“scintilla” criterion from his 
famed Durham decision will be 
legislated out of existence, cast 
aside for a clear-cut affirmative 
defense of insanity. No longer 
will the accused be able to 
present a scintilla of evidence 
from a selected psychiatrist that 
he is insane (while the 
government presents its own St. 
Elizabeth’s psychiatrists to prove 
he’s not), then be acquitted by 
reason of insanity, next spend a 
3 - w e e k  s o j o u r n  in St.  
E lizabeth’s, and finally be 
released by the same government 
psychiatrists who insisted that 
he was sane in the first place! He 
will be forced to show, by a 
preponderance of the evidence, 
not by a mere scintilla, that he 
suffers from mental infirmity.

As if these provisions weren’t 
e n o u g h  for a year-long 
knock-down, drag-out legislative 
battle, the crime bill includes a 
f i n a l  s t inger:  no-knock,
wiretapping,  and lengthy 
pre-trial (preventive) detention.
No-Knock-Contrary to popular 

belief, a police officer cannot, 
under the no-knock provision, 
barge into anyone’s house, day 
or night, whenever it strikes his 
fascist fancy. He must obtain a 
warrant stating precisely why he 
has probable cause to believe 
that violations of the law are 
being committed inside a given 
dwelling, and why criminal 
evidence can be destroyed if he 
is forced to first knock, then 
identify himself, then state his 
.purpose, and lastly wait for a 
refusal before breaking in to 
arrest and conduct the incidental 
search. From now on, with his 
warrant, he’ll enter first and 
exchange pleasantries later.

Wire-tapping-Much easier in 
the future. Simply apply to the 
judge, in writing, and tell him 
why you need a tap for evidence 
on the following offenses: 
abor t ion,  arson, blackmail, 
bribery, burglary, destruction of 
proper ty,  gambling,  grand 
l a r c e n y ,  k i d n a p p i n g ,  
m a n s l a u g h t e r ,  m u r d e r ,  
obstruction of justice, receiving 
stolen property, and robbery. 
Everything from A to R, and it’s 
as easy as ABC.

Pretrial Detention-For up to 
60 days,  the judge may 
authorize, after a full-dress 
detention hearing with counsel, 
witnesses, etc., the detention of 
an accused charged with a 
dangerous crime, a second crime 
of violence within 10 years of 
the first, or any offense which 
includes intimidation of a 
witness or juror. In short, if 
public safety requires, he’ll be 
kept “off the streets and away 
from (us) decent citizens.”

Answer to 

Trivia Question:

Turhan Bay played Charlie 
Chan's number one son in 
over 30 movies.

HANKS BAR.. (Continued from page 2)
aiming at in general.

Regarding a possible S.B.A. 
disaffiliation with the Law 
Student  Division of the 
Amer ican Bar Association, 
action seems to be in the offing 
although the assembled delegates 
tables a motion to disaffiliate on 
Tuesday night in order to allow 
more time for looking into the 
actual benefits and drawbacks of 
A.B.A. affiliation and the 
f e a si bi l i ty/desi rabi l i ty of 
affiliation with other lawyers’ 
groups such as the Guild.

Law Day

The traditional May 1st Law 
Day may be shaping into 
something different at G.U.L.C. 
this year.  The House of 
Delegates voted to set up a three 
man committee which will try to 
arrange for a program featuring 
not-so-typical lawyers such as 
Ralph Nader, William Kunstler 
(accompanied by one of the
& M O V IE  REV IEW

Chicago defendants), and others.
The S.B.A . once again 

i n j e c t e d  itse lf  into the 
extra-G.U.L.C. area of legal 
affairs by voting unanimously to 
oppose the nomination of G. 
Harrold Carswell to the U.S. 
S u p r e m e  Cour t  and by 
condemning the summary use of 
c o n t e m p t  c h a r g e s ,  as 
exemplified in the case of 
G .U .L .C . Adjunct Professor 
Phillip Hirschkop, co-counsel for 
the D.C. Nine.

Closer to “home,” the House 
of Delegates established the goal 
of the Student to Student 
Scholarship Fund at $3000 (to 
be accumulated by June of this 
year), appropriated $150 to get 
the G.U.L.C. Black American 
Law Students Association off 
the ground, and changed the 
scheduled date of the S.B.A. 
elections from April 1 to April 9 
(executive positions) and April 
16 (delegates).

They Shoot Horses

Belford V. Lawson, III

T h e r e  is a class of 
c o n t e m p o r a r y  American 
moviegoer whose members, all in 
the over-25 bracket, can 
remember Gig Young as the 
i n d i s p e n s a l b e  bes t -man,  
stage-door Johnny, rejected but 
still amicable suitor, and/or 
r i c h e r - a n d  - b e t t e r -  
connected-play boy of the 
infinite series of Day-Hudson 
comedies  and Keel-Murtin 
musicals of the early fifties. Gig 
was not sexual enough to play 
leads but he was too pretty to 
play the degenerate straight men 
or fatuous sidekicks. Recall the 
pre-beatnik Ivy League motif 
and one has it about right.

The reaction one has to Gig 
Young in They Shoot Horses, 
Don’t They, then, can very 
easily throw a cloud blanket 
over one’s initial response to the 
picture. For the old guard it is 
the same old ever-peripheral Gig 
bag, bland as ever, ludicrously 
miscast. Hopefully this kind of 
boredom will not infect people 
on a large scale. Gig is intended 
to be a new type sprung on you 
from a time you can’t quite 
remember, a new face whose 
persistent intelligence, artifice, 
wryness, saves it from American 
marshmallow; a new voice, 
which, ringing out sharply across 
a dance-marathon ballroom built 
on a pier in Santa Monica in ’32, 
ringing out and shifting back and 
for th between honkytonk 
sideshow patter, the sentimental 
rhetoric of Opening Night, and 
the nostalgic lucidity of a Master 
of Ceremonies who calls for 
more of That  Dreamboat 
Satisfaction than the House can

offer, captures some of the 
illusory essence of the social 
history of the American 1930s. 
Hollywood’s archest low camp 
and the D ustbow l’s sour 
continuing discordance tug at 
both sleeves all the way through. 
The question is whether to let 
the setting and atmosphere of 
the film charm you into wearing 
at least one heart on at least one 
sleeve.

Personality is Metaphor

Personality, then, is metaphor 
in Horses, and Gig’s role as 
Stage-Center Emcee and (behind 
the scenes) Corrupt Promoter is 
the extreme case of that 
condition. But if Gig’s presence 
throws the picture off balance 
because of its  t hemat ic  
obviousness, two Dancers in the 
Marathon, Jane Fonda’s Gloria 
and Michael Sarazin’s Robert, 
are subt l er  p e rso n alities , 
developed far more subtly: they 
lift the picture well out of the 
depths of symbolic posturing to 
which various critics have 
accused it of sinking.

There is an existential 
linearity, quite lacking in a 
psychological third dimension, 
in the presentation of the two 
characters. Yet at the same time 
Horses allows us to see beneath 
the surface of each personality. 
There are enough references, in 
the dialogue and in the recurring 
visual flashbacks, to the 
childhood and present inner 
fantasy life of both Gloria and 
Robert, to force the viewer to 
acknowledge that there is a 
psychological psuedo-realism in 
the fi lm that coordinates, 
loosely, with the historical 
realism of its setting. The 
problems to solve are whether 
the existential starkness and 
simplicity of the film conflicts 
with its realistic dimensions, and 
whether the two separate modes 
o f d r ama t i za t i on  cohere 
somehow into a cinematic whole 
that is esthetically even and 
balanced.

On one hand, Jane’s Gloria is 
a very rare, enigmatic, but still 
plausible psychological type, 
p a r a n o i d ,  m a s o c h i s t i c ,  
u l t i m a t e l y  compul s ively 
depressive, a woman whom the 

(Continued on page 8)

LAW BOOKS 

NEW 8. USED

LEGAL FORMS 

STUDENT SUPPLIES

cjCerner cH aw  $ o o h  C^o., *3rtc.
509 I  STREET, N.W.

O;
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20001

NAtional 8-5785



Page 6

D.C. Study Group 
Pushes Black Labor

by Rod Porter

February 25, 1970

November Peace Marshals 
Report Good Police Attitude

By Walter Miller

A D.C. task force has been 
recently formed, from among 
local organizations, in response 
to increasingly bitter complaints 
within the black community 
that  the proposed Metro 
construction force will not 
include a representative labor 
contingent.

A m o n g  t h e  e l e v e n  
participating organizations are 
the Washington Urban League, 
the NAACP, PRIDE, Inc. and 
the National Urban Coalition. 
There are twenty supportive 
organizations who are backing 
the goals and objectives of the 
task force. Among the latter 
groups are the Washington area 
BALSA, the Black United Front, 
the American Jewish Congress 
and the Council of Churches.

Task Force of Lawyers

The task force is being 
assisted by a team of lawyers 
from the following organizations 
and firms who are giving advice 
on possible litigation to enforce 
the equal employment rights of 
minority residents in the District 
of Columbia and the Metro area: 
The Lawyers Committee for 
Civil Rights Under Law; Arnold 
& Porter; Wilmer, Cutler & 
Pickering; Neighborhood Legal 
Services and the Urban Law 
Institute.

The task force has issued the 
following statement as to its 
objectives and the circumstances 
underlying its demands:

With total expenditure on 
the Metro expected to run 
beyond $2 Billion and a 
maximum work force of 
5 , 0 0 0  m en to  be 
em ployed, the Metro 
could hold forth a promise 
of progress for the Black 
community. We regret that 
the actions to date taken 
by the Metro completely 
fail to meet the needs of 
the community.

In a city which boasts a 
population 78.1% Black, 
the Metro in its first two 
contracts proposes an 
employment plan which 
would require contractors 
to tra in  unemployed 
you th s w hich would 
constitute only 5%  of the 
work force. And this 
figure would bear no 
re la t io n sh ip  to the 
individual trades which 
have m ost effectively 
excluded Blacks. Likewise 
no mention is made of 
lateral entry for skilled 
Blacks or special financial 
provisions on any program 
to encourage participation 
by Black contractors.

Program Demands

Half measles and delay 
will no longer suffice. The 
Task Force demands a 
p rog ra m  which w ill 
achieve the following 
objectives:

1). That the token policy 
o f 5% trainees included in 
Metro's first two contracts 
m ust immediately be 
replaced by anew program 
w h i c h  a s s u r e s  the  
placement o f a minimum 
number o f Black city 
residents in each trade or

craft on each Metro 
Contract equal to the 
percentage o f  Black  
residents in the District of 
Columbia.  Based on 
p r e s e n t  p o p u l a t i o n  
statistics this figure is 
78.1% and represents a 
minimum of 3,700 jobs at 
th e  peak o f  Metro  
construction.

2) . Metro's first obligation 
is to  e n s u r e  that  
c o n t r a c to r s  exer t  a 
m a x im um  af firmative  
effort to locate presently 
skilled Black workers in 
each job category. If after 
a maximum affirmative 
effort, a sufficient number 
of qualified Black inner 
city residents are not 
found for a particular craft 
to constitute, at least, the 
percentage of Black D.C. 
residents equal to this 
percentage o f Blacks in the 
D.C. population, then the 
Metro is obligated to 
supplement the work force 
in each deficient job 
category with trainees or 
apprentices in the given 
craft whose numbers will 
raise the level o f Black 
inner city workers to the 
required percentage.

3 )  . Metro is fur ther  
required that contractors 
maintain this ratio o f inner 
city residents working in 
each craft, to insure the 
promotion of' all Black 
workers in each craft, both 
within and without the 
union structure.

4) . Metro must develop a 
proposal to provide for the 
m a x i m u m  p o s s i b l e  
participation o f Black 
contractors. The proposal 
must specifically address 
itself to the question of 
ponding and insurance.

5 )  . A n  i n d e p e n d e n t  
c o m m i t t e e  mus t  be 
established to review and 
s u p e r v i s e  t h e  
implementation o f all the 
p r o v i s i o n s  o f  this  
a g r e e m e n t .  T h e  
membership o f this body 
should consist of: (a) a 
representative of the 
Workers' Defense League; 
(b) a representative of 
Project BUILD; (c) a 
representative of  the 
Labor Union; and (e) two 
representatives chosen o f 
the Task Force.

These objectives are 
wholly realistic. With the 
resources available to them 
contractors and Metro can 
both locate large numbers 
of Black skilled workers to 
fill vacancies and train the 
you n g  and presently 
unem ployed  for new 
p o s i t i o n s .  T h e  
responsibility for the task 
must rest squarely on the 
shoulders of those whose 
neglect has produced the 
problem.
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Prof. Forms 
Bar Course

By John T. Peak

As graduation approaches for 
the Class of 1970, there remains 
on e  h u r d l e  f o r  i t  to 
overcome-passing the bar exam.

Professor Cohn 
Speaks At G ULC

On February 5th, Prof. 
Sherman Cohn spoke to a group 
of students about the BRI (Bar 
Review, Inc.) course to be 
offered at GULC this year to 
he l p  s t u d e n t s  pass an 
increasingly sophisticated D.C. 
bar exam, this exam consists of 
six parts: (1) Contracts, Agency, 
Negotiable Instruments; (II) 
Equity, Business Associations 
(to include Partnerships and 
Corporations), Conflicts; (III) 
Evidence, Torts, Legal Ethics; 
(IV) Wills and Administration of 
Estates, Domestic Relations, 
Personal Property; (V) Real 
Property, Civil and Criminal 
P l e a d i n g  and  P rac t i c e ,  
Extraordinary Legal Remedies; 
and (VI) Constitutional Law, 
Criminal Law, Administrative 
Law, and Tax Law.

BR I Disciplines Review

Prof. Cohn emphasized that 
the primary function of any 
review course should be to 
discipline the student’s review, 
not to reteach the complete law 
school curriculum. So the 
question arises, why select BRI 
over other review courses? In a 
letter that went out to third year 
students last month. Prof. Cohn 
mentioned such advantages as: 
exhaustive analysis of prior bar 
•exams,  to determine the 
boundaries of each subject for 
bar purposes; concise but 

•complete written outlines on 
each subject; a review of relevant 
prior bar exam questions during 
every lecture; lecturers who are 
experts in their fields and who 
can communicate in succinct 
fashion; special emphasis on 
‘examsmanship’; and a complete 
survey of recent cases in those 
areas in which examiners stress 
recent cases.

Three class schedules are 
available:  (1) extended -
Saturday sessions beginning 
March 14 and ending May 2, 
with Monday through Friday 
sessions beginning May 25 and 
e n d i n g  J u n e  19;  ( 2 )
r e g u l a r - - Mo n d a y  through 
Saturday sessions beginning May 
25 and ending June 20; (3) 
intensive-sessions each day 
beginning June 12 and ending 
June 20.

The professors participating 
are from Georgetown (Burrurs, 
Cohn,  Gal lagher,  Scheflin, 
Shuman,  and Weidenbruch), 
American (Nicholas Kittrie and 
Robert Lubic), G.W. (Max Pock) 
and Harvard (Laurence Tribe).

$175 Fee

A $10.  non-refundable 
deposit will assure a reservation 
for any one schedule with the 
balance of $165. to be paid at 
least one week prior to the 
commencement of the first class.

BRI also offers complete 
review courses in preparation for 
the Maryland, Florida, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, and Missouri bar 
examinations. Further inquiries 
can be made to BRI. (412 5th 
Street, NW; 638-1955), to Prof. 
Cohn, or to Martin Frost, 
s t u d e n t  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  
(628-7067 x 242).

T h e  r e c e n t  Watergate 
demonstration with its nearly 
150 arrests clearly raises the 
question as to whether or not 
political protests in the future 
will remain within permissible 
First Amendment guidelines, or 
whether they will lap over into 
illegal confrontat ions  and 
assaults. The conviction of the 
Chicago 5 raises the specter 
before any organizing body that 
should any disorders later result, 
they may find themselves being 
prosecuted for having had a 
riotous “ intent” the last time 
they crossed the border. This 
may be beneficial insofar as 
forcing organizers, who might 
otherwise be reckless in creating 
a situation they cannot control, 
into taking suitable precautions 
for regulat ing their own 
followers.

Following the November 
Moratorium, rumblings from the 
Justice Department suggested 
that charges against the New 
Mobe were being considered, 
despite the massive efforts to 
organize Parade and Legal 
Marshals. Over eighty law 
students had participated as 
Legal Marshals, ostensibly to 
appraise demonstrators of their 
legal rights and, where disorders 
occurred, to help provide swift, 
orderly flow of information 
from the scene to the New Mobe 
Headquarters where families 
could be notified of an arrest 
and legal aid provided. To 
a t t e m p t  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  
effectiveness of legal marshals 
and gather suggestions for 
improvements, a questionnaire 
was compiled and all legal 
marshals invited to complete 
one. From the eighteen who 
responded, even though final 
exams were in full broil, a 
formal report was compiled with 
an eye toward objectivity. A 
copy was submitted to the 
Police Department to offer 
constructive criticism where 
improvement was felt needed, 
and to offer congratulations 
where due. The report was also 
submitted to representatives of 
the New Mobe and copies are on 
file in the offices of the Criminal 
Justice Association for the 
information and benefit of 
future organizers. The following 
is an informal analysis of that 
report.

Mobe Report

Approximately two-thirds of 
those legal marshals who 
responded had had prior 
occasion to observe the police 
under  similar circumstances, 
such as during the October 
m o r a t o r i u m ,  dur ing the 
Pentagon demonstrations of 
1 967  , th e  D e m o c r a t i c  
Convention, and during various 
civil rights incidents. The 
majority found that in general 
the attitude of the police 
towards the demonstrators was 
“very good,” most officers being 
g e n e r a l l y  good natured,  
well-controlled and courteous. 
During the disorders at DuPont 
Circle, the Saigon Embassy, and 
the Justice Department, the 
majority reported the police as 
being especially cautious, but 
restrained in their conduct and 
wel l  c o n t r o l l e d  despi te 
continued provocation. Only in 
the use of gas were the police 
particularly criticized by the 
majority of marshals, it being 
reported that it was used 
indiscriminantly and excessively. 
Reports of marchers being cut 
off from their buses were 
frequent, while others reported 
storm trooper tactics to disperse

groups of persons without regard 
to what they were doing or 
whether they had gathered 
deliberately or by accident. 
Several also reported they felt 
a r r e s t s  had been fairly 
indiscriminant although one felt 
that the small number of arrests 
indicated the reverse was true. 
One marshal  reported an 
incident near the Embassy where 
a paddy wagon, attempting to 
take a full load down to the 
lockup, chose a path through the 
demons t r a t or s  rather than 
around the scene of activity. In 
so doing, it charged over a curb 
and nearly ran down several 
protesters.

Marchers' Attitude

The general attitude of the 
marchers was reported as also 
being “very good” during the 
March of Death and the Peace 
March. At DuPont and Justice 
the crowd, being less than 
representative of the great 
masses who had assembled in 
D.C., was decidedly less friendly. 
The majority of the marshals 
reported that both times the 
demonst rators  had taunted 
police, and then precipitated the 
melees that  followed by 
throwing rocks and bottles. Near 
the Embassy one police scooter 
was overturned and set afire, 
police cars and paddy wagons 
were pelted with stones, and 
some demonstrators later went 
on a window-breaking rampage 
in the DuPont Circle area, doing 
damage estimated at upwards to 
$10,000. The majority of the 
marshals estimated that about 
5% of those present at DuPont 
and Justice had been “actively” 
engaged in the disorders, while 
another  10% “encouraged” 
them, and the remainder were 
“ merely observers.” Estimates 
from some marshals suggested as 
many as 25% were actively 
involved with another 25% 
encouraging.

In response to the question 
whether there had been any 
“exemplary conduct” of the 
police observed, a slight majority 
reported “ no” while the others 
reiterated the general good 
conduct and nature of the 
police. One reported that the 
incidents of such conduct were 
too numerous to mention and 
that compared to Chicago, this 
was “heaven.”

The majority of marshals 
reported that where they had 
tried to coordinate or cooperate 
directly with the police at scenes 
of impending trouble, so as to be 
in a better position to gather 
information, they were rebuffed. 
Only two marshals attempted to 
participate at a station house on 
either the evening of DuPont or 
Justice, and both received no 
cooperation from police. One 
marshal did report that on 
Thursday evening, while the 
March of Death was occurring, 
good cooperation of the police 
at the Youth Detention Center 
was offered. Responses from the 
police such as “ Big deal, move 
along” were typical at DuPont 
and Justice, and several marshals 
reported that they “ felt very 
u s e l e s s ’ ’ u n d e r  s uch  
circumstances. Several marshals 
d i s c o v e r e d  t h a t  t h e i r  
ef fect iveness was fur ther 
impaired when they too were 
engulfed by the ga. attacks.

Improvements

In response to suggested 
i m p r o v e m e n t s ,  m arshals 
s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  g r e a t e r  
organization is needed, with

(Continued on page 7)
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RECRUITMENT........

(Continued from page 1) 
dollars. The fourth location is in 
the Detroit and Chicago area, 
and the schools range from The 
University of Chicago to the 
University of Michigan at Ann 
Arbor. The allocation for this 
trip is approximately three 
hundred seventy-one dollars. 
The fifth recruitment area 
includes three states, namely 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
and Connecticut. The expenses 
for this section of the program is 
expected to be three hundred 
thirty dollars and the recruiters 
will visit colleges ranging from 
Smith, Holyoke, and Pembroke 
to Amherst, Yale, and Brown. 
The last - and most expensive - 
area is the West Coast. The 
expense is going to be 
approximately four hundred and 
f i f t y - n i n e  d o l l a r s .  The 
universities to be visited in this 
section include Stanford, Mills, 
Berkeley, and San Jose State.

Additional Qualified Recruits

The total cost of this new 
extension of the recruitment 
program will be approximately 
two thousand dollars, but the 
value to GULC may be 
immeasurable depending on the 
publicity and success of this 
p r o g r a m .  Mr.  Kolojeski  
explained that even the more 
conservat ive and skeptical 
members of the admissions 
committee could not really be 
against any recruitment program 
aimed at attracting additional 
qualified students to GULC’s 
already “balanced” admissions 
( s e e  O c t o b e r  i ssue of 
Georgetown LAW WEEKLY) 
perspective.

MARSHALS .........
(Continued from page 6) 

more briefing on local laws and 
better training as to police 
p r o c e d u r e s  a n d  pol i ce  
cont ingency plans. Others 
suggested prior approval from 
administrative authorities for 
coordination with the police 
directly, such as at station 
houses or in police cars or 
behind their lines. More marshals 
were needed, it was suggested, 
under such conditions as were 
present at DuPont. Only about 
five legal marshals were present 
to try and “advise” the several 
thousand persons who had 
assembled that the permit was 
for the circle only and not for a 
march down Massachusetts 
Avenue. One marshal suggested 
massive use of legal marshals so 
as to stand between the police 
and demonstrators, to preclude 
the display of force, gas, 
nightsticks and badges, thus 
avoiding “ conf ronta t i ons” 
altogether. One good suggestion 
was to “End the War.”

In summation, the majority 
of the marshals reported that the 
police had acted well most of 
the time, often much to the 
surprise of demonstrators. The 
effect iveness of the legal 
marshals was felt to be slight as 
they were then deployed. Two 
rather  interesting comments 
took  diametrically opposite 
positions on the role of the legal 
marshal. One reported, “And I 
think working as a legal marshal 
has suggested to me that an 
i mpor t ant ,  if not  crucial 
dimension of lawyering is being 
involved on the spot in 
situations like this -  advising, 
counseling, and observing -  
rather than confining oneself 
solely to a sort of ex post facto 
role in the courtroom, when 
participation in the street might 
have made cour t  act ion 
unnecessary . ” The other  
marshal, rather dissatisfied with 
his role, reported, “ 1, for one, 
will never again be a legal or any 
other kind of marshal in the 
streets (would be happy to help 
elsewhere).
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HALFTIME

SNAKE EYES

Despite all the precautions 
and all the elaborate security 
measures taken by major sports, 
it is beginning to seem as though 
they should not even bother 
with any security systems any 
more. Apparently, major sports 
just cannot stay away from 
gamblers and other crime 
figures. The latest incident, 
involving Tiger pitcher Denny 
McLain,  is another in a 
seemingly endless string of 
accusations, innuendoes, and 
possible associations of sports 
personalities with underworld 
figures.

“Everybody Does It"

Sports and betting have been 
bedfellows for so long that 
nobody really gets upset about 
that. Almost everybody bets on 
games one way or another, and 
the odds are no problem -  just 
look in the papers. As the 
amount of people watching and 
participating in sports has 
soared, so have the bookmaking 
operations that handle their 
bets. Today bookies  are 
everywhere, and although they 
are illegal, nobody can do much 
about them, and nobody seems 
to care that nothing can be done 
about them. They have a 
lucrative business, and it’s 
getting better all the time 
because the volume of money 
bet on games is going up every 
year. This represents a major 
comeback on the part of the 
bookies made possible by a 
forgiving public that easily 
forgets what happened in the 
past.

Scandals

The first great bust of a 
bookmaking ring came in the 
college basketball scandal of 
1951. Players on certain teams 
were accused of shaving points -  
taking bribes to not do their best 
so that the bookies would cover 
the point spread and make a 
killing, or so that they would 
barely beat a team they had 
been expected to have no 
trouble with while the bookies 
bet on the underdog and made a 
killing on that. When this was 
discovered, college basketball 
panicked. Certain teams were 
banned from Madison Square 
Garden,  recruiting standards 
were rigidly strengthened and 
enforced, and a general effort 
was made to wipe the memory 
off the books and restore the 
game to its previous eminence. 
They succeeded for one whole 
decade.

The next great scandal came 
exactly ten years later. This one 
was more widespread, and 
covered the Midwest as well as 
the East. The shock was not 
quite as great this time, but once 
again college basketball had to 
evaluate itself and wage another 
uphill battle to regain its lost 
p restige. This scandal was 
responsible for the banning of

Connie Hawkins and Roger 
Brown from the NBA, even 
though neither had been proven 
guilty of a thing. Since this 
scandal, college basketball has 
been quiet.

Gridiron Bets

College football has managed 
to stay clear of any major 
scandals, but the same cannot be 
said for the pros. As pro football 
rose in popularity, so did betting 
on the game. All major league 
players are specifically forbidden 
to bet on games, their team, or 
themselves by clauses in their 
contract. In 1963, Alex Karras 
and Paul Hornung got careless. 
T h e y  we r e  accused by 
Commissioner Rozelle’s office of 
betting on their teams and on 
themselves during the 1962 
season. They were banned for 
the 1963 season (the first and 
last time that’s happened). The 
resulting shock of the fans was 
much worse than that of the 
fans after the college basketball 
scandals. Pro football is the 
easiest game of all on which to 
bet, since it is played only once 
a week and the point spreads 
have that whole week to take 
into account all the variables. 
The Hornung and Karras 
suspensions set off a major 
revision in the security set-up 
and regulations were strictly 
enforced.

Things were quiet for five 
years, even though the volume 
of betting grew tremendously. 
Apparently somebody forgot to 
tell Broadway Joe Namath that 
you are not supposed to hang 
around with undesirables, both 
for your own good and for the 
good of the game. I’m sure that 
just about everybody knows 
about Bachelors III, so I won’t 
go into the details except to say 
that Joe decided to defend his 
title rather than keep his 
restaurant.

That incident was forgotten, 
helped by the fact that the Jets 
didn’t repeat. But last winter, at 
the time of the Super Bowl, a 
story came out of Detroit that a 
national sports betting ring had 
b e e n  cracked.  Five pro 
quarterbacks and one college 
coach were implicated in the 
ring by stories that were 
absolutely uncorroborated. Two 
of the quarterbacks were Len 
Dawson, who was trying to win 
the world championship at the 
time, and Namath. They were 
told that they would have to 
testify before a grand jury 
looking into the operations of 
the betting ring. Both of them 
are still waiting, and nobody 
seems to be able to explain that - 
including the U.S. Attorney’s 
office in Detroit.

The National Pastime

Baseball has managed to stay 
clear of any scandal since the 
infamous Black Sox of 1919 
threw the World Series to the 
Reds. That public outcry was 
the greatest of all, and baseball 
seemed to have learned its lesson 
well. Nothing much happened in 
the way of scandals until last 
week, when Tiger pitcher Denny 
McLain got caught up in the 
Detroit probe.

McLain captured the Cy 
Young award two years in a row 
and has won 55 games in those 
two years. He has the reputation 
of being a flake (which means 
mainly that he bugs the hell out 
of the baseball establishment), 
b u t  h is  involvement  in 
bookmaking operations came as 
a complete surprise. He has been 
acting suspicious for the past 
three weeks, and he seems to be

M USIC--------------------------------

C i t y ,  according to the 
Washington Post.

The gist of it is that Columbia 
went to the U.S. District Court 
to ask for a restraining order 
against Norton Beckman and 
Ben Goldman (the two record 
shop owners), S and R Records 
(the pressing firm), and a Dub 
Taylor, who was not served with 
any papers since it was not 
known who he was or where he 
was, but was believed to be one 
of the original two. The order 
asked that they be restrained 
from sale and manufacture and 
distribution of GWW, and said 
that  the defendant s  had 
“ wrongfully appropriated and 
exploited for their own benefit, 
the artistry, labor ... of Dylan ... 
a simple case of piracy .. (and) a 
brazen disregard of the 
Copyr ight  Act  provisions 
respecting recording licenses, 
copyright royalties” (quoted 
from Rolling Stone magazine).

deeply in debt. That doesn’t 
seem possible for someone who 
makes $200,000 a year, but it is 
apparently the truth. Last week, 
af ter  disappearing for two 
weeks, he showed up in Detroit 
as a voluntary witness before the 
grand jury investigating the 
national betting ring.

Despite the fact that he is not 
in trouble with the grand jury, 
his biggest worry is far from 
over. Sports Illustrated has 
accused him of being a partner 
in a 1967 bookmaking operation 
in a restaurant where he played 
the organ. (SI also accused 
Namath of having Mafia-led crap 
games at his apartment during 
the Bachelors 111 problem.) The 
magazine has reported that the 
bookies made an easy mark of 
McLain, and that his 1967 toe 

•injury that cost the Tigers the 
pennant was caused by a Mafia 
enforcer stepping on his toe in 
an effort to get Denny to pay 
off a $46,000 bet. All this 
allegedly took place in a Flint, 
Michigan, restaurant; and the 
Flint police chief said that the 
information printed in SI was 
substantially the same as he had 
obtained from outside sources 
and had turned over to federal 
authorities. The U.S. Attorney 
in charge of the Detroit 
investigation said that the jury 
was acting on its own accord, 
not on the SI story. The 
Commissioner’s office is also 
investigating certain olf-the-field 
activities of McLain during the 
1967 season. So Denny is still in 
a great deal of trouble, and will 
apparently have to go much 
further than Namath did to clear 
his name.

As for the propensity that 
sports figures seem to have for 
getting involved with bookies, all 
the clauses in all the contracts 
can’t change that, because a man 
is free to choose his own friends. 
It is not in the best interests of 
the game for stories to break, 
because even if they’re not true 
they greatly damage the image 
o f the game,  and that’s 
something with which players 
and owners are understandably 
concerned. The solution lies 
with the law enforcement people 
-  if they don’t crack down on 
the bookies, then they can’t 
expect sports figures to be more 
than mortal and hang around 
with only angels. Athletes are 
human too, and are just as 
willing to make some extra 
bread by making connections as 
the rest of us are. This is not to 
be condoned, but neither is it to 
be expected to vanish over night. 
When papers stop printing odds 
and people stop betting, then 
athletes will act as they ideally 
should. Until then, they cannot 
be expected to live a life above 
all suspicion all the time, and 
incidents such as the McLain 
problem are bound to continue.
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In addition, $20,000 damages 
was asked, not being sure, they 
said, what to ask, or how 
damages could or would be 
determined. The court granted 
only the restraining order, and 
another similar action against a 
Canadian Firm distributing GWW 
was also granted.

Bootleggers Difficult to Ensnare

However, this is the only legal 
action so far taken, and it 
concerned only four parties and 
one record. What of the other 
bootleg LP’s? Legal action seems 
like it will neither be used nor 
will it be effective, and this is 
why. The Plastic Ono bootleg LP 
was nipped in the bud by a 
quick release from the Beatles’ 
own Apple Corporation of an 
“official” LP of the Toronto 
fest. The Stones’ bootleg LP, 
according to Rolling Stone, is of 
such good sound quality that it 
seems someone had an “in” on 
this LP, in addition to reports 
that the Stones are up to their 
collective ears in legal hassles as 
an o u t g r o w t h  of their  
involvement in planning the 
Altamont festival fiasco. But 
legal action seems to bode an 
ineffective future because the 
bootleg record business will 
grow before it is stopped or kills 
i t s e l f  o f f  t h r o u g h  
over -exploi t at ion.  This is 
because many record shops are 
sympathetic to their customers 
(or desire extra profit) and will 
try to get any LP that shows a 
demand. Another problem is 
that if the manufacturers and 
distributors cannot be found, an 
injunction action must be filed 
against each and every shop 
separately to stop sales, and this 
of course runs into some money. 
Anonymity is another problem. 
With hundreds  of record 
processing firms throughout the 
U.S. (especially mob-controlled 
ones on the East Coast), a very 
st rong competition amongst 
them, and a “see no evil, speak 
no evil” attitude, it’s easy for a 
bootleg producer to remain 
unknown (Beckamn, et al., seem 
to have been turned in by some 
personal enemies, otherwise they 
would supposedly have never 
been discovered). Finally, the 
profits are good - according to 
Rol l ing Stone again, the 
production cost per record is 35 
cents after an initial run of 
3500, hence a $2.50 to $6.00 
profit, clear, per disc. The 
attitude of many is that they are 
“liberating” the withheld music 
for the faithful masses. And the 
increased proliferation of these 
bootleg productions indicates 
that they’re attractive business 
and hard to stop.

There arc some extra-legal 
remedies being used, though. 
Pressure by the big companies 
(Columbia alone, at this point) 
on record processors and record 
shops has narrowed the flow to a 
trickle, and many record shops 
are afraid to handle any bootleg 
LP’s, whether Columbia is 
involved or not. In D.C., the 
GWW and Birch LP’s were 
available from time to time 
(though supply was irregular, 
and may be no more), mostly in 
the “hip” record shops (such as 
in Georgetown); and the Stones’ 
LP, currently sold out here, will 
again be available next week. 
But other stores won’t risk 
handl ing these records for 
whatever profit, citing $10,000 
penalties if caught (by FBI 
men!) among other reasons. At 
any rate, the bootleg business is 
very exploitative in potential. 
Anyone can tape something 
off-the-air or off an already 
available record, and release 
copies of that, engaging in a 
profiteering price war with the 
principal company marketing 
the same stuff on the “ official” 
LP.
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Order On The Court!

Frank Rothchild

Wi t h  t h e  I n t r a m u r a l  
Basketball program well into its 
f o u r t h  w e e k ,  c e r t a i n  
well-defined trends are evident. 
The first is the lack of any new 
high-caliber talent to challenge 
the already tried and tested 
teams from last season. Either 
the freshman class is devoid of 
former big-time hoopsters or 
there is just a general lack of 
enthusiasm for organized 
intramural play. Whatever the 
case may be, the league has 
suffered as a result and as a 
whole is rather weak.

Eastern Division Settled

It appears now as if the 
Eastern Division race is all but 
settled, the only thing yet to be 
determined being which team - 
Loyas or Small But Slow - will 
come in first. The Loyas 
welcomed the return of Big Rich 
Miller’s rebounding prowess into 
the lineup and got another 
stellar performance from John 
Tulin in winning their only game 
45-33 over the Prurient  
Interests.  The game was 
highlighted by one of the more 
unusual referee's decisions seen 
on the courts in recent times. 
T h e  t wo  refs were in 
disagreement over a call, one 
feeling a foul shot was in order 
and the other deciding the two 
men should juinp-it-up. After 
s o m e  d i s c u s s i o n  t h e y  
compromised, allowing the foul 
shot and then calling a jump 
ball. The Prurient Interests 
rebounded the next week with a 
43-20 win over “Wild Man” Bob 
Hodge and the Law Wcaklies. 
Roger Epstein, Mike Coyne, and 
Rod Johnson displayed too

T.D.A.......

(Continued from page I)
penetrate the cold steel of the 
crash helmets. All other cries 
were met by deaf ears, as police 
c l u b b e d  and  a r r e s t e d  
demonstrators and onlookers, 
and as enraged onlookers 
screamed and kicked police. It 
seemed to me that there were at 
least as many police as 
demonstrators.

Later on, back at the GW 
campus,  I discussed the 
a f t e r noon’s events with a 
long-haired protester. His parting 
words to me were, “ If the 
Chicago riots were really like 
this, maybe what happened 
there was really a conspiracy? ... 
and I don’t mean on the part of 
the defendants.” DK.»

Student
Bartender

Service
Tel.-521-1079

From 5-11 p.m.

much savvy for the blundering 
Weaklies.

Small But Slow, in the 
meantime, looked very strong in 
stuffing the Dunkers 49-25, and 
then they squeaked by the 
Reivers 38-34 in the premier 
battle of the young season. For 
his efforts in that barnburner 
Roger Sindalar gets the Jim 
Lusca tof f  “ Float  like a 
B u t t e r f l y ,  St ing like a 
Sledgehammer” Award. The first 
half in that one found the 
Reivers on top 18-16, mainly on 
the outside shooting of Dennis 
Boyd. Small But Slow opened 
up a sizable lead in the second 
h a l f ,  o n l y  t o  have it 
w h i 111 e d-a  w a y b y  t h e  
ballhawking and lightning fast 
moves of Connie Hurley, who 
scored most of his 15 points 
down the stretch. With 1:15 left 
on the clock, one of the Reivers 
was at the foul line on a 
one-and-one and his team 
trailing by only 1 point. The 
first shot missed, and Harry 
Tischler was fouled on the 
rebound.  Abandoning his 
unsuccessful  “old mother” 
technique for shooting fouls, 
Harry hit his first in the 
conventional overhead manner. 
The second missed but Rog 
Sindalar was there with the tap 
to put SBS up by 4, the eventual 
winning margin. Sindalar was 
high for his team with 12 
followed by 10 for Tischler.

In a battle of winless squads, 
the Parmans “ Browned” their 
way past the Dunkers, 30-27.

Western Division Interesting

The Western Division shapes 
up to be a bit more exciting with
three teams contending for the 
two playoff spots. These three, 
Raiders, Fruits of the Loom, E 
St. Warehouse, seem to have run 
away from the other four teams 
and it seems unlikely any of 
these four will pose any future 
challenge.

The Raiders ran their record 
to 3-0 by mashing the Musties 
39-27 behind John Femrich, and 
then won by a forfeit over the 
runaway Runaways. The E St. 
Warehouse has shown surprising 
strength in compiling their 3-0 
record,  crunching Romero’s 
Runts in their only outing 
59-21. The team plays well 
together and displays balanced 
scoring. As an example, four 
players scored in double figures 
in this win. Bob Bradley and 
Frank Lacey tallying for 10, 
Mitch Wald 11, and John Burke 
12. The Fruits of the Loom led 
by “Machete” Marzetti chopped 
up the Runaways 68-44 to 
remain unbeaten. Rick Minton 
was not enough to hold off the 
tide as Bob Krause had a career 
high of 30 points.

In other Western play, the 
Musties got a game high 10 
points from Rich Conway to 
ease by the Pimpinello’s 33-26.

The Standings are:

WEST

Raiders 3-0
E St Warehouse 3-0
Fruits of the Loom 2-0
Musties 1-1
Pimpinellos 0-2
Promissory Estoppel 0-2
Runaways 0-3

EAST

Small But Slow 3-0
Loyas 2-0
Prurient I nterests 1 -1
Parmans 1-1
Reivers 1 -2
Dunkers 0-2
Law Weaklies 0-2

Georgetown Law Weekly
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circumstantial deprivations of 
the Thirties -  no work, no 
opportunities for work, no basis 
for hope -  bend to the breaking 
point. Central Casting had no 
room for her or anybody else. 
The few moments of tenderness 
and sympathy with Robert fail 
when she misinterprets Robert’s 
other liaison as a sexual betrayal 
and when for the sake of a 
groundless revenge she performs 
sex upon Young (take Freud 
with you into that scene). On 
the other, Gloria is just another 
cinemat ic  fleshing out of 
Camus’s conception of suicide.

Naive Actionlessness

On one hand, Sarazin’s 
Robert is one of the forgotten 
men whom the culture of the 
thirties stripped of every chance 
except the chance to drift first 
into someone else’s cowboy 
boots and finally into the naive 
actionlessness in which he lingers 
t h roughout  the film. The 
q u e s t i o n s  -- s t a t ed  in 
psychologically realistic terms -  
of whether and how the Thirites 
drove Robert mad, could very 
easily provoke an interminable 
argument among psychiatrists. 
He was mad enough to kill, and 
mad enough to say the 
disjointed and arbitrary things 
he says during the sequences (of 
Robert after the death) that 
begin to crop up throughout the 
film long before the death takes 
place. On the other hand, 
though, Robert as an existential 
category -  in an absurd universe, 
motives are philosophical 
problems, not realities -  works 
like a Newtonian clock.

Answer the questions and 
solve the problems for yourself, 
but leave some room in your 
mind for a last word about Jane. 
Once upon a time, Jane went up 
to Vassar, where the student 
vocabulary will forever tend to 
recapitulate the idiom of the 
30’s -  hell, god damn, ail that 
sort of thing, phrases with which 
the screenplay happens to be 
littered. But at Vassar she didn’t 
learn the gradations of intensity, 
the emotional  shading, the 
sudden, certain timing of the 
phases of the portrait. Because 
of her performance, and because 
of the film’s accuracy in its 
representa t i on of what 1 
consider to be some of the 
unresolved ambiguous constants 
in the American Character and 
its predicaments, 1 nominate 
Horses for inclusion in that 
slightest and scarcest and least 
Hall of Fame: Classics of the 
American Cinema. Catch this 
one at all costs, catch it before 
the seventies shoot all the -  
horses -  down, and all the fools 
t h a t  r i d e  t h e m .  What  
predicaments? The synthesis of 
vulgarity with the sublime, the 
commercialization of dreams 
which has always been with us; 
the schizophrenic cultural 
p r o c e s s  by which each 
generation betrays the idealism 
o f i t s  y o u t h ,  and the 
consequences of this collective 
bet rayal  in the lives of 
individuals (Sic Transit Gloria); 
the fierce interplay between 
social and cultural' forces and 
fads, customs, manners (maybe 
in the seventies someone will 
think up marathon love-ins...)

W AR DEAD
Week of February 7, 1970 

96 Dead 

Total War Dead 

(Hostile Action) 

40,562

i  CAPTA IN  A M E R IC A

Boxes On Boxes

February 25, 1970

By Bobby Koen

Let us take all our things and 
go to Montana. Pile it all up in 
the 1955 Chevrolet Bel-Aire 
Sport Coupe, get an oil change 
and head out. PutneySwopted. 
Undercharged. Or, let us make a 
movie/cinema/film, the Arts. 
Lost horizon weaving by the 
Bay. Boxes on Boxes. Disarray. 
To regenerate. Death/Rebirth 
Nature cycle. Aluminum Glass 
containered. A Small Town. A 
C a n o p y .  A F e s t i v e  
Night/watchman. Or order a 
disgracefully large meal at the 
Rive Gauche, and bag the check.

Or lets not go at all, for the 
weather appears to be turning 
and seems to breathe some life 
into this solemnic red-brick 
school building. Nearly Spring, 
and even in the most respected 
quarters we find imminent 
distress, nigh discomfort, over 
what seems to be a pattern 
taking form in a series of similar 
trials. Query the improbable 
possibility of a hundred or so 
trial judges getting togehter 
somewhere in the United States, 
this last summer, and acquiesing 
upon, if not in fact, then if in 
spirit, a specific hard-fisted

M USIC

policy to  deal  with the 
‘Radecals’ and their ‘Loyyers.’ 
Perhaps this st rains the 
imagination, yet the plot in each 
drama did not vary a great deal. 
It is possibly something to 
consider as each new trial lays 
itself bare before us. If one had 
observed a duty to take in ‘Z’ 
one can appreciate the near base 
reality of repression, (political in 
nature), nd one in this instance 
is not strained to move a border, 
or boundary or two in he 
application of its presence. 
Consider a reverse conspiracy, 
and if such is the case, then we 
must be equally suspect of their 
motives for they are subject to 
the same tendency toward 
emotional distortion in certain 
instances, as are those who 
represent shades of the far Left, 
in America.

Or let us not pay any 
attention to all of this, go on, 
continue back to work in search 
of the Big Farm, of big brash 
corporate America, in New York 
preferably. Disassociate, cut off, 
turn away, make the big grab in, 
the big grab back. A house, a 
car, a suburban success and 
inherit all the conditions of your 
parents  »and your parents’ 
friends. Indeed one would be 
considered to have made it. One 
is faced with the task of joining 
or not. This is an altogether 
other conspiracy. Consider (Lao 
Tzu, 7th Century B.C.): ‘The 
Five tastes cloy. The Race, the 
hunt, can drive men made. And 
their booty leave them no peace. 
Therefore a sensible man, prefers 
the inner to the outer eye. He 
has his yes, and he has his no.’

But there aren’t any sensible 
men, it seems there never were, 
and so the day remains 
undisturbed.

Bootleg Records Racket Grows

by Steve Durovic

Sometime last fall, a white, 
no-label, two-record set, being 
called Great White Wonder, 
began appearing in record stores 
throughout the country. The 
word of the “ new” Bob Dylan 
album spread and GWW began to 
sell quickly.  But it was 
discovered that this album was 
not an “official” Columbia 
release (Dy l an ’s recording 
company to which he has been 
under contract since about 
1963), but rather made from 
tapes stolen from somewhere. 
Thus, the “ bootleg” record 
racket was bom.

The GWW LP was made up of 
some 1961 (apes of a private 
session (before Dylan signed 
with Columbia), some tapes of a 
private Dylan session with the 
Band in their  house in 
Woodstock, and a number taped 
o f f - t h e - a i r  of a Dylan 
performance on Johnny Cash’s 
TV show. The whole LP was put 
together, released, and sold 
wi thout  either Dylan’s or 
Col umbi a ’s knowledge and 
permission. Nobody knew who 
was responsible for the LP, or 
where it came from other than 
the general Los Angeles vicinity. 
Delivery to record stress was 
made by unknown people in a 
strictly hush-hush “wanna buy 
some grass” manner. Within the 
last several months, GWW has 
been joined by several other 
bootleg LP’s, most notably one 
on the Stones’ live concert in 
Oakland in November (called 
LIVER Than You’ll Ever Be), 
one on the Plastic Ono Band’s 
Peace Concert in Toronto, and 
several more Dylan LP’s, ranging

from good quality (The John 
Birch Society Blues) to terrible, 
cheap, shoddy releases, springing 
up from various unknown
sources.

Suit Filed in 
U.S. District Court

After GWW, both Dylan and 
especial ly Columbia were
obviously upset. Columbia,
angered by what they felt was a 
violation of their rights to Dylan 
material and ostensibly because 
such an LP was injurious to the 
integrity and reputation of an 
artist (and probably, mostly
because they felt money was 
being taken from them), swung 
into action with a whole battery 
of attorneys and “ private eyes.” 
What they uncovered, according 
to affidavits filed in the U.S. 
District Court in Los Angeles 
was that two long-haired types 
had run off a small series of 
these LP’s, from a tape they put 
together, last summer, had sold 
some, and then got cold feet and 
disappeared into Canada with 
several  thousand copies. 
However, two other men who 
own record shops in L.A. made a 
tape of one of these bootleg LP’s 
and, step by step, had masters 
and record stampers made of 
this tape at different, small, local 
record processing firms; and 
then went to a third small firm 
to have the records pressed and 
packaged. Estimates of how 
many of this second GWW series 
were sold ranges from 40,000 to 
100,000 and up. Nobody knows 
for sure. The prices went to as 
high as $20 per set in New York

(Continued on page 7)


