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aim of Joseph’s Band v.U.S.

Joseph Taliaferro

The treatment o f the American 
Indian is a tragic but real part o f  
the development o f this country. 
The law was abused and misused 
as the Indian was herded from  
reservation to reservation, as 
each treaty in its turn was 
violated. In this connection, the 
Law Weekly has asked Henry B. 
Taliaferro, a Washington 
attorney, to discuss the case o f 
Joseph’s Band o f the Nez Perce 
Tribe v. United States, which he 
is presently arguing before the 
Indian Claims Commission.

Mr. Tahalerro graduated Phi 
Betta Kappa from the University 
o f Oklahoma, and attended the 
Oklahoma College o f Law. In 
1966-67 he served as Executive 
Director o f  the Neighborhood 
Legal Services Program in 
Oklahoma City. In 1967-68 he 
was appointed to the sta ff o f the 
Presiden t ’s Na tional Ad visory 
Commission on Civil Disorders. 
In 1968-69 he served as Solicitor 
for Indian Affairs o f the 
Department o f the Interior.

The Indian Claims Commission has taken evidence in a 
novel case. It may be the first suit in the history of our 
jurisprudence attempting to recover damages for the 
destruction of a people as a social, political and economic 
entity. At this earliest point, the reader should know that 
this writer can lay no claim to objectivity. He appeared as 
attorney for plaintiffs on January 28, 1970, when trial was 
held on issues bearing on the Government’s liability in the 
case of Joseph’s Band of the Nez Perce Tribe v. United 
States 1/. The action was filed under the Indian Claims 
Commission Act 2/. That Act conferred jurisdiction on the 
Commission to hear and determine tribal claims against the 
United States, including “claims based upon fair and 
honorable dealings that are not recognized by any existing 
rule of law or equity.” 3/. The novel and inclusive language 
of that provision, known as the “fair and honorable 
dealings clause,” has puzzled the bar, the Indian Claims 
Commission and the courts.

Congress, and the Commission under the Act, have 
most often been asked to consider takings by the United 
States of Indian lands and other injuries to Indian property 
rights.

The Joseph’s Band seeks compensation for destruction 
of its collective human right to exist as a functioning 
social, political and economic unit. Based on the fair and 
honorable dealings clause, the Band asserts that its 

(Continued on page 6)
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An Open Letter 
By S.B.A. Head
Fellow Students:

Within the past six months 
the SBA has been the target of 
at least four petitions for 
censorship and/or disbandment. 
Controversy has been centered 
around the merits of the 
following; The October l 51h 
Moratorium Program, SBA 
Support of Cesar Chavez and the 
Grape Workers, The New 
Recruitment Program, and the 
Restriction of SBA’s Functions 
to the Immediate Confines of 
GULC. One court action (of the 
self abortive variety) was filed to 
restrain the use of SBA funds. 
Numerous letters, of varying 
degrees of virulence, have been 
sent to the Law Weekly in 
opposition to the SBA. One, 
from a student to whom I have 
never spoken, referring to my 
thinking as being “ implicit(ly) 
fascist.” Unlike Thomas Foran 
and William Buckley, however, I 
don ’t feel it’s necessary to 
respond to the accusation.

On the other hand I feel that 
it is necessary for me to respond 
to some of the general criticism, 
and lawyerly misinterpretation, 
leveled'at the SBA this past year.
I will discuss briefly several of 
the more controversial SBA 
programs, by running reaction to 
faculty and administrative 
roadblocks, and finally my views 
on the issues in the upcoming 
elections.

Chavez Contribution

We supported Cesar Chavez 
in September by contributing 
S I00 to the Farm Workers Legal 
Fund. In retrospect,  I regret this 
action. We should have given 
$500 or even S I 000. Every law 
student ; t  Georgetown had 
advance notice, posters were 
everywhere, and the opportunity 
to hear Cesar articulate his cause

at the Washington Cathedral was 
free of charge. If contributions 
have to be so rationalized, 
perhaps in the future law 
students might even consider 
crossing town on a week day 
night to broaden their horizons 
and see how their elected 
delegates are spending money. 
We, of course, are very gratified 
to think that our humble 
contribution may in some way 
have helped the grape workers 
achieve their initial union 
recognition as was reported this 
past week. Viva la Huelga! My 
response to critics who have 
raised the ultra vires issue in this 
context is simply this: 
Georgetown law students have as 
much right to dissent against 
SBA policy with respect to 
matters such as Cesar Chavez, 
funding of B.A.L.S.A., etc. as 
does Spiro Agnew to criticize 
“ bussing” and college admissions 
po l ic ies  toward minority 
students. My criticism is: Don’t 
argue states rights as a lofty 
philosophical and constitutional 
position when what you mean is 
that you hate niggers.

At a recent faculty meeting 
one professor asked rhetorically 
why I was “ pushing” law 
students into involvement, and 
“ isn’t there a right to be 
apathetic?” My answer couldn’t 
be more succinct. No. A law 
student does not have the right, 
neither now nor in the future, to 
be apathetic. The fact that 
lawyers in this country are far 
and away the money holding, 
power wielding elite, from the 
U.S. Senate to the Office of the 
General Counsel of General 
Electric, should be sufficient to 
say that we do indeed have an 
obligation considerably higher 
than thaT 'o^the silent majority. 
For a law student not to  be able

(Continued on page 7)

Journal Picks 
New Editor

John Kane has been named 
E d i t o r - i n - C h i e f  o f  th e  
Georgetown Law Journal for the 
academic year 1970-1971. A 
1967 graduate of Yale 
University, Kane worked for 
VISTA after graduation. He also 
taught elementary school in 
Missouri before coming to 
Georgetown.

Professing an interest in the 
constitutional aspects of urban 
and local government, the new 
Editor indicated he was headed 
in the direction of Urban 
Consultation upon graduation. 
Kane also praised the Law 
Journal experience for providing 
a forum for serious intellectual 
exchange and for opening up 
areas of law which would 
otherwise remain unexplored.

NOTICE
Applications for positions as 
Law Club Presidents are now 
available in the Registrar’s 
Office and must be returned 
by April 11. All students who 
will be at least second year 
students in the day or night 
division in 1970-71 may 
apply.

Protestor’s Attack Statute
A score of area college 

students appeared on April 2 
before Judge Daley of the Court 
of General Sessions to face 
charges of violating a statute 
which prohibits demonstrations 
within 500 feet of a foreign 
embassy. The argument was 
confined to a motion to dismiss 
in which the defense argued that 
the statute permitted selective 
e n f o r c e m e n t  and  was 
unconstitutional.

The defense case was 
grounded on a line of supreme 
Court cases which have attacked 
the constitutionality of some 
state statutes as vague, as a prior 
restraint of First Amendment 
freedoms, and as giving too 
much interpretative discretion to 
the police. Special emphasis was 
given a 1964 decision, Cox v. 
Louisiana 379 U.S. 536 (1964). 
In addition, it was argued that 
the fact that the statute permits 
demonstrations in front of 
embassies when labor union 
issues are involved constituted a

violation of defendants’ rights 
under the Fifth Amendment 
Due Process Clause. The defense 
contended that these decisions 
overruled a 1938 District of 
Columbia case upholding the 
statute, which was re-affirmed 
by the District Court of Appeals 
in January of this year.

The prosecuting attorney 
argued in response that the 
statute was capable of a 
common sense interpretation by 
police and protestors alike, and 
t h a t  p r o t e c t i n g  t h e  
representatives of foreign powers 
was a sufficient enough 
governmental interest to entail a 
constitutional restriction of First 
Amendment rights.

Judge Daley followed the 
recent decision in the Court of 
Appeals and rejected the motion 
to dismiss on the First 
Amendment issue; however, he 
reserved for further study the 
argument that the statutory 
exception for labor union 
disputes violated due process.

IMF’s Gold 
Will Speak

T h e  G e o r g e t o w n  
International Law Society and 
the Institute for International 
and Foreign Trade Law will 
present Mr. Joseph Gold, the 
General Counsel of the 
International Monetary Fund, 
who will speak at the Law 
Center on Wednesday, April 8 in 
Hall 7 at 12:00 noon. Mr. Gold 
will compare “ Gold and Special 
Drawing Rights as a Reserve 
Asset in International Law.”

Historically, the sole basis for 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  m o n e ta r y  
transactions has been gold. In 
July 1969, the Directors of the 
IMF adopted a new concept of 
international reserve assets: 
s p e c ia l  Draw ing Rights. 
Commonly referred to as ‘paper

gold’, this new reserve asset 
supplements gold as a basis of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  m o n e t a r y  
expansion. Joseph Gold was 
instrumental in the creation of 
this new concept.

Background

Mr. Gold is a British citizen 
who obtained his L.L.B. and 
L.L.M. from the University of 
London and an S.J.D. from 
Harvard Law School. From 1942 
to 1946 he was the Legal 
Advisor to the British Merchant 
Shipping Mission in Washington, 
D.C. He joined the Legal 
Department of the IMF in 1946 
and was appointed its General 
Counsel in 1960. He is the 
author of numerous publications 
on international law.

The faculty and students of 
the Law Center are cordially 
invited to attend Mr. Gold’s 
presentation.
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id  e st . . .
Last Words

With graduation quickly approaching for third year 
students one cannot help having mixed reactions at the 
closing of a period in one’s life.

For all of us have spent a minimum of nineteen years in 
the pursuit of this goal although many of us are still not 
sure exactly why. But after this prolonged experience, we 
are in one sense perfectly fitted for only one function - 
that is to be professional students. We know all of the rules 
of that game; we know how far we can and must go to 
meet its requirements. We know if we can get away with 
cutting classes and cramming for finals and whether we can 
live with ourselves if we play the game that way. We have 
learned to both respect and understand men who have 
decided to share their inadquate knowledge (as all 
knowledge is inadequate) with us as we have decided that 
we no longer can regard any individual as deserving 
unquestioned acceptance.

But being too assured in one’s role results in stagnation 
and inevitably has led to boredom and resentment of that 
role. Thus many of us question the necessity for the last 
year of law school - a year which most of us fill our time 
with other endeavors outside of school. It may be that the 
third year is a necessary transition between one role and 
another; if this be true, it may also be wondered whether a 
clinical type approach, similar to that used in medicine, 
might not make this transition easier.

In any event, one game is almost over and we now must 
go on to learn the rules, restrictions, etc. of a new one. 
Whether the old game was worth the effort expended is 
now moot, but at least we can take some satisfaction in 
the fact that wemasteredit. Whether the new game will be 
worth the increased effort may be questionable, but it will 
do for most of us until another comes along.

Questions and Awards

Since this will be my last chance to use up print, I 
would like to take this opportunity to pose some 
unanswered questions and make a few awards to unsung
members of the Law Weekly staff.

Questions

What will Richard Nixon do when he no longer has to 
run for the Presidency? What does he believe in or hate? 
He has been in office for a year and a half and yet one 
seems unable to get into him. It’s as if his famous five 
o’clock shadow was a symbol of things to come.

When will the ABA.  and the A.M.A. merge? Is it 
possible to be a lawyer, a follower of the canons of ethics, 
and an individual human being at the same time?

Is there one institution in the U.S. functioning 
adequately, or more accurately put, are humans capable of 
governing themselves? How long will the violent radical 
left continue to fool itself into believing that the majority 
of the people in this country agree with them? (Their 
motto should be “Power to the right people.” ) If they 
were to assume power what type of dictatorship would 
result?

Are other law schools like GULC in the fact that the 
foremost gripe of the students is the faculty, and vice 
versa? Arc the majority of the students against the S.B.A., 
Law Weekly, etc. for anything?

Why have people from Mike Gragert to Marty 
McKernan, Bobby Koen, et al., worked their hearts out for 
a “school newspaper?”

Has anyone ever finished one of these editorials, and if 
so, why?

Awards

The following awards are made to unsung members of 
the Law Weekly staff - in the hope that those excluded will 
understand that budgetary requirements necessarily 
restrict the number that could be given.

To Willie Schatz, the best sportswriter and fearless 
prognosticator on the Fast Coast, is awarded the Golden 
Athletic Supporter. The silver ear plug award is 
symphonically given to Steve Durovic. The Jules Feiffer 
Poison Pen Award is presented to Blair Lee. This award 
includes one quart of organic ice cream and a watch that is 
one hour fast. The Women's Liberation, Femininity, and 
Reliability Award goes to Mary McGushin, Jo Gramling, 
and D’Ana Johnson. Allen Kruger is presented with his

"Wow - 'Mailmen'. . .  must be a new radical group I didn't know about"

very own telephone, while George Taft will receive one 
thousand form “letters to the editor.” Finally, Michael 
Gragert is presented Stephen Gore’s Law Weekly stock and 
a pair of new shoes.

And to the student body, I present my most coveted 
gift - my future silence.

eng

Letters

To The Editor

Dear Sir:
At last Friday’s Faculty 

meeting, which I and the other 
student members of the
Academic Standards Committee 
were invited to attend (but not 
vote), a motion was narrowly 
defeated which might have
expanded our grading system by 
adding at least one new 
category. Once again we find 
unilateral Faculty action on an 
issue of primary student 
concern. The next Faculty
meeting is scheduled for debate 
on ranking, and unless student 
opinion is shown to the 
contrary, some form of Dean's 
List will probably be established. 
I therefore asked John Kolojeski 
to present to us on the SBA 
Flection ballot all the ranking 
proposals before the Faculty. I 
urge rejection of each and every 
one of them.

The first proposal would 
merely publish the probable 
incidence of "Good” and 
“ Distinguished" in percentage 
range form, i.e., 45%-60% and 
20%-30%, respectively. While 
this seems innocous enough, it 
a c tu a l ly  distorts grades 
downwardly, making even 
o u ts ta n d in g  performances 
appear mediocre. For instances 
record of 3 “D”s and 2 “G’’s, 
according to the percentages, 
would show performance in the 
top 1/4 of the class in three 
courses, and the middle of the 
class in two. The logical 
conclusion to be made is that 
this ranks'well below the top 1/4 
but probably in the top 1/2, 
overall. In reality, 3 “D”s is both 
Law Journal and into the top 
1 /10  of the class!

The second proposal would 
add a Dean's List comprising the 
top 1/4 of the class annually, 
which requires one-third of all 
class hours (about two courses) 
to be “ D." However, this 
coincides almost identically with 
the Journal cutoff, reemphasizes 
its impact, and invites 
interviewing law firms to refuse 
consideration of anyone falling 
short.

The last proposal would

instead designate the top 10%- 
requiring approximately 3 “ D"s. 
While this suffers the fewest 
drawbacks, it also offers the 
least incentive, permitting only a 
very few to claim a near miss, 
and even less to achieve it.

Obviously, ranking is 
unnecessary to a legal education. 
It is designed to be a shorthand 
evaluation of students, but 
certainly not for students, for its 
availability obscures other and 
more valid evaluative criteria. An 
employer who would rely on the 
quick convenience of a class 
rank, rather than spend time 
reviewing a complete profile, 
does everyone a disservice.

Alan R. Fener

(Continued on page 5)

LIBRARY
NOTICE

RULFS OF THE 
LIBRARY

LIBRARY HOURS.
9:00 A.M. - 12:00 P.M. 

Monday - Friday
9:00 A.M. - 6:00 P.M. 

Saturday
1:00 P.M. - 12:00 P.M. 

Sunday

1. The Library is for the use 
of Georgetown students 
and faculty only.

2. There will be rfo”eating, 
drinking, or smoking in 
the Library.

3. No saving of books or 
seats.

4. No book will be removed 
from the Library without 
being signed out.

5. Students are requested to 
reshelve their books.
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1970’s Candidates For S.B.A. Presidency

Jeff Peterson
In announcing my candidacy 

for the presidency of the SBA l 
am seeking the support of those 
students who believe that the 
Student Bar Association and its 
House of Delegates should play 
an active and constructive role in 
the life of the Law Center. That 
role should be two-fold: first, 
the House of Delegates must 
provide meaningful services 
directly related to the 
functioning of the law school. 
This function includes the airing 
and redressing of specific school 
problems and the provision of 
certain services such as the 
publication of a Student 
Directory, exam books, course 
critiques. But the House of 
Delegates' role has a second and 
broader area of concern. That is, 
to voice opinion on issues of 
importance to the legal 
community and have that vpice 
be effective where it will do the 
most good.

Student Participation

I support the policy of having 
full and meaningful student 
p a r t i c ip a t io n  on faculty 
committees. As Chairman of the 
student delegation to the 
Faculty Affairs Committee and 
as a member of the Appeals 
Committee I have worked 
toward that goal.

I have supported the 
controversial appropriations for 
the recruitment program, Cesar 
Chavez, and BALSA. I believe 
that each of these programs 
furthered the law school and the 
legal community. As to the 
recruitment program l supported 
that plan with the idea of 
recruit ing  more minority
students, women, and activists in 
the law. I oppose any 
recruitment policy based on 
political belief. Programs
approved by the SBA must not 
be allowed to change in nature 
b e t w e e n  ap p rova l  and 
implementation. In part this 
happened with the recent 
recruitment program.

The recruitment controversy 
shows the great need for a 
revision and clarification of the 
rights and duties of the SBA and 
of the powers of the 
Administration with respect to 
authorized SBA programs. Major 
constitutional revisions should 
be made in the SBA charter for 
this purpose. In making these 
changes the underlying theme 
should not be vying for power 
but rather a working out of the 
relative rights and duties of both 
faculty and student to foster a 
common goal -  the best 
educational experience possible 
at GULC.

Full Tim e Effort

Although f am a third year 
student in the evening division 1 
will give full time and attention 
to the presidency if elected. This

year 1 have participated in SBA 
activities more than the majority 
of delegates and some of the 
officers. While the SBA often 
suffered for lack of a quorum 1 
did not miss a single meeting. I 
have also been engaged in other 
outside activity, including the 
chairing and membership of two 
committees. 1 am Co-Chairman 
of the 1970 Law Day Program, 
Moderator of the Georgetown 
Young Democrats. 1 was 
formerly a staff member of the 
Law Journal.

In the area of politics 1 write 
a political column for a 
Connecticut daily newspaper 
and am active in campaign work 
for U.S. Senate candidate Joe 
Duffey of Connecticut.  I 
organized and am coordinating 
Law Students for Democratic 
Senate Victories in 1970 which 
has provided comprehensive data

(Continued on page 8)

Robert Borkenhagen

The purpose of the Student 
Bar Association is to serve the 
students. As President, I shall 
work toward that goal in three 
major areas. First, the SBA 
would meet all students' 
financial needs on the basis of 
need rather than scholarship. 
Second, students would have a 
one third participating voice on 
the Tenure Committee. Third, I 
shall initiate and lead a dynamic 
and effective fund raising 
program. In addition, I plan to 
hold regular and frequent SBA 
office hours and actively solicit 
student views and participation, 
distribute a student directory 
early in the school year, and 
provide more effective assistance 
for students seeking part-time or 
summer employment.

Scholarships

1 will work for a realistic 
financial assistance program for 
students. The present system is 
based primarily on scholarship 
and only secondarily on need. 
Scholarship, in my judgment, 
should not be the primary 
requirement for receiving 
financial assistance. The sole 
requirement should be that the 
student be in good standing in 
the law center and that he 
provide proof of need.

The student body now has no 
voice in determjning which 
instructors are granted tenure. I 
strongly feel that students 
should have a one third 
participating voice on the 
Tenure Committee. The Tenure 
Committee, presently composed 
of A d m in is t r a to r s  and 
Instructors cannot accurately 
judge the competence of 
individual instructors in the 
classroom. Students can. And 
students who must pay for their 
legal education should have an 
active anc^ effective voice in 
determining which instructors

(Continued on page 7)

Robert Crowley

During my two years at the 
Law Center, 1 have too often 
found evidence and felt that 
Georgetown just didn’t seem to 
care. Some fellow students have 
expressed this feeling to me, and 
I am sure that many others of 
you feel this way even though 
you may have said nothing. The 
causes of this condition are 
many, not just one, but the SBA 
has contributed to rather than 
alleviated the situation. 1 wish to 
See a change, and for this reason 
1 am running for SBA President.

I am sure that you will read 
numerous proposals and 
promises from all of the 
candidates. You are familiar 
with a lot of the typical elect-me 
type proposals -- teacher 
evaluations, more student 
power, better teachers ~ 1 am in 
favor of these, but who isn’t? It 
seems to me that we should 
make our Georgetown 
experience as simultaneously 
profitable and pleasant as 
possible. How can we say that a 
school which now bars entrance 
from all but one door and 
relegates the ladies who attend 
school to a single rest room in a 
rat-infested basement is making 
the necessary effort. The SBA 
has a role in this effort, but is 
there a student book store, a 
student directory, course 
critiques, exam books each

(Continued on page 7)

Curtis White

The following commentary was 
released, on behalf of Curtis 
White, by a member of his 
campaign staff.

Curtis White, a second year 
student in the day division, is 
presently the Secretary of and 
has served as a former delegate 
to the S.B.A. A graduate of 
Florida Southern University and 
a Marine veteran, White has been 
active in educational endeavors 
as a school instructor, an 
assistant educational specialist, 
and a member of the Board of 
Directors of The Freedom 
School. In addition, he has 
served as a Consultant on Unrest 
in Core Cities and has 
participated in civil rights 
activities such as freedom rides

and voter registration drives. At 
GULC, White is a member of the 
Legal Aid Society and ^ a Law 
Club President.

Academic Matters

Regarding academic matters 
at GULC, Curt White stated that 
he advocates “changes in the 
exam procedure to allow greater 
flexibility in course selection, 
changes in course scheduling for 
night students so as to offer a 
more diverse course selection, 
and a general course reform 
which would involve more 
emphasis on contemporary 
issues in course content, more 
clinical experience for the 
tax-oriented student as well as 
the student interested in 
individual rights.” Moreover, 
White feels that there should be 
“more direct law school 
i n volvement with the 

(Continued on page 7)

Jeff Moss
In my campaign for the SBA 

presidency, I am proposing a 
platform to meet the problem of 
a b s e n t e e i s m ,  p ro g ra m  
implementation, communica
tion, scope and sensitivity ip 
student opinion, I intend to use 
the basic tool of Constitutional 
reform along with planning and 
organization in a drive to make 
the basic functions of the SBA 
predictable and make the 
i m p red ic tab le  functions 
manageable.

Besides service and 
undergraduate experience, I have 
participated in the SBA as 
Delegate Treasurer, member of 
an admissions advisory board, 
and student chairman of the 
s t ud e n t-f  a culty Budget 
Committee. In two years the 
SBA has shown the lack of 
continuity inherent to the SBA 
cons ti tu t ional  structure. 
Elections, for example, occur at 
a time that precludes adequate 
planning for early fall functions, 
and forces each new 
administration to operate under 
a budget proposed by the old 
administration. 1 believe my 
inside experience has given me 
the insight to changes necessary 
to make the SBA a viable 
organization that can serve as a 
conduit for student services and 
a forum for opinions.

Issues

1) Donations to outside causes
or organizations: Without
reaching the merits of causes 
such as the grapeworkers and the 
Biafran situation, I consider 
donations to them from the SBA 
Treasury to be breaches of our 
fiduciary relationship to the 
student body. SBA monies are 
designated for programming or 
projects that benefit GULC 
students. In both of the cases 
cited, booths could have been 
the gauge by which support 
measured.
2) The Haynsworth and Carswell 
opinions: While I question the 
weight of opinion we voiced, 1

(Continued on page 7)

Peter Sissman

If elected president of the 
SBA, I would abolish it as the 
useless institution it has proven 
to be, and launch instead an 
aggressive lawsuit campaign to 
establish the student rights for 
which the SBA was founded, but 
which in fact it has not, does 
not, and apparently cannot 
produce. I would also propose a 
complete restructuring of the 
GULC decision making process.

At present, no student is 
being represented adequately. 
The one thing that conservative, 
radical and moderate students 
have in common is that they 
cannot make their influence felt 
at GULC.

My main interest as an SBA 
presidential candidate is to 
insure that every Georgetown 
law student will be able to be 
heard on whatever subject he 
wishes.

As it stands now, the paths to 
effective remedies for grievances 
by a student are effectively 
blocked by two things: The 
decision making process at the 
law school, and the Student Bar 
Association.

The decision making 
procedure blocks effective 
change because all policy 
decisions are ultimately made by 
the Executive Faculty. This 
renders any decision by the 
student-faculty committees 
ineffective because the decision 
maker, the Executive Faculty, 
can and often does disregard the 
decisions of the committees. 
Furthermore, there is no 
publicity about pending or 
completed student-faculty 
committee decisions which 
r e n d e r s  r e s p o n s i v e  
representation impossible. 
Dissemination of information is, 
of course, an administrative 
function which our GULC 
administrators have failed to 
fulfill.

The SBA blocks student 
democracy by inserting a third 
middleman between the student 
and the decision maker. What 
this means is that if a student 
has a complaint or problem he 
must first convince the SBA of 
the merit of his position and 
then the SBA must try and 
convince the decision makers. 
This situation results from the 
fact that students as individuals 
have no standing (as far as 
anyone can tell since the 
Administration has not seen fit 
to publish standards or 
procedures) before either the 
committees or the Faculty, but 
are instead encouraged to take 
their grievances and ideas to the 
SBA.

The SBA’s main function at 
present, in my judgment, is to 
take care of details and 
administration for which 
well-paid administrators were 
hired. For example, the Faculty 
last year delayed the grading 
change on the grounds that

(Continued on page 4)
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Standards and Grading
By Richard P. Caro

The committee has recently 
completed its review of the 
present grading system. This 
r e e v a l u a t i o n  w a s  a 
comprehensive study not only of 
the reports and recommenda
tions from members of the 
faculty, administration and 
student body but also of a 
statistical analysis of the Law 
C e n t e r ’s grading system 
experience over the previous 
eleven academic years, and of 
evaluative reports concerning 
grading systems at some other 
law schools. The final 
r e c o m m e n d a t io n  of the 
committee to the faculty is that 
the present system remain intact 
but with the minor change of 
using the term Pass instead of 
the term Low Pass: but without 
changing the concept of the 
category.

Many of my own classmates 
have said that we have simply an 
A, B, C, D, F system and that 
they prefer the traditional labels 
to the present ones, since every 
one is more familiar with these 
letter symbols. Others have 
argued that the numerical 
system was far more accurate, 
and that if we cannot return to 
numbers then the A,B,C,D,F 
system with pluses and minuses 
should be used. Others 
contended that there should be 
either a Pass-Fail system or 
merely a Pass system.

System Is Conceptual

Our system is a concept 
system rather than a symbolic 
system. In symbolic grading 
systems, both numerical and 
alphabetical, there have always 
been two grade distortions. The 
first distortion is that each 
professor has his own standard 
of satisfactory work. Some are 
more demanding than others, 
even when the course is the 
same. No grading system can 
com plete ly  eradicate this 
difference, though efforts are 
being made by the faculty to 
rninimi/.e this discrepancy, for 
example by giving the same 
exam. The second distortion in 
the symbolic system is lliat each 
faculty member used his own 
symbol to represent the concept 
of satisfactory performance. For 
one it was 72, for another it was 
78. In general though, it was 
found that 50% of the student 
body was within a two point 
range of 76. This meant that 
although a 72 may have 
expressed the same level of 
performance as a 78, yet the 
ranking evaluation placed one 
within the top quarter and the 
other in the bottom quarter.

The concept system seeks to 
bypass this grade distortion. No 
matter what the standard of 
satisfactory performance is, each 
professor will express this 
performance by using the GOOD 
category. This category was 
meant to include that 50% four 
point spread.

The first purpose then of a 
concept grading system is to 
eliminate this distortion of a 
symbolic grading system. Its 
second objective is to measure 
only those differences in the 
relative quality of performance 
which are important enough to 
be valid and of real consequence 
and materiality. The question 
that addresses itself to this 
second objective is that of how 
many categories to have. It was 
decided last year that our 
student body, though above 
average, was not homogenous 
enough to justify going to a 
Pass-Fail system. Reports from 
some law schools that have 
experimented with a total 
Pass-Fail system have indicated a

widespread discontent among 
the faculty and a good part of 
the student body. This is the 
danger present in having too 
few. Too many would create the 
need for some system of 
averaging thus rendering the 
categories less meaningful in 
themselves. So the present 3-2 
system was adopted.

More Categories?

Some professors and students 
have expressed the desire for 
more categories. Most of the 
criticisms have been directed at 
the Good category as being too 
broad. The Good category 
includes those borderline 
Distinguished and Low Pass. The 
two recommendations discussed 
in reference to this problem 
were first dividing Good into 
two equal categories and second 
replacing the Low Pass category 
with a slightly conceptually 
larger category.

The committee opposed the 
first suggestion on the grounds 
that in the light of our past 
experience that the Good 
category is worth retaining as it 
is and that the difference among 
students within this category is 
inconsequential, and that 
borderline cases will evidence in 
their overall performances a 
number of Distinguishes or Low 
Passes, as the case may be.

The second suggestion was 
also opposed because of the 
widespread desire to retain the 
Low Pass concept which many 
of the faculty members have 
found extremely useful and also 
because it was felt that such a 
change would result in a 
downward pulling of the grade 
distribution, especially in light 
of the fact that in a few cases 
the Low Pass designation’s use 
was inordinately high

In other cases, it was found 
that Distinguished was used far 
less than the mean, or far more 
than the mean; or that Low Pass 
was used far less than the mean. 
This would tend to suggest that 
part of the difficulty expressed 
with the Good category may lie 
in reference to the application of 
other categories. It was staled 
last year that doubtful cases 
should be resolved in favor of 
the higher grade designation. If a 
given professor, then, finds 
trouble with borderline high 
Goods, part of the problem 
might be that his use of 
Distinguished is too narrow. And 
so also for borderline low 
Goods.

No Changes Recommended

The conclusion of the 
committee not to recommend 
any category or concept changes 
was also based on a statistical 
analysis of last years’ grades as 
compared with those of the 
previous ten years. It was found 
that the present system 
evidenced a greater consistency 
of performance by the individual 
student than the numerical 
system, and that there was an 
overall greater uniformity of 
its application by the faculty 
than was evidenced by the 
numerical system. The present 
system therefore is proving to be 
superior.

T h e  o n l y  c h a n g e  
recommended was a terminology 
change - not a concept change. 
Mrs. Tucci had urged that 
something be done with the 
term l ow Pass since many of 
those interviewing our students 
expressed confusion as to its 
meaning. It was recommended 
that Pass be used to designate 
the category without changing 
its concept or broadening its 
scope. If adopted, it would be 
recommended that the change
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The final lecture of the E.D. 
White lectures featured Willard 
Wirtz, former Secretary of Labor 
under presidents Kennedy and 
Johnson. Presented by the 
Institute of Law, Human Rights 
and Social Values Mr. Wirtz 
spoke to a moderate crowd on 
Professional Responsibility and 
the Public Interest.

Public Interest Defined

He first defined what he 
meant by public interest. It 
must, as a minimum, include 
survival. Freedom from crime, 
from pollution, and from hunger 
which are included in survival 
are basic to interests of the 
public. Without them there will 
soon be no public. The public 
interest also includes a freedom 
of opportunity. Freedom, said 
Mr. Wirtz, means more than “ the 
freedom of both the rich and the 
poor to sleep under bridges.” 
There must be an opportunity 
f o r  e d u c a t i o n  and 
representation. The Public 
Interest is best served when 
every person has an opportunity 
to make his life meaningful and 
satisfying to himself and to 
others. Quoting Sophocles, 
Edward Douglass White, 
Melville, and former justice Abe 
Fortas, Mr. Wirtz tried to show a 
brand of law that does not 
restrain freedom to allow 
freedom for all -- “a freedom of 
institution” -- but rather a 
freedom that reeducates and 
makes all members of society 
able to maximize his abilities for 
the freedom of all.

Mr. Wirtz went on to say that 
there can be no moving for 
creative obligation of

Willard W. Wirtz
professional responsibility until 
we have stopped the killing in 
Vietnam and the crime in 
society. These two subjects 
divide us too deeply.

Current Problems

One of the greatest problems 
facing us today stated former 
S e c r e t a r y  Wi r t z ,  is 
communication. The individual 
is getting smaller and smaller as 
the group grows greater. The 
suffering of the individual is not 
communicated to those on the 
top. An example of this, said the 
former Labor Secretary, is the 
p resen t adm inistra tion 's  
acceptance of unemployment to 
cool off the economy while at 
the same time pumping money 
into a supersonic transport. 
Speeches like Agnew’s are 
communication and freedom of 
communication merely makes 
matters worse. What we need is 
more ideas such as the Pastorc 
Bill.

The other great problem 
facing us today -- probably the 
greatest except for the problem 
of peace is the environment. As 
Secretary of Labor. Mr. Wirtz 
said, he worked hard looking for 
jobs until he realized that it was 
not a problem of too lew jobs as 
much as it was one of too few 
people. The problem was best 
stated by Walt Kelly in his comic 
strip Pogo: “Our problem is 
insurmountable opportunity. It 
is the lawyers who must release 
the power within the individual 
and help them mount their 
opportunities.

If Pericles, Socrates, and 
Parmedites were to come back 
today Pericles would find 
government much the same as in 
his day. Socrates would 
probably feel that teaching had 
not changed much either, but 
Parmedites could not recognize 
science as the gentle philosophy 
he had known. This is because 
science is so profitable. It is the 
twin pulls of ambition and 
responsibility that have created 
more evil in this world than 
malice could dream of. Perhaps, 
Mr. Wirtz remarked, we could 
create a political party of those 
under thirty and over fifty-five 
who are not tied to these 
problems to create a pragmatic 
idealism. As Antigone said, 
“Only, when we have tried and 
failed have we failed.”
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SISSMAN,........................
(Continued from page 3) 

student opinion had not been 
heard from. This was despite the 
fact that students had already 
indicated their preference in a 
prior referendum. It was clear 
that the administration was not 
going to seek out student 
opinion so the SBA held the 
referendum.

Since the SBA is a bar to 
effective student representation 
and an organization that does 
the school administration’s 
work, I would abolish it. Failing 
that, I will, if elected, perform 
only those tasks which I feel will 
lead to increased student rights. 
I will not perform meaningless 
functions.

If elected I would further 
student interests by launching an 
aggressive campaign of litigation 
to vindicate student rights in 
such areas as library facilities 
and student access to their own 
files. It is shocking to me'that 
the decision to commit funds to 
the new Institute on Foreign 
Trade was made without full 
st udent-faculty-administration 
dialogue in light of what every 
member of the Georgetown legal 
community considers to be a 
disastrous library situation.

An alternative to the 
abolished ABA would be the 
abolition of the Executive 
Faculty as well, both units to be 
replaced by a 12-man GULC 
governing board made up of 6 
students and 6 faculty. Each 
group would elect its 6 
representatives. Any decision of 
the board could be put to 
referendum by a petition of 20% 
of the Georgetown legal 
community.

In the final analysis, my 
campaign stands for individual 
representation at GULC.
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Willard Wirtz Lecture

Committee Sets Seminar
By D'ana Johnson

The Committee on Women In 
the Law is a loosely structured 
group of students interested in 
advancing the participation of 
women in the legal profession. 
I t s  membership consists 
primarily of first year students, 
although able participation is 
rendered by upperclass students. 
Approximately ten members all 
work diligently toward the goals 
and aims the Committee has set. 
There are two active male 
students in the group, but it is 
hoped that more men will 
becom e interested. The 
Committee believes that men 
can play an integral part in 
effecting its ultimate purposes.

Its Purposes

The Committee began as a 
“ rap” session advancing general 
dissatisfaction with the limited 
participation of women in all 
facets of the judicial world. It 
set for its goals (1) 
implementation of a seminar -  
L e g a l  R e me d i e s  to 
Discrimination Against Women; 
(2) increasing recruitment of 
women law students; (3) 
exploring discrimination by 
employers -- law firms in 
particular; (4) discrimination in 
adm issions policies and 
scholarship grants .

To date, the Committee has 
implemented only two of its set

be retroactive, so that the school 
would have a uniform new 
system.

Finally, the task of 
reevaluation is not complete. 
The committee has done 
basically what it will do this 
year, hut part of its task is to 
constantly reevaluate. Many of 
the same objections and 
proposals will come up again, 
perhaps this year, definitely next 
year. Let yourself be heard.

purposes. On 
seminar on 
Discrimination 
was accepted 
Bowman has 
responsibility

March 18, the 
Remedies to 

Against Women 
Mrs. Barbara 
accepted the 

of teaching this
seminar, but the final details arc 
yet to be made.

The Committee has also 
mailed questionnaires to all 
women law students who 
anticipate being interviewed for 
jobs in law firms. It has hopes of 
obtaining relevant data by which 
to  a s sess  s e x -b a s e d  
discrimination in hiring. It has 
also petitioned indicating its 
position of such practices. The 
Committee’s stand is simply that 
if a woman interviewee indicates 
that a law firm has been 
discriminatory, that firm should 
be barred from interviewing 
persons at GULC.

Philosophy

The female members of the 
Committee have been labeled 
“Women’s Lib” (as well as other 
less complimentary names). The 
Committee has not officially 
affiliated itself with the 
Women's Liberation Movement 
or any such organization, 
although its members generally 
agree in substance with those 
ideals. The Committee’s position 
recognizes the desirability of 
effecting attitudinal changes 
through which equality for 
women will naturally come.

Next year the Committee 
hopes to interest more students 
in working toward its ideals. It 
cordially invites male students as 
well as female students to attend 
its meetings and to give their 
ideas.

In the immediate future, the 
Committee is preparing the 
workshop for Law Day, May 1. 
The topic tentatively selected is: 
“ Are Femininity and Law 
Compatible?” The Committee 
invites all interested students to 
attend.
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Dear Sir:

As a member of the S B.A. 
recruitment tour group, I seek to 
clarify (not defend) some of the 
philosophical notions involved in 
the conception and execution of 
this program. Lacking both the 
authority and the desire to speak 
for the entire recruiting group, l 
caution against holding each 
member to the precise language 
of this letter. Further, I should 
point out that our collective 
analysis was far wider and 
d e e p e r  than the brief 
explanation suggested here. For 
example, a discussion of the 
S.B.A.'s constitutional right to 
conduct such a tour, regardless 
of its political or social 
orientations is omitted.

It is my sense that, from the 
initial stages, the recruitment 
committee operated from the 
following accepted premises:

1) t h a t  a d m i s s i o n s  
procedure is now an almost 
e n t i r e ly  administrative- 
faculty function. Since the 
composition of the student 
body  is of prime 
importance to the quality 
and direction of the law 
school, all members of the 
Georgetown community 
m u s t  r e a l i z e  t ha t  
admissions, starting with 
recruitment and continuing 
t h r o u g h  s c h o la r s h ip  
allocation, must very soon 
become a process equally 
shared and controlled by 
students.

2) that we of the law 
school must further assume 
the obligation to expand 
and enlarge the political 
spectrum from which the 
Georgetown law student is 
c h o s e n .  T y p i c a l l y ,  
admissions is a function of 
the politics o f  four or five 
hand-picked meinber's of 
the staff - all of whom are 
thoroughly imbued with 
and convinced of the 
notion that the quality of 
legal education is measured 
by the number of graduates 
fed to Wall Street or the 
government agencies. As a 
result, relatively the same 
conservative over-balance is 
seen in every entering class. 
Yes, that composition is 
slowly changing - not 
because of any enlightened 
admissions stance but 
rather because all of youth 
i s  c h a n g i n g  a n d  
reactionaries are simply 
harder to find. The school 
must recognize that to 
insure that the law changes 
w i t h  t he  s o c i e t y , 
Georgetown must seek out 
m ore per son s w h ose 
personal politics are geared 
toward societal change. 
There is no reason for the 
law schools to continue as 
th e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  
training grounds for the 
c o r p o r a t e  m o n o l i th s .  
Lawyers, perhaps uniquely 
trained in those processes 
by which our economic and 
p o l i t i c a l  sy s te m  is 
perpetuated, should take 
the lead in questioning the 
validity and efficacy of the 
entire system. Assuming 
this role requires the 
recruitment of persons 
whose politics are challenge 
and not status quo oriented 
- persons unwilling to let 
lawyers live in a vacuum 
and cognizant that,  in a 
changing society, political, 
moral, and economic 
conviction must dictate the 
legal decision.

3 )  t h a t  t he  w ord  
‘"minority” means more 
than “ black.” Just as the
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p o l i t i c a l  s p e c t r u m  
represented here must be 
enlarged, so must the 
cultural spectrum. This is a 
nation of minority groups, 
many of which are 
effectively barred from the 
major political, social and 
economic institutions. The 
law schools are one more 
shameful index of minority 
repression. As the black 
recruitment program is 
continued, it must be 
expanded to include the 
active solicitation of such 
p e o p le s  as Indians, 
Mexican-Americans, and 
Puerto Ricans. In addition, 
the increased recruitment 
of women is a concomitant 
o f  recruiting among 
repressed minorities.

It is very difficult to deal
with an administration that
chooses to construct such
artificial semantic roadblocks as
“ institutional concern” and
“ uncoordinated” to mask what 
is obviously a real and political 
dislike for and resistance to the 
rightful role of the students in 
the operation of the law center. 
Nonetheless, the trip was 
“ coordinated,” real concessions 
having been made by both sides. 
The final result was a three trips 
that two faculty members and 
two recruiting committee 
representatives unanimously 
voted should be implemented.

I, personally, feel very 
sensitive to the suggestions and 
reactions of the student body. I 
think we all would openly 
encourage a broad discussion on 
the merits. I dismiss, however, 
that criticism intended to malign 
the trips on their rhetoric. We 
are all aware of that unfortunate 
legal habit of extracting from 

' context those two or three 
words which are then forced to 
independently survive as the 
foundations# j jf  a broad-bq^ed 
indictment. Discussions must be 
based on ideas, not words and 
phrases.

T h e  a t m o s p h e r e a t 
G e o rg e to w n  is changing. 
Students must lead that change. 
The recruitment tour is but one 
example of increased student 
involvement designed to improve 
not hurt GlILC and the legal 
profession.

Sincerely yours,

Leonard L. Cavise, 71

Dear Sir:

Your cartoons are superb! 
Keep them coming!

And I disagree with John J. 
Doran’s contention that young 
lawyers should not become 
involved in social issues. His legal 
mind is not sufficiently 
analytical to see that the two are 
inseparable, i.e., one doesn’t 
exist without the other.

Keep it up!

L. Boswell 

Attorney at Law

Dear Sir:
“ Indian File Or A Clinical 

Rap” written by Robert G. 
Koen and appearing on page 8 of 
th e  Ma r c h  1 1 , 1970
“ Georgetown Law Weekly” is 
the most practical approach to 
the basic educational program 
for a law student that 1 have 
read since I enrolled In law 
school in 1933.

After 32 years of active 
practice I am firmly convinced 
that the clinically-oriented 
program will go a long way in 
making lawyers out of law 
students. No law student 
regardless of his class standing or 
the reputation of the College or 
University from which he 
receives his L.L.B degree is 
qualified to engage in the active 
practice of law immediately 
following graduation and 
admission to the bar.

I do not know Bobby Koen; I 
did not graduate from 
Georgetown University but 1 am 
interested in the clinical 
approach to legal education 
which more closely resembles 
the type of training required of 
medical students before they are 
permitted to engage in private 
practice.

It was indeed gratifying to 
read an article in which a 
student of today is so keenly 
interested in becoming qualified 
in his profession as a lawyer 
before attempting to hang out 
the proverbial shingle.

Yours very truly, 
Francis J. Ortman

Raysour, Ortman,Barbour, 

Welch, and Bell

Dear Sir:

America certainly needs 
lawyers with broader interests 
and stronger convictions. 
Georgetown’s admissions policy 
has been unresponsive here, but 
the SBA recruiting trips are a 
biased, inadequate, and 
flamboyant response to very real 
problems.

First, radicals are not the 
only group traditionally 
discriminated against. Law 
schools must admit a very broad 
spectrum of American youth, 
and find a way to provide 
backing for them. This includes 
blacks, browns, and women, but 
also everyone whose parents 
have neither the cash nor the 
credit to pay for three years of 
full time school. Scholarships 
will always be limited: the 
obvious solution is the night 
school. Present students can 
provide room and board, and 
information about jobs and 
housing to entering students. 
Why limit law school to the 
upper and upper middle classes?

Second,’ the SfeA "recruiting 
trips are an inadequate response 
because they do not guarantee 
meaningful student participation 
in coming years in the recruiting, 
interviewing, and admitting of 
students. We need student 
participation in the admissions 
process, but not in April. The 
administration can fill the 
entering class from applications 
in hand in short order.

Third, the letters and the 
confrontation were certainly 
exciting, but produced far less 
than adequate planning and 
quiet negotiation would have.

You don’t have to be radical 
to change Georgetown.

Robert A. Knisely '72

Maryann Conway 71

Dear Sir:
With the increasing proximity 

to exams, the Student-Faculty 
Committee would like to draw 
the attention of students and 
faculty alike to the need for 
cooperation in the use of the 
library. Far too often, students 
are forced to visit the Library of 
Congress ,  the various- 
government agencies, or other 
law school libraries to do basic 
research that should be possible 
in our own library. This is a 
deplorable condition to exist at 
one of the nation’s leading law 
schools.

To provide for an immediate 
improvement of the facilities, 
for the students and faculty 
currently attempting to use 
them, the Library Committee 
feels it necessary to rcacquaint 
all concerned with basic library 
policies as well as point out 
several steps taken to alleviate 
the problem.

I. The rule against eating, 
drinking, and smoking is 
self-explanatory. To maintain an 
atmosphere conducive to serious 
study and research, it is 
absolutely necessary to remove 
unnecessary distractions. The
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consumption of food, and drink 
and smoking are certainly 
distracting, and in addition plays 
havoc with the books, floors, 
and tables.

2. Extra reading space has 
been provided by adding 
additional tables and ghairs to 
the main reading room as well as 
opening up the old Law Journal 
reading rooms to all students. In 
addition, numerous coat racks 
have been provided to do away 
with the need for storage on the 
tables or chairs.

3. Because the problem of 
missing books has reached 
alarming proportions, it seems 
necessary to reiterate the rules 
with regard to book check-out. 
(a) Books desired from the 
closed stacks must be asked for 
at the charge desk. Only Law 
Journal members are allowed in 
the closed stacks. Student charge 
slips are required to be filled out 
completely and accurately on 
every book desired. These books 
must be returned to the charge 
desk, at which time the book is 
noted and the charge slip 
returned, (b) The following 
material is NEVER removed 
from the reading room: reserve 
material, all material in the Main 
Reading Room, all loose-leaf 
materials, and all materials from 
the “ English Room .” (c) The 
only material ever allowed to 
leave the Library are Law 
Journals and certain other 
materials from the closed stacks. 
This material must be explicitly 
signed out for one night only. 
This overnight material may 
only be taken out after 9:00 
P.M. and must be returned by 
10:00 A.M. the following 
morning, (d) Because of the 
gravity of the problem, the 
Library Committee has been 
considering a variety of measures 
to indure greater book control. 
These measures include: guards 
at the doors,fines , and other 
similar sanctions. It is hoped 
that student-faculty cooperation 
will make these drastic measures 
unnecessary.

4. A five cent Xerox machine 
has been installed to replace the 
old ten cent machine in an effort 
to aid students in studying, 
research, etc.

Sincerely,

Ed McMahon
Student Chairman of the 

Library Committee

Dear Editor:

1 enjoyed reading the column 
written in last weeks Law
Weekly by guest writer Bruce
Myerson. However, it seemed 
that Mr. Myerson stopped too 
soon.

The points he brought out in 
support of the theory that
arbitrary recitation is a failure 
are most persuasive. The “ scare” 
tactic has no place in a
professional school. The 
ultimate effects of such tactics 
usually are the vague answers 
and half-truths we see all 
around. The solution is to 
eliminate this type of classroom 
conduct.

Since this criticism seems to 
be arrived at quite easily, it 
remains but to decide what 
alternative will be most effective 
in keeping the classroom an 
i n t e r e s t i ng  a nd  varied 
background -  one that can be of 
definite assistance in learning 
law. That alternative should at 
once be obvious. It would 
consist in basing some 
percentage of the final grade 
received in a course on the 
amount and quality of the 
student’s participation in that 
course.

To those who say that this is 
not to be desired, they need 
only realize that communication 
in the field of law is essential. 
There can be few better arenas 
to learn the art of effective

communication than the 
classroom here at Georgetown. 
The give and take between 
student and teacher will give the 
volunteer a taste of matching 
wits with a real “ devil’s 
advocate.” The quality of the 
participation should come up 
considerably also, since no one 
has argued that arbitrary 
recitation induces the most 
thought out answer to any 
question.

Sincerely,
Michael C. Addison 7 2

Dear Sir:
1 assume I am addressing the 

author of the editorial entitled: 
“ Splendor in the Grass” which 
appears in the Georgetown Law 
Weekly of March 18, 1970.

As a lawyer who has more 
than a passing acquaintance with 
drug abuse and the laws 
governing same, 1 am surprised 
to observe “liberal activists” like 
yourself continually confusing 
much-needed liberalization of 
penalties provided in federal and 
state marijuana laws as to 
possession and use, with 
“ legalizing marijuana.” As to the 
former, surely you are aware of 
c u r r e n t  C o n g r e s s i o n a l  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of the 
Dodd-Hruska bill, which erases 
the harsh, mandatory federal 
penalty in favor of an 
up-to-one-year misdemeanor 
sentence, with judicial discretion 
to make it much less, and 
including in appropriate cases, 
parole with no record. You must 
also be aware of belated but 
nevertheless current efforts in 
Maryland and Virginia (and 
many other states) to effectuate 
a more realistic penalty 
approach to the possession or 
use of marijuana. As to the latter 
p r o p o s i t i o n ,  legalizing 
marijuana, please remember that 
all of the qualities you claim for 
it, in your editorial, as compared 
to cigarettes and alcohol, are 
mere surmises on your part. 
There is, as yet, no definitive 
medical study which would 
prove anything, one way or the 
other, about psychological 
dependence, tendency to go on 
to other drugs, comparative 
strength of one variety as against 
another, along with dozens of 
other similar factors now being 
considered by NIMH, Public 
Health and other agencies. What 
is known in favor of grass is 
offset, but what is still 
unknown?

I would like to see, just once, 
and particularly from budding 
lawyers, a thoughtful expression 
which doesn’t immediately jump 
from the evils of current 
possession laws to all-out 
legalization. Think about the 
kind of society your children 
and mine would grow up in (one 
admittedly already steeped in 
legalized drugs like cigarettes 
and alcohol) if the best answer 
we can come up with is “ let’s 
put all mind-altering stuff on the 
open market, make it freely 
available to everybody and then 
we won’t have to worry about 
changing unjust laws.”

I, for one, expect better 
reasoning from law students 
than that. The effects of 
legalizing (if you and I interpret 
the term in the same manner) 
potentially harmful substances, 
or substances whose effects on 
the brain and body are not 
wholly understood, could 
become one of over-whelming 
disaster to this troubled society 
wc live in, and seriously impair 
sincere efforts to eliminate the 
evils of poverty, ignorance, 
injustice and discrimination 
upon which we have only so 
recently embarked.

Very truly yours,

Joseph L. Nellis
Lyon and Nellis

Page 5



JURIS .................................................................... (Continued from page I )

destruction resulted directly from a long course of specific 
acts and dealings by the United States which were other 
than “fair and honorable,” and which breached obligations 
undertaken by the United States within a “special 
relationship” with the Band arising from several sources.

Shameful History

With the possible exception of the story of the Battle at 
Little Big Horn, no event from the shameful history of our 
dealings with Indians has more often been told than the 
story of the famous “retreat” of Chief Joseph and his 
Band of Nez Perce. From June 7 until October 5, 1877, 
through the high mountain country of Oregon, Idaho and 
Montana, Chief Joseph led his people on a rugged trek 
toward Canada, while skillfully engaging the United States 
Army which was in hot pursuit. The speech Chief Joseph 
delivered when he surrendered to Colonel Nelson Miles and 
General O.O. Howard at the Bear Paw Mountains is 
probably the most famous prose poetry of an American 
Indian leader.

The facts of that Indian “war” and of the events 
preceding and following it, together with the ethnic 
history of Joseph’s Band, were introduced in evidence at 
the trial on January 28, 1970.

That evidence, uncontroverted by the United States, 
reveals the long course of specific affirmative acts of the 
Government which were unfair and dishonorable and 
combined to destroy the Band as an entity. The United 
States coerced other Nez Perce bands to sign a treaty in 
1863 which ended the Band’s legal rights to its aboriginal 
lands in the Wallowa-Imnaha country of southern Oregon. 
This breached an 1855 treaty which had reserved those 
lands for the Indians. Thus began the elimination of the 
territorial imperative on which the Band’s existence was 
based. The powerful Nez Perce tribe, of which Joseph’s 
Band was the strongest component, was permanently 
disrupted by the 1863 treaty, reducing its ability to resist 
white intrusion. The United States created an executive 
order reservation for the Band in part of the Wallowa 
Valley in 1873, then revoked it in 1875 and attempted to 
force the Band to move to the Lapwai Reservation in 
Idaho. The Army promised at the Bear Paw Mountains’ 
surrender to return the Band to Idaho, then transported it 
to temporary imprisonment at Fort Leavenworth on the 
Missouri River, under inhuman conditions and continued 
that confinement in the Indian Territory for almost eight- 
years. Indian agents living with the Band feared it would 
become extinct because of the number o f deaths occurring 
in the southern plains climate to which the members were 
not accustomed. Finally, in 1885, the Band was permitted 
to return to the Northwest. There they were dispersed into 
exile among strange tribes speaking foreign languages on 
the Colville Reservation in Washington, and among 
antagonistic members of other Nez Perce bands on the 
Lapwai Reservation in Idaho. Chief Joseph’s repeated 
petitions to Washington that the Band be permitted to 
return to its Wallowa-ln laha homeland were all denied. 
Chief Joseph died in exile on the Colville Reservation in 
1905.
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Destruction of a People

Joseph’s Band asserts that the combination of these and 
other proved acts destroyed them as a people. They began 
as the largest, wealthiest, and most influential band of the 
most powerful tribe of the Northwest plateau area. They 
exist now only in the cultural memory of their few blood 
descendants and in the shanv fi.il historical memory of the 
United States.

The Government admits the events of history. It 
defends the claim on the legal grounds that (1) the Act did 
not provide for compensation for wrongs of this nature 
and (2) that the injuries alleged by the Band are not 
injuries to the group, but are an aggregation of individual 
claims which the Commission has no power to adjudicate.

The parties are now briefing the case for the 
Commission and preparing proposed findings of fact. When 
the findings and briefs are filed, the liability issues will be 
argued orally before the Commission.

“ Unfair and Dishonorable Dealings"

Joseph's Band asserts that the plain language of the Act 
and of its “unfair and dishonorable dealings” clause, makes 
clear that the Act and of its “unfair and dishonorable 
dealings” clause, makes clear that the Act encompasses 
claims unrelated to property rights. This is supported by 
the legislative history 4/. The Act is to be interpreted “in 
sympathy with its compassionate purpose.” 5/ The unfair 
and dishonorable dealings clause creates substantive right

GEORGETOWN LAW WEEKLY
6/. The Commission, in several cases, has rendered 
judgment for injuries to property rights based on that 
clause 7/. The clause has been construed to encompass 
claims based on rights not rising in law to the dignity of 
property rights (i.e. an unratified treaty promise) 8/. 
Further the facts in the case satisfying recent Court of 
Claims requirements as to source of special relationship 
and affirmative unfair and dishonorable acts in breach of 
Federal obligations 9/.

The Government contends that the claim represents 
only an aggregation of individual injuries not covered by 
the Act. Plaintiff Band points out that an Indian band can, 
as a group, have common rights in property recognized 
under the Act. It cannot be said that such a band does not 
have a common right or interest under such inclusive 
language, and with its legislative history, in its very group 
life and existence. To hold otherwise would not only do 
violence to the plain language of the Act and the 
considerations of the Congress which enacted it, but would 
also ignore that essence of Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence, 
which has given full recognition to non-property rights 
inherent in social, economic and political organizations.

Concept of National Sovreignty

That recognition lies at the base of concepts of national 
and state sovereignty. It lies at the base of section 8 of 
Article I of the United States Constitution, under which 
Congress was empowered to deal with Indian tribes as 
entities, as well as with foreign nations and the several 
States. To accept anthropological evidence of group 
integrity and organization when title to land is involved, 
and then to refuse to accept that same evidence as 
establishing common interest in the non-property aspects 
of group existence would be grossly illogical -- and 
particularly so under the inclusive language of the Act.

As a component of its claim, the Band also seeks 
compensation for lands reserved by the Executive Order of 
1873 and taken by its revocation in 1875.

Assessing Damages

If the United States is found liable, interesting issues 
will remain in determining damages. Regarding assessment 
of damages, the Court of Claims in Petrovich, et al. v. 
United States 10/quoted from an earlier opinion 1 1 /as 
follows: “*** neither the fact that damages are difficult to 
ascertain nor that they cannot be calculated with 
mathematical accuracy constitues a bar to recovery. 
(Citations omitted.)

“All that is required is the allowance of such damage as, 
in the judgment of fair men; directly and naturally resulted 
from the inju.y sustained...

“Accordingly, ‘acting as intelligent and fair-minded 
men composing a jury,’ it awarded plaintiff a verdict of 
$45,000. A similar procedure was followed in Beacon 
Oyster Co. v. United States, 105 Ct. Cl. 227, 241,247, 63 
F. Supp. 761,765 (1946).”

The Indian Claims Commission Act provided that all 
claims had to be filed by August 13, 1951.12/ Few similar 
to the Joseph Band claim are docketed. As precedent, a 
decision favorable to the Band would have little direct 
importance. The jurisprudential concept the claim 
advances is important.

Footnotes
I / The Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, as 
the representative of the Joseph Band of the Nez Perce 
Tribe v. United States, Docket No. 186 (Ind. Cl. Comm.)
2 / Act of October 13, 1946, 60 Stat. 1049, 25 U.S.C.A. 
S70.
3/ 60 Stat. 1050, 25 U.S.C.A. S70a, subsection 5.
4/ Hearings on H.R. 1198 and H R. 1341 Before the House 
Comm, on Indian Affairs, 79th Cong., 1st Sess. (1945); 
hearings on H.R. 4497 Before the Sen. Comm, on Indian 
Affairs, 79th Cong., 2d Sess. (1946); H.R. Rep. No. 1466, 
79th Cong., 1st Sess. (1945).
5 /Tee-Hit-Ton Indians v. United States, 348 U.S. 272, 
273-274 (1955).
6/Otoe & Missouria Tribe of Indians v. United States, 131 
Ct. Cl. 593 (1955).
7 /The Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California v. United 
States, 21 Ind. Cl. Comm. 447 (1969).
8/ Snake or Piute Indians v. United States, 125 Ct. Cl. 241,
112 F. Supp. 543,(1953).
9/Gila River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community v. United 
States, Appeal Nos. 1-69. 2-69, 3-69, Ct. Cl. F. 
2nd (Opinion, Feb. 20, 1970.)

10/Appeal No. 148-65, Ct. Cl. F. 2d (opinion, 
Feb. 20, 1970).
11/F. Mansfield & Sons vs. United States, 94 Ct. Cl. 397, 
421 (1941).
12/60 Stat. 1052, 25 U.S.C.A. S70k.

Law Club Heads 
To Be Selected

According to John Colvin, 
Chairman of the First Year 
Committee of the Barristers’ 
C o u n c i l  f or  l 97 0-7 1 , 
applications are now available in 
the Registrar’s Office for Law 
Club President positions for the 
1970-71 term. All students who 
will be at least second year 
students in the day or night 
division next year are eligible.

First year students at GULC 
are required to complete a 
course in legal research, legal 
writing, and oral advocacy for 
one hour of academic credit. 
This course is largely planned 
and taught by students, and is 
now the responsibility of the 
First Year Committee of the 
Barristers’ Council.

The first year students in the 
day and night divisions are 
divided into law clubs of 
approximately 25 students each. 
Each club has an upperclassman 
as a President and a D.C. 
attorney as a moderator. The 
President is responsible for the 
practical exposure of the club 
members to legal research, legal 
writing, and oral advocacy. In 
1969-70, this was primarily done 
by the assignment of problems 
for briefing and oral argument.

Benefits

The position of a Presidency 
of a Law Club satisfies second 
and/or third year legal writing 
requirement. Presidents will 
receive an honorarium of 
approximately $200 per year.

Colvin pointed out that 
Presidents gain experience in 
reading and critiquing briefs and 
in judging oral arguments. He 
said that the Law Club heads 
will have great discretion in the 
conduct of their clubs and 
therefore may try out their own 
ideas for legal education.

Responsibilities

The responsibilities of Law 
Cl ub  P re s id e n t s  include 
providing an introduction to the 
problems of legal research, oral 
advocacy, and legal writing 
through the use of lectures 
and/or practical exercises. The 
Presidents must read and 
critique briefs and oral 
arguments, judge oral arguments, 
and advise each student on how 
he might improve. There will be 
a series of “ brush-up” sessions in 
the fall for the selected heads to 
review the skills they will be 
required to teach later. These 
sessions will probably take a 
total of ten to fifteen hours. 
The Presidents will be asked to 
help the First Year Committee 
plan and administer special 
programs for all the clubs which 
will take no more than two 
hours per month.

Inquiries about the program 
may be addressed to the Law 
Club President's box in the 
alcove beneath the front 
staircase of the Law Center.

April 8, 1970

NOTICE
| |  E l e c t i o n s  f o r | i  
H representatives to the House § 

of Delegates will take place;i| 
April 16. All those desiring to ll 
run must notify the Elections| |  

|  Commission by 5 p.m.ljif 
Monday the 13th -  a request 1 

|  to be placed on the ballot |  
|p  may be left in the SB A box in i  

the Registrar’s Office. All 1 
^unsuccessful candidates for If 
USB A officers will be included i|  
jlfon the new ballot unless w ell 
Sare notified of their intention if 
§§not to run.
i  - I
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In-Court Applications Ready
By Brian Frederick

OPEN LETTER

Applications for the Law 
Students-ln-Court Seminar are 
now being accepted. All second 
year students interested in 
participating next year should 
submit an application and sign 
up for an interview in the 
Registrar’s Office no later than 
F riday , April 10. The 
application should include any 
relevant information, including 
reasons for applying.

The Law Students-ln-Court 
Seminar is presently completing 
its first full year of existence. It 
has suffered its • share of 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  difficulties 
including the resignation of its 
former director, Joseph P. 
McCormick. Presently, Dudley 
Williams, a young D.C. lawyer 
and Howard Law School 
graduate, heads the seminar with 
three Neighborhood Legal 
Services lawyers employed as 
consultants.

Student Becomes Attorney

Students participating in the 
seminar represent indigents in 
the District of Columbia Court 
of General Sessions Small Claims 
and Landlord-Tenant Divisions.

MOSS.................................................

(Continued from page 3)

have no question of our right as 
law students to voice that 
opinion. However. I think a 
sponsored debate would have 
made the day, if offered at the 
initial stages of the nomination.
3) Student recruiting: The basic 
idea of students participating in 
th e  r e c r u i t i n g  process is 
meritorious. But the methods 
used in the recent program were 
underhanded and unnecessary. 
Patronizing (revolutionaries) in 
order to find “ aclivitists,,” as the 
bill intended, was typical of the 
unbalanced programming that 
has been pointed out by 
students with opposite leanings.
4) Abolishment of the SBA: one 
platform advocates an executive 
board of 6 students and 6 
faculty. While there is merit in 
the centralization aspects, it is 
doubtful that the faculty would 
approve the plan and doubtful 
that so few could handle so 
broad a function, and in the 
interim we would be faced with 
the same SBA organization we 
presently have.
5 ) Night Students: Due to a 
t o t a l l y  i n e f f e c t i v e  
communications system, night 
students often find out about 
issues or events after the fact. A 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  amendment 
requiring the posting of SBA and 
st ude n t - f acu  Ity committee 
meeting minutes will serve as a 
basis to attack this problem. 
Unlike past administrations, I 
i n t e n d  t o  follow the 
constitutional requirement of' 
executive board meetings in an 
effort to encourage the night 
vice president to participate in 
overall planning.
6) l am resolutely against the 
6th St. EXIT ONLY entrance.

In the area of Constitutional 
and by-law reform, 1 intend to 
introduce amendments as 
follows:

1) Delegate absenteeism 
removal for cause; a prima facie 
case being 4 missed meetings.

2) Referendum - will be 
required on any issue upon 
receipt of a petition with 200 
student signatures.

3) Agenda meetings - all 
meetings will be agenda 
meetings. The agenda will be 
posted 1 week in advance with 
changes allowed up to 8 hours 
prior to the meeting, except in 
the case of bills involving money

The student spends one morning 
each week in court and is given 
full responsibility and discretion 
in the handling of cases assigned 
to him by the court. In all 
respects, the students is a 
“ lawyer;” he pleads, negotiates 
with opposing counsel, arbitrates 
between parties, prepares trial 
strategies and actually tries cases 
before the court. In addition, 
students are afforded an insight 
into the practical, sociological 
problems of representing persons 
alienated and unaccustomed to 
the judicial system.

The Law Students-ln-Court 
Seminar has been well received 
by judges sitting in Small Claims 
and Landlord-Tenant Court. 
Many judges who initially 
opposed this program are now 
staunch supporters,  and there 
has been some talk of expanding 
it into other areas such as 
Criminal, Domestic Relations, 
and Juvenile.

Interviews will be held the 
week of April 13, and the names 
of the eight students chosen will 
be posted before the final day of 
classes. Those chosen will receive 
two credits each semester with a 
pass or fail grade. Eight law 
students from each of the area’s 
other law schools will also 
participate.

not already budgeted.
4) Reports and minutes - will 

be required from student 
members of student faculty 
committees and the SBA 
Treasurer and Secretary. Posting 
will also be rigid.

5) Elections - will be held 
prior to Feb. 15 (the present 
requirement is April 15). (This 
will meet the problem of each 
new administration operating 
under the old one’s budget 
proposals and will give adequate 
time for planning full programs.)

6) Basic functions - such as 
Student directory exam book, 
critique, etc. should be written 
into the By laws to insure their 
continuity.

7) Program projections 
Orientation for first year 
students, a used book store, a 
student directory prior to 
October I, a Free University, 
and an exam book.

BARKEN//AC EN..................

(Continued from page 3)
shall be granted tenure.

SBA must lead in making 
funds available to students in the 
law center. At the present time, 
little emphasis is placed on 
earmarking funds specifically for 
law students’ needs. I shall 
immediately initiate a fund 
raising campaign that will 
substantially increase the 
amount of money available to 
students. For example, law firms 
that recruit from the law school 
should pay a fee for the privilege 
o f  recruiting Georgetown 
S tudents .  Various special 
interests groups can be tapped 
on the basis of their interest in 
promoting a particular type of 
lawyer -  the women’s rights 
g r o u p s ,  the conservation 
organizations, etc.

Above all, however, 1 shall be 
attentive to the wishes of the 
students as SBA president, and 
shall make the SBA directly 
responsive to the suggestions and 
needs of the students.

I solicit your support and I 
shall work for you as SBA 
president.

Spoof Night will be held on 
April 24, the last night of 
classes. If you have ideas for 
skits, songs or any kind of 
satirical fun, come to the 
organizational meeting April 7, 
at 8:00 P.M. in John Carroll 
Auditorium.

to distinguish Cesar Chavez from 
Che Guevara is not pitiable, it is 
shameful.

Recruitment Drive

The New Recruitment Tour 
proved perhaps to be the most 
controversial event of the year. 
(Watch out for Law Day!) 
Should anyone be dismayed by 
the publicity surrounding the 
event or by the publication of 
the Tour's “ letters of 
solicitation” let me point out 
several related facts. We all love 
research and documentation (it’s 
our profession) so let’s look for 
a moment at the background to 
the Tour. Early research by the 
SGA revealed that the existing 
GULC recruitment program (for 
interacting reasons of lack of 
money, manpower and 
imagination) has been limited to 
a traditional number of schools 
and consequently a rather 
stereotyped student body (to 
coin a new phrase). At present, 
the active recruitment of Blacks 
is paternalistically restricted to 
that  area below the 
Mason-Dixon line. (Not so many 
uppity ones down there, I 
guess). Has anyone heard of 
Wayne State U., Buffalo State 
U., Cornell, etc.? Furthermore, 
of the so-called “top fifteen” 
law schools in the country only 
five have a lower percentage 
(9%) of female law students than 
does Georgetown, and very few, 
if any, have an active women’s 
recruitment policy. Finally, 
where there is the greatest 
concern, within the five man all 
Faculty Admissions Committee, 
we have no assurance to this day 
that an applicant outside the 
traditional norm (e.g., a so called 
radical with an arrest record 
dating from Selma to the March 
on the Pentagon to the 
Columbia revolt), regardless of 
his qualifications, stands a 
chance of being admitted under 
the present subjective standards. 
In full consideration of these 
background revelations the 
f o u r - ma n  “ compromise 
committee” appointed by the 
Dean unanimously agreed that 
the program was meritorious and 
should be implemented. The fact 
that in its “coordinated” form 
the Recruitment Tour was 
officially sanctioned by the Law 
School Administration should 
once and for all reassert the 
basic merit and necessity for 
such a program. The results, we 
think, bear out the wisdom of 
that approval.

In order to allay the fears of 
all concerned, I am quoting from 
the report, written by Wallace 
Mlyniec, on the California 
portion of the Tour: “Contrary 
to the preconceived and 
erroneous impressions of some 
faculty and students at GULC, 
we did not encounter bomb 
throwers. For the most part, we 
were more radical than those to 
whom we spoke.” For anyone to 
believe that we were realistically 
recruiting bomb throwing 
radicals to GULC is 
preposterous. Bomb throwers, 
for the most part, are not in 
school.

The Election Issues

I have noted quite curiously 
that a slate of candidates in the 
current election has built its 
platform on such items as: “The 
Student Directory,” “The Exam 
Book,” “The Faculty Critique,” 
“ Lack of Communication” (I’ve 
seen that one before), and the 
annual “ Day of Dialogue,” not 
to be confused with either the 
Barristers’ Ball or the Law 
Journal Banquet. I am somewhat 
confused, however, by a good 
deal of the student “service” 
rhetoric. (Sounds vaguely like 
the bipartisan environment 
issue). No one denies that it

(Continued from page 1)

would be helpful to all to have a 
student directory. Why there 
wasn’t one this year could better 
be explained by the two first 
year members to whom 1 

•delegated the task. It seems as 
though no duplicate copy of 
names and addresses was 
available this year because of the 
elimination of a small piece of 
duplicating paper attached to 
the registration form. As a 
consequence the master list was 
unobtainable for purposes of the 
directory.

Since then, and with the 
knowledge and approval of at 
least three of the presidential 
candidates, it has been decided 
by the Budget Committee that 
hereafter it would be the 
responsibility of the Registrar's 
Office (ironically enough where 
all of the information happens 
to be in the first place) to 
publish the annual Directory. It 
is suggested, however, that 
should a winning candidate be so 
inclined I am certain that the 
girls in the front office could use 
a few spare hours of assistance in 
the production of the directory. 
Thus, though the question is 
apparently moot, 1 find it 
strange that potential SBA 
members need to vie with one 
another over who is going to 
publish a directory. Couldn’t 
manpower hours be used more 
effectively? Maybe we didn’t 
raise issues this year after all.

The same thing holds 
basically true for the exam 
book. At this Tuesday’s meeting 
a resolution will be introduced 
calling for the free dispersement 
(a $3.45 bargain) of all of the 
1968 and 1969 exam books. We 
have a backlog of over 250.

The Faculty Critique on the 
other hand is set for publication 
in the summer so that it will be 
available for faculty evaluation 
and student information before 
the Fall Semester. On a note of 
pessimism, it should be added 
that a great deal of the impetus 
behind the Critique was its 
potential use by both faculty 
and students on the Faculty 
Affairs Committee for purposes 
of evaluating faculty in light of 
t enur e ,  p rom otions  and 
dismissal. Since, however, the 
apparent consensus of the 
faculty and the Dean is to deny 
student committee participation 
(despite a Law Weekly poll 
which showed that 73% favored 
e q u a l  F a c u l t y / S t u d c n t  
representation on Committees), 
the value of completing the 
Faculty Critique is questionable.

My final opinion on the 
campaign issues thus raised deals 
with “ Dialogue Day.” As a 
candidate last year, I openly 
denounced the concept as 
applied to GULC. I think my 
reasons still hold true today. For 
the past six months the SBA, 
with the full support of the 
student body, has asked for, 
argued on behalf of, and 
o u t r i g h t  l o b b i e d  f or ,  
“ meaningful” dialogue in the 
form of five faculty and five 
students sitting on committees 
where ideas are transformed into 
policy. Back slapping and 
trading of ideas once a year is a 
phony institutional substitute.

For those wishing, literally or 
figuratively, to take potshots at 
me, I will be the moderator of 
the Election Forum on 
Wednesday afternoon in John 
Carroll Auditorium, 12:00 to 
1:30, during which time each 
candidate for office will have the 
opportunity to present his views 
to the Student Body. Again on 
May 1st, my last day in office, I 
will moderate our “ Law Day 
Program.” At the time of this 
writing, Tom Hayden, Nicholas 
Johnson, Ralph Nader, Fred Cox 
of the Black Panthers and 
representatives from the female 
lawyer community and the

Student 
“ Fingered”

By Walter Miller

On the evening of March 
third, six men stood behind the 
police line-up screen, the lights 
blinding their view of the 
audience gathered in a darkened, 
adjoining room. A robbery 
wi t n e s s  pointed without 
hesitation and identified the 
holdup man. The man fingered 
was Walter Miller, president of 
Georgetown’s Criminal Justice 
Association.

In the process of expanding 
programs available for law 
students in the area of criminal 
law, four officers of the Criminal 
Justice Association, including Ed 
McLaughlin, Jim Hood, and Stan 
Brown, obtained permission to 
observe a normal police line-up. 
Through a clerical mistake, a 
white suspect had been 
scheduled to appear in a series of 
negro lineups and his attorney 
and witnesses to the alleged 
crime notified to report. Rather 
than cancel at the last minute, 
the police supervisor asked 
several individuals, including the 
Association’s officers, to stand 
alongside the suspect. Removing 
coats and ties, four law students 
and one attorney toed the line, 
looking surprisingly similar to 
the suspect. The resemblance 
was too close, evidently, for 
while one witness identified the 
suspect, another identified 
Miller. He claims to have an 
air-tight alibi, supposedly being 
in Texas on the date in question.

The Association has been 
successful in setting up several 
tours of the lineup procedure for 
interested law students, but 
because of limited space, each 
evening is available on a 
first-come, first-serve basis. The 
a va i l a b l e  d a t e s ,  further 
information, and the sign-up list 
is posted On the bulletin board 
opposite the Library.

WHITE................................................

(Continued from page 3) 
surrounding community in order 
to promote a greater awareness 
overall which would produce a 
more proficient and, hopefully, 
a more sensitive lawyer.”

White’s platform includes 
plans for “ the more efficient 
promulgation of administrative 
information, such as bar 
requirements with the addresses 
of contact persons, financial 
s o u r c e s  av a i la b le .” The 
candidate stated that he would 
seek to encourage more student 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in t he  
policy-making decisions of the 
school in order to insure that all 
elements of the student body are 
allowed to have an input on the 
controlling issues. Finally, White 
expressed his desire, if elected, 
to promote the continuation of 
s u p p l e m e n t a l  re c ru i tm e n t  
programs at GULC.

CROWLEY......................................

(Continued from page 3)
semester? -  No, and there 
should be.

1 agree with the concern of 
the SBA in the past for the 
pressing social problems of race, 
poverty, and peace -  I applaud 
these efforts and will continue 
and expand them, but at the 
same time I will take an honest,  
interested concern for the 
student attending the law 
school, his education and the 
development of a true humanism 
here at Georgetown.

Robert E. Crowley

Department of “ Justice” have 
tentatively accepted invitations 
to speak.

Sincerely,
John C. Kolojeski
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Five Vie for Veep Police Observation
At press time, five students 

had announced their candidacy 
f o r  th e  tw o  S B . A .  
Vice-Presidential positions. Alan 
R. Fener, Mike Zielinski, and 
Dennis S. Young are running for 
Day Division Vice-President; 
Robert A. Knisely and Ray 
Benzinger will compete for the 
Night Vice-Presidential office.

Fener, a second year student, 
advocates a four-point program 
which includes a restructuring of 
class scheduling in order to allow 
more students to seek part-time 
employment, the establishment 
of a Student Book Store in the 
new Law Center facilities, the 
implementation of a deferred 
final exam schedule for students 
who ordinarily would have two 
exams slated for two consecutive 
days, and the continuation of 
this year’s trend towards wider 
student participation in school 
administration through the 
establishment of an Annual 
Referendum. Dennis Young, also 
a second year student, advocates 
the allocation of funds to (l) add 
more books to the Library (and 
to replace stolen volumes), (2) 
to subsidize the hiring of a guard 
or student checker at the door 
of the Library, and (3) for the 
purpose of improving the 
present lighting fixtures in the 
Library. In addition, Young 
expressed his wish to see an 
improved lecture series at 
GULC, free student parking 
facilities, and the establishment 
of student seats on faculty hiring 
committees. The third “ day” 
candidate, Mike Zielinski, posits 
the provision of wider student 
services by the S B.A. (such as 
exam booklets, a student 
directory, and a used book 
store) and urges the need for a 
more informed student body 
through the implementation of 
programs such as a Dialogue 
Day, course evaluations, and 
m o r e  s t u d e n t - f a c u l t y  
co m m ittee s .  In addition, 
Zielinski feels (hat the S.B.A. 
should not commit the student 
body on controversial issues 
outside the Law Center without 
referendum approval, but should 
rather direct its efforts toward 
supporting programs similar to 
the Bail Reform Project, the 
National Defender Project, and 
the Legal Aid Interns.

Robert A. Knisely (see 
Letters to the Editor) and 
R a y m o n d  Benzinger are 
contending for the Night 
V i c e - P r e s i d e n t i a l  p o s t .

Benzinger, who calls himself a 
“ moderate,” favors a more Law 
Center-oriented S.B.A. which 
would not espouse one 
particular political philosophy or 
another but would be responsive 
to the ideas of the entire student 
body. In addition, Benzinger is 
opposed to disaffiliation with 
the A.P.A.

Donald Dekieffer ( ’7 1), 
Thomas Jolly ( ’72), and 
Kenneth Loewinger ( ’71), all 
day students, had announced 
their candidacy for treasurer of 
the S.B.A. at press time. At this 
time only Fred Cloppert ( ’72) 
has announced for position of 
secretary.
PETERSEN ......................................

(Continued from page 3)
on the records of every Senate 
incumbent and distributed them 
throughout the U.S. In the past I 
have done campaign work for 
Robe r t  Kennedy, George 
Mc Go v e r n ,  a n d  Hubert 
Humphrey.

I am also the recipient of a 
foundation grant to study 
consumer safety issues.

During the course of my law 
school career I have law-clerked 
for Covington & Burling, 
a n a l y z e d  and developed 
p r o g r a ms  o f  e c o n o mi c  
development for the New 
England Regional Commission, 
and served as Manager of Public 
Affairs Services for the Air 
Transport Association.

On April 9 I ask for your 
vote for me for a program of 
constructive activism.

Jeff Peterson

Notice of Meeting
The faculty has been giving 

favorable consideration to an 
increase in the role of students 
in the affairs of the Law Center. 
Central to its consideration, 
however, is the process by which 
the students are selected who 
will effectively carry out this 

.role. Before this matter is 
resolved, the faculty would like 
a broad-ranging discussion of 
this question wi th the student 
body. For that reason l am 
calling a meeting of the faculty 
and students in the John Carroll 
Auditorium between I l :30 a.m. 
and l :30 p.m. on Wednesday, 
Aprd 22, and between 5:00 p.m. 
and approximately 6: l 5 p.m. on 
Thursday, April 23 - classes to 
begin after the, termination of 
the meeting. Adrian S. Fisher

BUSINESS
OPPORTUNITY

A 3rd year law student de
sires to sell his interest in 
aG.U.L.C. student oper
ated legal research firm. 
Only a small capital in
vestment required. 
Provides part - time em
ployment & legal research 
experience.
Interested students (1st or 2nd 
year) call

H A R R Y  T IS C H LE R  
Attorney's Research Service 

638-2012

C A P TA IN  A M E R IC A

More Chiefs
By Brian O 'Dwyer

The annual SBA Presidential 
sweepstakes is on. Platforms, 
posters, politics and pandering 
are with us in a month that 
began with April Fools Day. 
Candidates are multiplying with 
the prodigiousness of rabbits and 
our ears are being assaulted by 
charges, counter charges and 
unadulterated bull-shit. All for 
what? For a largely mythical 
office called the President of the 
SBA.

Now, I’m not suggesting as 
one candidate does, that the 
SBA is meaningless and that the 
Presidency is worthless. On the 
contrary, the Presidency has 
great value. Being President of 
the SBA has resume value 
second only to the Editors of 
th e  Law Journal.  By 
participating in the election, we 
students do our school great 
service by increasing the elitist 
c o r p s  that automatically 
commands the top clerkships 
and the best jobs (i.e. those 
$15,000 a year plums that 
brought us all to law school). 
The shame of it is that only one 
candidate can win, and that our 
elitist corps will be augmented 
ever so slightly.

My suggestion is that we 
do n ’t abandon the SBA. It has 
certainly served many in their 
quest for Connecticut Avenue 
and Wall Street. We should, 
rather, abandon elections. 
Everyone who gets fifteen names 
on a petition should be SBA 
President for a Day. In this way, 
all the people who offer 
themselves for school office 
would be rewarded.

And Georgetown would 
benefit, too. With thirty or forty 
Presidents of the SBA, there 
would be thirty or forty more 
members of our elitist corps. 
There would be thirty or forty 
more associates in Covington 
and Burling or White, Faust and 
Bigot. Alumni contributions 
would increase and the prestige 
of the school would be greatly 
augmented. Everybody would 
win and nobody would lose.

WAR DEAD
Week of March 28, 1970 

79 Dead

Total War Dead

(Hostile Action) 
41,136

Notice
The Law Weekly apologizes 

to Max Lieberman for an 
inaccuracy in the March 18 issue 
which named him as the alleged 
leader of a student group seeking 
an injunction against the 
allocation of S.B.A. recruitment 
funds. Mr. Lieberman was not 
the head of that group.

By Kenneth Carobus

One of the most popular 
programs at the Law Center is 
the Police Observation Project. 
In the last month eighty-five 
people have signed waivers and 
over sixty police patrols have 
been observed. Walter M. Miller, 
head of the Criminal Justice 
Association says that in order to 
insure that a release is filed at 
the station house and that the 
district is notified riders must 
still sign up a week in advance 
but efforts are being made to cut 
this time.

The major problem, said Mr. 
Miller, is convincing the police 
department that the program has 
value beyond a mere public 
relations function. The main 
tool in this regard is the “ after 
action” report filled out by 
every police observer after his 
ride. These reports are used for 
three purposes. First, they are 
used in Professor Zeitz’s class on

“ Law and Sociology.” Secondly, 
they are used by the Criminal 
Justice Association in seeking 
new members, and finally they 
are turned over to the police 
department for study.

Criminal Justice Association

T h e  Cr i mi n a l  Justice 
Association, which is presently 
handling the Police Observation 
Project, is a tentative group of 
students who are banding 
together to promote the study 
and improvement of Criminal 
Justice.

The Association is also 
sponsoring other tours, studies, 
and projects. It sponsored the 
recent tour of the FBI and the 
forthcoming tour of St. 
Elizabeth’s Hospital for the 
Criminally Insane. Students that 
are interested in joining the 
association can sign up on the 
third floor of the Institute for 
Criminal Justice, Monday or 
Wednesday at 1 1:30.

Dean

S.B.A. ELECTIONS
VOTING 10:00 A.M. -  8:00 P.M. 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 8

S.B.A. Facade

BEIGHT BAR 
REVIEW SCHOOL

One Block Inside Capital Beltway 
9432 Georgia Avenue — Silver Spring, Maryland

MARYLAND 
BAR EXAM

Short Course for the July, 1970 Bar 
Commences May 20

FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION, 

CONTACT:
Thomas L. Beight

570-D North Frederick Avenue
Gaithersburg, Maryland 20760 

Phone 948-6555 or 949-7350

Live and Learn Law in London

This summer a limited number 
of places are available in the 
Notre Dame Law School program at 
the University of London.

June 29-August 11,1970

An American law school summer 
program in the heart of London.

Distinguished British and American 
faculty —  full credit courses.

Tuition: $270

Lodging: Single persons: $251 
Married couples: $471

R egistration due: M ay  1
For further information, ask for 
a copy of the program's brochure 
from the office of your law school 
dean or write to "Notre Dame at 
London," Notre Dame Law School, 
Notre Dame. Indiana 46556

Student

Bartender Service
"Add a

professional touch to your parties
521-1079

5 pm —11 pm Weekdays


