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Professor Leanord Zeitz

Since J 966 Mr. Zeitz has 
been Senior Research Sociologist 
at the Georgetown Institute of 
Criminal Law and Procedure, 
Washington, D. C., and currently 
is also Adjunct Professor at the 
Georgetown Law Center, where 
he teaches courses in Sociology 
a n d  Law , and Em pirical 
Research Methods in Criminal 
Law.

In 1963 through 1965, Mr. 
Zeitz was Assistant Professor at 
the R utgers Law Schools, 
studying  problems in social 
leg isla tion such as urban 
relocations, anti-discrimination 
laws, poverty laws.

He has taught sociology and 
a n th r o p o lo g y  at R utgers  
University, Federal City College, 
Newark State Teachers College, 
George Washington University 
and Georgetown University.

Primitive Society
A number of anthropologists, writing about “primitive” 

societies, have attempted to show that many so-called 
primitives have rather sophisticated machinery for 
handling disputes. There is the famous case about the 
leopard shot by a peasant in an African community. A 
nobleman claimed a particular portion as his due, and the 
peasant argued that the portion due the nobleman was 
some less delectable or desirable part. The argument 
dragged on for many months, and was finally resolved by a 
court of elders. They held that a similar situation had 
occurred some sixty years earlier, and that the nobleman 
was to be awarded the same portion as was given then. In 
short, the peasant won the case. By such a demonstration, 
anthropologists may show that Africans have courts, that 
these courts may impose sanctions, that they utilize 
precedent, that universal application prevents the powerful 
from treading on the less powerful. At this point, 
American students burst into laughter, and claim thaf the 
parallel with our courts ceases, since the peasant and the 
nobleman will divide a rather mangy, stinking carcass of a 
leopard. When the laughter subsides, I begin to laugh. It 
seems to me, that given the back-log in our courts, we too 
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GULC Students Lead 
LSD No On Carswell

Jeff Moss (L ) is congratulated by outgoing SBA president, John 
Kolojeski (R)

Moss New President
By Kenneth F. Carobus

Against the prestige of the 
American Bar Association and 
the apathy of law students 
nationally, the five Washington 
area law schools, led by GULC, 
s u c c e s s f u l l y  d re w  an 
anti-Carswell resolution out of 
the A.B.A.-L.S.D. Eastern Coast 
Law School Conference held in 
W ashington on March 30. 
Broken down into state by state 
votes the schools from New 
York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
New Jersey and Washington, 
D .C . v o ted  against the 
nom ination of G. Harrold 
Carswell to the Supreme Court. 
While most schools stressed 
mediocrity as their grounds for 
dissent, the New York and D.C. 
schools expressed an equal 
distaste for Carswell’s alleged 
racism. The law schools on the 
W est C o a s t (C alifo rn ia , 
Washington, and Oregon) joined 
in the anti-Carswell petition, 
thus indicating that the most 
populous law school sections of 
the country were opposed to the 
nomination.

GU LC Participants
S p e a r h e a d i n g  t h e  

anti-Carswell drive, the results of

Open Letter to the Students:

I was pleased by the large turn 
out in the election for SBA 
officers. I would like to note, 
however, that only 50%-60% of 
the registered students actually 
voted. While this is a larger 
percentage than usual, it is not 
the 90%-100% that it should be. 
I urge everyone to vote in the 
special election for Night Vice 
President (only night students) 
and in the election for the House 
of Delegates.

In considering candidates for 
the house of Delegates, please 
rem em b er the need for 
Constitutional amendment and 
vote for candidates who support

which were made known to 
certain  key Senators, was 
GULC’s James Keane, National 
Chairman of the A B A.-Law 
Student Division’s Congressional 
Liaison Committee. Keane was 
assisted by Patrick Collins, 
Editor-in-Chief of the Law 
Center’s Law and Policy in 
International Business, Chet 
Nosal, Joe Griffin and Rebecca 
Laird, all of the LPIB staff.

Schools Split

The Eastern Coast Law 
School Conference which was 
c h a r a c te r i z e d  by great 
in-fighting, led primarily by 
Mercer College Law School, 
Carswell’s alma mater, was 
covered by national T.V. and 
radio. The defenses offered by 
the Sou thern  schools in 
attendance were not on the 
merits of the nomination but 
focussed on parliamentary 
tactics, such as the invocation of 
the “germaneness” rule. The 
national o fficers  o f the 
A.B.A.-L.S.D., including John 
Long of the University of 
Southern California and Marc 

(Continued on page 6)

amendments on referendums, 
absen teeism , elections and 
reports. It takes a 2/3 vote by 
the House of Delegates to 
Amend the Constitution, so 
don’t underestimate the need for 
their support.

I would like to thank all of 
my supporters for their vote of 
confidence. I hope that the 
other candidates will come 
forward with the programs that 
they had in their platforms. The 
problems pointed out in the 
campaign won’t be solved by 
forgetting about them until next 
campaign.

Jeff Moss
President-Elect
SBA

A massive vote turnout (701 
as compared to last year’s 446 
ballots) resulted in the election, 
last Friday evening, of Jeff Moss 
to the presidency of the 1970-71 
Student Bar Association. Moss, 
who was generally regarded as 
the more conservative of the 
presidential candidates, won 
with 32% (227 votes) of the 
total returns over his divided 
activ ist opponents, led by 
present SBA Secretary Curt 
White. White, who garnered 190 
ballots, apparently split the 
pro-activist bloc with second 
runner-up Jeff Peterson (91 
votes). In addition, radical Peter 
Sissman made further inroads 
into White’s strength by picking 
up 73 votes on his proposal to 
abolish  SBA and establish 
representation by litigation. 
Trampled in the rush were the 
two “ moderate” candidates 
Robert Crowley and Robert 
Borkenhagen who earned 84 and 
36 votes respectively.

The large number of votes 
cast in this election was 
apparently the result of the 
on-going controversy that has 
marked the activities of the 
p r e s e n t  a c t i v i s t  SBA 
administration during the course 
of the current school year.

Voting Rescheduled

An u n u s u a l  s itu a tio n  
presented itself in the contest

for “ D ay” and “ Night” 
Vice-Presidents. Apparently, a 
substantial number of students 
voted for both offices. After a 
hurried reading of the SBA 
constitution, it was found that 
both day and night students are 
allowed to vote for the “Day” 
Vice-President whereas only 
night students are authorized to 
participate in the “Night” 
V i c e - Presidency e lec tio n . 
Therefore, although the “Day” 
Vice-Presidency results were 
upheld, the “Night” election was 
invalidated  and has been 
rescheduled  for April 14 
between 5 and 8 p.m.

Mike Zielinski, a moderate, 
won the “Day” Vice-Presidency 
with 208 votes against 168 for 
Alan Fener and 147 for Dennis 
Young.

Secretary and Treasurer

The office of Treasurer was 
captured, in a close fight, by 
Tom Jolly with 150 votes 
against 127 for Jim Restivo, 121 
for Donald Dekieffer, 98 for Jim 
Chapman and 69 for Jeff 
Krause.

The Secretary’s race was 
cap tu red  by activist Fred 
Cloppert with 283 votes against 
190 for his opponent Ken 
Loewinger. A write-in candidate 
iden tified  only as “Reiss” 
received 39 tallies.

Ranking
Rejected

A clear majority of GULC 
students (51.1%) voted for no 
r a n k in g  in th e  S B A ’s 
Referendum on Ranking. With 
325 of the 635 votes cast it 
showed a better than two to one 
margin over the next most 
popular proposal. Ranking 
Proposal No. 2. This idea, which 
captured 140 (22.1%) votes
would make the top 25% 
“Dean’s Scholars.” This would 
include all students who earned 
“Distinguished” or better in 
one-third of their course hours.

The third most popular was 
Ranking Proposal No. 1 which 
won 85 votes (13.4%). This 
would give a percentage range by 
printing in the catalogue and- 
making available upon request 
the fo llow ing information: 
“Distinguished top 15% to 30%, 
Good top 45% to 60%, the 
percentage ranges are loose 
guidelines only, applicable to 
large classes containing a valid 
cross section of students, but of 
much less significance as to 
seminars and small classes.”

Ranking proposal No. 3 
caught 73 votes (11.5%). This 
proposal would have established 
a top 10% Honor .Roll by 
annually designating all students 
who earn “Distinguished” or 
better in 1/2 of their course 
hours as “Dean’s Scholars.”

Twelve voters (1.9%) did not 
agree with any of the above 
plans.
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Hello...
At a time of an ending and a beginning, the new 

Editors of the Law Weekly express our sincere desire to 
make a determined effort to engage in responsible and 
accurate reporting. The policy of the paper will be one 
neither supporting forced radicalism nor one supporting 
forced “line” positions. The views presented will not 
necessarily be those of the Georgetown student body 
proper. However, in all instances we shall act from 
conscience in trying to be eminently fair in maintaining a 
necessary balance of all interests.

In addition, we would like to congratulate the vistors in 
the recent S.B.A. election, hoping that they will be able to 
effectively translate rhetoric into action as representatives 
of the social and political conscience of the GULC 
community.

Goodbye...
As my time in office draws to a close, I wish to extend 

my sincere appreciation to all the members of Law Center 
Publications who have given so generously of their time 
and abilities. It is perhaps a telling indicia of the growth of 
the Law Weekly and Res Ipsa that, due to the greatly 
increased size of the staffs, it is no longer possible to thank 
each contributor individually. Nevertheless, I want each 
staff member to know that I am humbly grateful for his, 
or her, efforts in giving Law Center Publications the highly 
successful year it has enjoyed.

1 would like to give a special thank you to the four 
graduating editors who are seeing their last issues go to 
press. First of all, the spotlight focuses on Blair Lee IV 
who has served as Production Editor of the newspaper 
during the past year. Production Editor has to be a 
position unparalleled for pure drudgery and unrewarding 
effort and, yet, although occasionally late for his 
grandmother’s wedding, Blair fulfilled his obligations in a 
skillful and efficient manner. Bfair, however, will be best 
remembered for his editorial page contributions -- fiis 
cartoons were superb and must rank among the best to be 
found iri any student publication..

I also express my appreciation to my good friend, Steve 
Gore, who, at my request, assumed the less-than-glamorous 
position of Business Editor and who, nevertheless, fulfilled 
his responsibilities in a highly competent and 
commendable manner. Due to Steve’s good counsel and 
diligent efforts, the Law Weekly has been able to publish 
twice as many issues, with a circulation eight times larger 
than last year and yet has remained well within the same 
total budget.

1 would also draw attention to the exceptional efforts of 
Mike Knapp, who, virtually singly-handedly, has 
resurrected Res Ipsa Loquitur and restored it to its past

'Two-headed Puppet Master"

traditions of excellence. His accomplishments speak for 
themselves and are greatly appreciated by this writer.

Finally, I would like to extend my gratitude to Charlie 
Goldman for an outstanding contribution as Managing 
Editor of the Law Weekly. It is impossible to adequately 
convey to the outside reader an understanding of the many 
hours of tedious and demanding labor that Charlie has 
devoted to this newspaper; however, I can honestly say 
that the success this paper has enjoyed during the current 
year is attributable primarily to Charlie’s dependable, 
yeoman service. In addition, his warmth and good humor 
has made a difficult job a lot easier for many of us. 
Thanks, Charlie.

mdg
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Sir: ■ • • ' ’7
The cartoon in Georgetown 

Law Weekly, March 18, 1970 by 
your BLAIR LEE IV reflects 
that Mr, Lee is better suited to 
yellow journalism than he is to 
the law. This despicable 
vilification ojf Mr. Agnew is 
doubly offensive because it 
e m b o d ie s  i n f l a m m a t o r y  
distortions calculated to foment 
racial hatred.

This serves to discredit you, 
the editor; to degrade the Law 
Center; to dishonor everything 
Georgetown University stands 
for. And it shames me. As a 
catholic, 1 am a party in interest 
because Georgetown functions 
under the aegis of my church. 
So, if the University doesn’t 
repudiate this scurrilous cartoon 
and apologize to Mr. Agnew, I 
do. Herewith.

Very truly yours,

Raymond E. Cahill
Attorney at Law

Dear Sir:
I am a first year medical 

s tuden t at G.U. and just 
happened to run across a copy 
of your March 18, 1970 issue. I 
must congratulate you on a very 
stim ulating and informative 
effort. 1 found the entire paper 
showed concern, thought and 
awareness. Each article was good 
because it represented the effort 
of the author to truly “get into” 
what he was writing.

I don’t think your paper is, or 
should be, limited to just the law 
community. I think it is for 
anyone who enjoys thought and 
people who engage in the 
process that yields it.

Once again I congratulate you 
and hope 1 “run across” the 
Georgetown Law Weekly again.

Sincerely,
Alfred J. Juliano

Dear Sir:
The cartoon by Smith in your

last issue wasSilpfifB.'Mt priints
up a general sentiment, also 
reflected by the bulk of the 
cand ida tes in last week’s 
elections: that-our fijrst priorities 
should be the serious problems 
affecting our legal education 
here at GULC.

This is not to say that the 
SBA should not comment on 
pressing legal issues of the day, 
provided proposed methods of 
petition and referendum are 
formalized.

While, admittedly, the two 
areas overlap, it is to be hoped 
th a t  essen tially  p o litica l 
o rg an iza tio n s, the Young 
R e p u b lic a n s  and Young 
Democrats, will take a greater 
role in advocating basically 
political issues and organizing 
responsible action on these 
issues for we ail recognize that 
action does need to be taken. 
The question is how, and by 
whom.

A number of last Wednesday’s 
candidates spoke strongly for 
reform and moderation. One 
only wonders what these men 
were doing this year. It would 
indeed be tragic if the student 
body of the nation’s most 
respected law school lost the 
respect of the legal community 
and potential employers through 
the actions of their SBA.

There is a clear and present 
danger of just this unless 
concern for the pressing needs of 
the student body here at GULC 
lasts beyond the two weeks of 
elections.

John N. Esche 7 2

Dear Sir:
As a concerned student I wish 

to comment on that part of Mr. 
Kolojeski’s open letter (Law 
Weekly, April 8, 1970) that 
dealt with the $100 contribution 
to the Farm Workers Legal Fund 
by the S.B.A. Whether “every 
.student at Georgetown had 
advance notice” of this action, 
or whether my differences of

opinion with Mr. Kolojeski on 
this issue damn me to Dante’s 
seventh circle with Spiro Agnew 
(a subtlety which somewhat 
escapes me anyway), or even 
whether my opposition forces 
me to suffer Mr. Kolojeski’s 
visceral wrath that “what you 
mean if that you hate niggers,” I 
believe th a t there is an 
important point that should be 
made. In making it I will not 
address myself to the merits of 
the cause of the grape workers, 
which, parenthetically, I have 
actively supported.

The point is that in a law 
school where an inadequate 
supply of student activity funds 
renders many activities less 
effective, the SBA deemed fit to 
direct part of its operating 
budget to a non-operating use, 
and this was accomplished while 
an o th er alternative existed. 
Certainly the SBA could haye set 
up a booth and collected $100 
worth of contributions in short 
order, and, if they felt that an 
em ergency  ex isted , even 
a d v a n c e d  the sum and 
reimbursed its treasury after the 
monies had been collected. 
Some may feel that this 
argument is merely an appeal to 
form rather than substances; 
however, this is not so. If the 
SBA had an extra $100, or 
“$500 or even $1000” to 
distribute, as Mr. Kolojeski 
asserts, there certainly are many 
other uses available for such 
excess funds.

Specifically, strong criticism 
can still be leveled at the legal 
writing program. It is evident 
that Mr. Trumball and Mr. 
T i s c h le r  h av e  d o n e  a 
commendable job of improving 
the quality of the first-year 
program, however, speaking only 
for myself, I feel that I am not 
leaving this school with the same 
research and writing abilities as 
those o f’imy- -classmates who 
were members of the school 
jo u rn a ls . W ithout getting 
side-tracked into the merits of 
whether the .solution . to this 
would be to open up the law 
jou rna ls  to  all interested 
students so that all students 
could gain the same experience, 
my contention is that the 
writing program should be 
upgraded to the point where all 
GULC graduates will leave with 
the same skills. One way to 
accomplish this might be by 
hiring full-time graduate fellows 
to administer such a program. 
This is presently being done at 
other schools and is, at least, 
worthy of investigation. To have 
such a program costs money, a 
commodity, sadly, in short 
supply at GULC.

This is just one example 
which I am sure could be 
supplem ented  by soliciting 
comments from every other 
student activity. Certainly, 1 am 
not balancing the cost of hiring 
gradoate research fellows with a 
$100 contribution of SBA 
funds. The issue is that when 
certain needs are crying out for 
solutions which, sadly, revolve 
around money, and we should 
perhaps be looking for ways to 
reallocate the present student 
activities budget (the pie from 
which all student activities get 
their slices) in order to best 
benefit all GULC students, the 
SBA has deemed it fit to utilize 
part of its operating budget in 
this manner.

Finally, let me anticipate one 
possible response which might 
defend this expenditure as 
coming out of SBA revenues and 
not the scholastic budget. This 
holds no water, for all revenues 
taken in by activities are. 
supposed to offset budget 
allocations and not to be 
independently utilized.

Sincerely,
Gary Rose 70
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Outgoing Editor-In-Chiefs 
Post-Election Reflections

By Michael D. Gragert
Well, the shouting is over and 

we now have a new corps of 
SBA o fficers . This writer 
extends to the officers-elect the 
customary congratulations and 
the sincere hope that they will 
not permit G1JLC student 
government to lapse back into 
its former pedestrian, “God save 
the status-quo,” role that will 
pave the way for re-establishing 
the reign of apathy and 
indifference within the Law 
Center community.

Worthless Campaign

Although the winners may 
deserve commendation for the 
act of w inning, all the 
cand ida tes, successful and 
unsuccessful, deserve a kick in 
the rear for one of the worst 
campaigns this Law Center has 
seen in a long time. Any high 
school politician would have felt 
right at home around this school 
last week; in fact, some of the 
ridiculous campaign posters, in 
the SBA contest, must have been 
directed to a Sixth Grade 
constituency.

The great tragedy is that this 
past election offered a beautiful 
opportunity for the student 
body to make a clear choice 
between dichotomous political 
ideologies. This year’s SBA had 
drawn a well-defined battle line 
over which conservatives and 
liberals or moderates and 
radicals could have demanded a 
m andate that would have 
d e c id e d  th e  ideological 
c o m p l e x i o n  o f  s tu d en t 
sentiment and have set the stage 
for future confrontations, * or 
c o o p e r a t i o n ,  w i t h  t he 
Administration-Faculty power 
base. Instead, we had an 
indecisive election based on 
m e a n i n g l e s s  s l o g a n s ,  
wall-pollution and double talk.

The Candidates

Jeff Peterson, for example, 
while p o ten tia lly  a very 
attractive candidate, frustrated a 
lot of people by the nature of 
his campaign which resembled 
Nixon’s desegregation plan -  a 
little something for everyone. 
Peterson continually made 
campaign statements that began 
like John Kolojeski and ended 
like George Taft and vice-versa.

Then we have Curt White who 
sm othered  his ultra-activist 
policies in an extremely 
u n i m a g i n a t i v e  cam paign 
featuring posters spouting lofty, 
bu t in sc ru tab le , po litical 
homilies.

On the other extreme, we 
have the President-elect, Jeff 
Moss, who had the opportunity 
to present the student electorate 
with a recognized conservative 
image. Instead, Moss, who, in 
the past, had often criticized 
SBA activities, was the one who 
most openly defended the SBA’s 
future existence and whose 
campaign utterances were so 
general and restrained that he 
could have been easily mistaken 
for a liberal.

The fourth runner-up was 
Pete Sissman who never, except 
in his Law Weekly statement, 
mentioned, on any of his 
campaign posters, the essence of 
his platform -  the abolition of 
the SBA. Instead, we were 
treated to a bunch of cryptic 
slogans such as “Every Man a 
King.” Come on, Pete, if you’re 
going to confront us with an 
issue, do so and stop playing 
games.

Next, we have Mr. Crowley 
who has to be assigned the role 
of the clown in last week’s 
circus. His campaign was an 
intellectual insult and the low 
number of votes he received 
indicates that Woody Allen will 
never make it to the White 
House.

In regard to Mr. Borkenhagen, 
it is difficult to make any 
observations, other than that his 
platform was one on which 
everyone would have felt 
comfortable. For example, he 
stood for such things as 
“ Responsive Government,” 
“ S t u d e n t s  F i r s t , ’’ and 
“Representative ■ Government.” 
Borkenhagen’s platform was 
about as general, as the number 
of votes he received was small.

A Proposal

In order to obtain the clear 
concensus of the student body, 
this writer requests Mr. Moss to 
be gracious and “public-minded” 
enough to give up, at least 
tem porarily , the office of 
President-elect and submit to a

“ Martha's a great cheerleader but she never knows when the game's 
over."

Legal Interns 
Make Study

Since its inception in 1960, 
GULC’s P rettym an  Legal 
I n t e r n s h i p  program  has 
contributed greatly to the 
Administration of both civil and 
criminal law in the District of 
Columbia.

During the first year of this 
graduate program, the Interns 
complete a six week study of 
D.C. criminal law, procedure, 
and rules of evidence ultimately 
leading to representation of 
indigent clients on trial in the 
federal and local courts of the 
District of Columbia. At the 
beginning of the second year of 
the program, further course 
study is pursued covering 
p r o b l e m s  p e c u l i a r  t o 
lan d lo rd -ten an t law, small 
claims, and domestic relations 
litigation. Time is then divided 
between Neighborhood Legal 
Services and such Internship 
matters as case appeals from 
lower court decisions. During 
the two year period, a research 
project is completed as well. 
This year, a D.C. Trial Manual 
will be published containing 
i n f o r m a t i o n  on unusual 
procedural issues which have 
come up in the course of trial 
and have been mentioned by the 
Court of Appeals. Mr. Leo 
Romero, who will be finishing 
the program in June, feels the 
Manual will be of great practical 
value to the local bar, especially 
to the “uptown” lawyer. Ray 
Twohig relates that the first year 
group has also been handling 
c a s e s  a r i s i n g  o u t  o f  
dem onstrations which have 
taken place in Washington 
.during . the ’69-’70 academic 
year, notably the Watergate 
March, some of which are still 
pending.

GEORGETOW N LAW W EEK LY

run-off election between himself 
and his nearest competitor, Curt 
W hite. There was only a 
difference of 37 votes between 
these two candidates in the 
regular election and any claim of 
a mandate emerging from that 
voting is completely destroyed 
when it is recognized that Mr. 
Moss received less than 33% of 
the vote cast for the Presidency. 
Moss and White, in reality, 
represent opposite poles of 
political belief. If Moss would 
agree to participate in a run-off 
election with White, the results 
would conclusively determine 
the political composition of this 
student body -  a determination 
which can only strengthen" the 
b a r g a i n i n g  p o w e r  and  
democratic character of the 
SBA.

Addendum

The opinions contained in this 
editorial reflect those of this 
writer only and are in no way to 
be construed as the viewpoints 
of the editorial board.

Magid Wins 
Essay Title

R ichard  J. Magid has 
submitted the winning entry to 
the Patrick G. Horan Memorial 
Writing Competition. His entry 
is a paper entitled “Privacy, 
Property, and the Data Bank.”

The competition is annual, 
begun expressly for the purpose 
of encouraging legfil writing and 
scholarship. It is restricted to 
evening and day division 
students in the first year. The 
entrant may write on a topic of 
his choice with the slight 
limitation that he must have 
encountered the subject in his 
first-year course work.

The judges for this year were

NEW MOBE

Anti-War
T h e  New M obilization 

Committee to End the War in 
Vietnam, a coalition of 160 plus 
anti-war groups, is sponsoring 
this week’s nationwide vigil 
against the war, which will be 
clim axed by rallies and 
demonstrations in 130 cities and 
towns across the nation on April 
15. The theme of the so-called 
spring offensive, unlike that of 
last fall’s demonstrations, is not 
bigness. Nor does it rely solely 
on the idealism and moral 
purism of the past. Instead, it 
has been planned as a 
locally-oriented, grass roots 
effort to involve as broad a 
spectrum  of Americans as 
possible in anti-war activities. It 
seeks to take advantage not only 
o f im p atien ce  w ith the 
A d m in is t r a t io n ’s gradual 
withdrawal policy, but also to 
em phasize the staggering 
economic costs of the Vietnam 
War. Corporate war. profits, 
inflation and high interest rates, 
unemployment, and Pentagon 
mismanagement appear to be 
central issues in this week’s 
activities. Part of this effort to 
inform the public will include a 
“Peace Truck” that will visit 
nearby shopping centers. 
V olunteers will distribute 
p a m p h l e t s  a nd  d iscu ss  
w ar-induced inflation with 
housewives and shoppers.

Schedule of Activities

Activities planned for the 
nation’s capital include a noon 
rally at Lafayette Park by 
women’s groups, including the 
N a tio n a l  W elfare R ights 
O rganization and welfare 
mothers demanding an end to 
the war and the initiation of a 
guaranteed minimum income 
plan This is to be followed by’a 
march past the White House to 
L’Enfant Square at 9th and 
Constitution, and later by a 
march to the U.S. Capitol where 
demonstrators will be addressed 
by David Dellinger and Julius 
Hobson. The New Mobe denies 
any cooperation with the 
Weatherman faction of S.D.S., 
and says that no acts of civil 
disobedience or violence will be

A s s o c ia te  D ean  R oy 
Schotland and Assistant Dean 
James Oldham each need a 
research assistant for the next 
academic year, and also for this 
coming Summer (full-time or 
s u b s t a n t i a l  p a r t - t i m e ,  
approximately from June 1 to 
September 1).

The tasks for Dean Schotland 
will be research in the areas of 
Administrative Law, Legislation 
and SEC/Financial Institutions, 
plus administrative assistance. 
The latter may loom large, and

The final round of the second 
year Leahy Legal Argument, to 
be held this Wednesday at 8:00 
p.m in the Court of Military 
A p p e a l s ,  wi l l  i n v o l v e  
form ulation of the proper 
criminal responsibility test to be 
applied to narcotics addicts, 
particularly addicts shown to be 
in the state of withdrawal. A 
second issue questions the

Professor Julian Kossow; Hal 
P o s te r ,  rep resen ting  the 
Georgetown Law Journal; Mike 
Gragert, representing the Law 
Center Publications; and Mary 
McReynolds, representing Law 
and Policy in International 
Business.
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Plans Set
tolerated.

During the coming weeks a 
num ber o f “ anti-corporate 
actions” are also planned, in 
which United Airlines, Boeing 
A irc ra f t ,  G ulf Oil, and 
Honeywell, among others, will 
be picketed for their alleged 
receipt of war profits. Proxy 
b a t t l e s  a t  u p c o m i n g  
shareholders’ meetings of those 
corporations are predicted, in 
which anti-war elements will 
presumably attempt to legislate 
financial disengagement from 
Vietnam. Large demonstrations 
are reputedly times to coincide 
with those meetings.

Diminished Support?

While New Mobe spokesmen 
vigorously deny that support for 
the anti-w ar crusade has 
diminished as a result of the 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n ’s tro o p  
w ithdraw al policy and its 
vilificationof protesters, there 
is a notably less aggressive tone 
to this spring’s effort. The New 
Mobe is making no crowd 
predictions, and seems less 
optimistic about influencing the 
course of American policy in 
Southeast Asia. Whether this is 
merely a seasonal phenomenon 
(fall is said to be the most 
politically volatile time of year) 
or a sign that the peace 
movement has indeed been set 
back by the Nixon strategy, 
remains to be seen. If, as Justice 
William Douglas asserts, America 
is p resen tly  incapable of 
conducting a vigorous dialogue 
“because of the growing rightist 
tendencies in the nation that 
dem and co n fo rm ity ,"  the 
anti-war movement may be 
experiencing the beginning of a 
slow decline and gradual 
r e p l a c e m e n t  w i t h  less  
c o n t r o v e r s i a l  and more 
"acceptable” causes, such as 
environmental pollution. In any 
e v e n t ,  t h o s e  who join 
Wednesday’s demonstrations can 
count on squads of CIA and 
army intelligence cameramen 
being once more on hand.

By,
Marshall T. Cary

Research Assistants Needed

Leahy Finals Wednesday

someone is needed who is willing 
to take a mix of work.

The areas of work for Dean 
Oldham will tentatively include 
defamation and right of privacy 
and legal aspects of operations 
of foundations.

The rate is the usual S2.50 per 
hour. If interested for Summer, 
next year, or (preferably) both, 
please leave a brief resume (need 
not be typed or formal) with 
Miss Coleman, Dean McCarthy’s 
Office, or with Miss Johnson, 
Dean Fisher’s Office.

constitutionality of convicting 
addicts of possession crimes in 
view of Robinson v. California.

The Barristers’ Council, which 
administers all GULC legal 
a r g u m e n t  c o m p e t i t io n s ,  
announced that the bench for 
the final round will consist of 
Judge Roger Robb of the D.C. 
Circuit Court of Appeals, Judge 
June Green of the D.C. Federal 
District Court, and Mr. Peter 
Barton Hutt of Covington and 
Burling. Mr. Hutt was the 
successful appellant’s counsel in 
Easter v. District of Columbia.

Barristers’ Council announced 
that all students and faculty are 
invited to the argument and to 
the reception which will follow 
in the faculty lounge.



White Lecture Series 
Defended By Hanley
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By Lucius Rivers 
and Alan Soschin

The Edward Douglass White 
Lecture Series was a source of 
d isap p o in tm e n t to  many 
students at the Law Center this 
year. To many, it seemed to 
r e p r e s e n t  a d u l l  gray 
combination of abstract subject 
m a tte r, less-than-scintillating 
speakers, and timing designed to 
eliminate all but night students: 
in all, irrelevance. They pointed 
to the poor attendance as proof 
of their accusations and asked 
why “so much of our money is 
being spent on so little.” To 
answer this and other questions, 
two Law Weekly reporters 
interview ed Fr. Dexter L. 
Hanley, S.J., Professor of Law 
and Director of the Institute of 
Law, Human Rights, Social 
Values, which sponsored the 
Lecture Series this year.

Fr. Hanley Candid

Fr. Hanley was candid in his 
approach to the Series, and, 
while his answers may not please 
a number of students, they will 
at least explain why it is like it 
is. To begin with, there are 
several things the White Series is 
not supposed to be:

1) It is not solely for students 
at GULC. Begun in 1964, the 
Lectures are a sort of “PR” 
contribution by GULC to the 
bar of Washington, designed to 
stim u late  in te re st among 
members of the bar on topics 
which vitally affect them. 
“We’re trying to contribute 
something lasting to D.C.’s legal 
community, something they 
might wish to quote tour or five 
years from now.”

2) The Series is not popular in 
essence , but fundam ental. 
"Anybody could fill a house 
with William Kunstler, but we 
want what’s basic, vital.” In this 
regard Prof. Hanley cited the 
la test to p ic , professional 
responsibility, as “vital” and 
“basic,” “Alt the hot issues of 
the day, urban affairs, civil 
rights, foreign policy, are merely 
facets of the greater issue: What 
does a leader owe professionally 
to his followers? They all 
ultimately return to professional 
responsibility.”

3) It is not a forum for YD’s 
or YR’s. For this reason, the 
White Series docs not place great 
emphasis on the most prominent 
politicians of the day (in

p articu la r, those up for 
re-election) for its speakers, but 
relies rather on jurists, attorneys, 
and o th e r more apolitical 
figures. Prof. Hanley even 
envisages tax problems for an 
educational institution donating 
h o n o r a r i u m funds to a 
politician’s campaign coffer.

Four Problems Outlined

Prof. Hanley outlined four 
principal problems in running 
the Series: the difficulty in
getting the speakers he really 
wanted, the failure of some 
speakers to provide written texts 
of their speeches suitable for 
pub lica tio n , GULC’s bad 
location, and the time of day of 
the lectures (impossible to find 
the optimum time of day for 
both students and bar members). 
In addition, the necessity to 
schedule lectures so far in 
advance makes it difficult to 
keep the lectures close to each 
other in chronology. “ I could 
perhaps get the most famous 
men in the country to speak 
here, but one lecture in 
S e p t e m b e r ,  a n o t h e r  in 
December, and another in May is 
not a lecture series. It’s merely a 
series of lectures.”

Hanley Criticizes Law Weekly

When asked the inevitable 
question, “ If the White Series is 
not for students, what is?” , Prof. 
Hanley’s reaction was almost 
automatic: The SBA. “The
Student Bar has its own money 
for programs of student interest, 
and it could easily initiate a 
speaker’s program. Why it 
doesn’t, I don’t know.” He also 
complained of the reaction of 
the Law Weekly in 1966 and 
1967, when he attempted to 
co-ordinate the White Series 
with the student body. “Far 
from receiving help and 
co-ordination with the program, 
I didn’t even get an answer to 
my letters.”

The E.D. White Lecture 
Series, then, doesn’t particularly 
captivate the students here 
because it isn’t designed to, and 
unless its basic focus is changed, 
it never will. Help is not likely 
from Father Hanley, who 
remarked he was “pleased” with 
this past series. To satisfy their 
own interests, students must 
look elsewhere, perhaps, as Fr. 
Hanley suggests, to themselves.

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

have inherited a large number of stinking carcasses.
What is the moral of the above? The obvious one is that 

we are not so terribly difterent from those naked, painted 
savages. (Some years ago, the Ghanaian Ambassador to the 
U.N. had occasion to upbraid the New York Times for a 
reference to African nakedness and paintedness. He simply 
quoted the figure spent annually for cosmetics in the 
United States, and commented upon the bikini seen 
ubiquitously on our beaches.)

Second Moral

There is, however, a second moral. The African, not yet 
a student of anthropology, cannot make comparisons, and 
from these comparisons, determine when he is behaving 
with absurdity. We can ... so that when we discover our 
blunders, we may enlarge upon them.

Let us consider the court back-log with all its rotting 
carcasses. Everyone recognizes that this is a problem of 
magnitude, and everyone also recognizes as a concomitant, 
an increase in crime. Given all the criminals that abound, 
they must exert some pressure upon our already 
overworked courts. The solution, therefore, lies in increas
ing court and law enforcement personnel.

There are several Indian tribes of the Southwest and

Mexico whose infants suffer severely from fly-borne 
dysentery and diarrhea. Infant mortality is extremely high, 
given the lack of western medical technology. The Indians 
treat their infants’ dysentery as follows: as the youngster 
begins to dehydrate, the fontanelles of the skull, not fully 
closed in the young, are readily visible. The Indians assume 
that the open fontanelle is the cause of the illness, and 
proceed to squeeze the infant’s head in an effort to close 
them. As may be guessed, most children suffering 
dysentery die, but that is God’s will. The handful who 
survive “prove” that the Indian treatment is appropriate. 
We have here an example in which the primitive, lacking a 
germ theory, treats the symptom instead of the etiology.

In our own case, lacking a theory of crime causation, we 
spend our time bemoaning the heavy load at the courts, 
and dreaming up new ways of squeezing the heads of 
newborns. As assumptions has been made that there are a 
Finite number of criminals, and that all we have to do is 
add enough policemen, prosecutors, judges and probation 
officers (and incidentally, glistening new edifices to house 
these technicians), and we’ll Finally catch up. A number of 
years ago in D.C., there was one Juvenile Court judge and a 
back-log of 1100 cases. A second judge was added and the 
I back-log was reduced to 2300 cases. Now, we have three 
judges, and the juvenile problem is down to only 3500 
back-log cases! Of course, total logic dictates that if every 
time you add a juvenile judge, you add a back-log of 1 100 
cases, then the same should be true in reverse -- reduce the 
number of judges to zero, and you eliminate all the cases.

Roots of Absurdity

What produces such an absurdity? On a manifest level, 
we are primitive enough to believe that when we have a 
modicum of success (e.g., rehabilitating an isolated 
ex-offender out of the countless numbers of ex-offenders 
who will recidivate), nothing is wrong with our system. It’s 
simply a matter of tightening a few nuts and bolts, and, of 
course, adding more personnel. (In like fashion, the 
Trobriand Islanders do not believe that intercourse is the 
necessary condition for producing babies, since they know 
of cases in which men and women have cohabited over 
years and not produced one measly infant. More to the 
point, the Tiwi of Melville Island are Firmly convinced that 
all 70 year old women are capable of bearing children, 
because occasionally it has happened.)

On a latent functional level, what would our graduate 
schools do if they couldn’t produce their appropriate 
quota of lawyers, social workers and criminologists? One is 
reminded of the old New Yorker cartoon, in which two 
aging ministers are conversing, and one is saying, “But 
after all, where would we be without sin?” In short, our 
middle-class way of life might be jeopardized if the jobs we 
are gunning for were suddenly done away with.

The Forgotten Man

Very recently in Chicago I had occasion to hear a paper 
described as an effort to aid the “forgotten man” in the 
system of criminal justice. In my naivete (I am after all, 
only a social scientist), I labored under the 
misapprehension that the forgotten man was the 
defendant, but by God, I soon was made to know that it 
was the prosecutor! In the District of Columbia, the OfFice 
of Crime Analysis is engaging in a computerized effort to 
help the U.S. attorneys get their most easily won cases 
processed very rapidly. Thus, we have an example of what 
Blumberg was stressing in his volume Criminal Justice, 
namely that bureaucratization has enveloped our system of 
criminal justice. It has been done so thoroughly, that as 
the system becomes more rigid and inflexible, it stresses 
making the job of the prosecutor more comfortable. We 
are no longer concerned with society’s needs or the 
defendant’s needs, but rather with the technician’s needs. 
(Among the Bini of West Africa, virtually every village and 
hamlet head ran a miniature version of the King’s court. 
The system was rather top-heavy, and didn’t function very 
well, but a hell of a lot of people were employed.)

I had said earlier that we had no theory of crime 
causation. Oddly, however, we do have a theory for 
prevention of recidivism. Briefly, it goes this way: study 
after study shows that recidivism is reduced when 
ex-otfenders are given, and can maintain reasonably 
prestigeful, well-paying, secure employment. It would 
appear odd that decent employment may be a cure for 
re-commission of crimes, but is not a preventive for crime. 
Of course, if we did engage in a preventive campaign of 
cutting down criminality through decent education for 
decent employment, we would have to stop building bigger 
and better temples of justice. And you can’t expect 
primitive people to give up their fancies and fantasies in 
order to be logical. After all, why do we call them 
primitives?
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CAP TA IN  AM ERICA

Good And Plenty

By Bobby Koen

The offic ia l Strawberry 
revised concept grading system 
presents one w ith more 
confusion than clarification and 
diverts one from the more 
important questions of the 
nature of a legal education and 
legal training. If we are to 
app roach  some form  of 
competency, can it be said that 
three years of a ‘good,’ with an 
occasional semester on a 
rumored Deans List (which 
Dean; i.e. might we not have a list 
for each Dean), or a good 
coupled with each distinguished 
or a low exceptional, or a good 
good and so forth, is roughly 
determinative thereupon? .Does 
this whole system represent any 
meaningful thing at all? Should 
not the approach be more 
clinically conscious and less 
filled with grading obsessions.

Clinical Twist

Why not institute a system 
similar to Harvards Pass/Fail 
optional Honors/Pass/Fail set 
up, but with a twist -- a work 
study program developed in 
conjunction with the leading 
Law Firms in Washington and 
some select governmental 
agencies. Three to six month 
internships, coextensive with 
selective courses and reading. 
Why should Georgetown not 
take the initiative now, when the 
need is so sorely and critically 
pointed up. Then the ‘good’ will 
be backed up by on the job 
e x p e r i e n c e / t r a i n i n g / a n d  
foresight, and will have much 
greater authority than a low 
distinguished or a good good in 
abstentia.

Third Year Lag

Further support for this 
position is evidenced by a third 
year lag, likened it would 'seem 
to the last year of college 
without the vibrancy of a 
cam pus to  emi t  regular 
distraction from study. And in 
conjunction with this, the 
particular status of a third year 
s t udent  has been heavily 
dependent upon his particular 
understanding and supplemental 
explanation of the grading 
system to all who would listen, 
creating and re-creating his own 
s t a n d a r d  of  a c a d e m i c  
proficiency.

In this order, it has been 
rumored that a ranking system 
might very well be re-instituted, 
after being de-instituted by a 
popular mandate. This would be 
done, as usual, for the good of 
the students. This analysis rings 
of the 1950’s and that solemnic 
plea of what is good for GM is 
good for America, Americans 
and the American way of life. 
Why the mandate?

While in all candor, I believe 
t h a t  a g r e a t  m a n y  
professors/deans care very much 
about the law student, his 
education, (his library?) and 
their effort is a sincere one -  are 
they reading student thought 
and opinion or are they charting, 
primarily their own course, 
independently of their clients 
(us).

Union Terraced

These things are to be 
digested and considered after a 
long (short) meal at Deaners or 
the Golden Bull, or on the 
‘Union Terrace’ by each student 
however much cut off from the 
life and body of this school, 
either by choice, necessity or 
albeit by silence.

(Continued on page 8)
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Hirschkop: A Man And His Judge
By Maurice Mountain

G e o r g e t o w n ’s adj unct  
professor Philip Hirschkop was 
recently sentenced to 30 days by 
Judge Pratt of the U.S. District 
Court for contempt of court 
arising out of his defense of the 
so-called D.C. Nine during their 
six-day trial early last February. 
At the close of that trial, Judge 
Pratt announced that he was 
holding Hirschkop in contempt 
and directed him to appear the 
following day for sentencing on 
that charge. At the sentencing, 
Judge Pratt read a short 
four-paragraph citation giving 
only page references to the 
sections of the trial transcript 
where Hirschkop had allegedly 
been in contempt. Other than 
these page references,Hirschkop 
had no direct presentation of the 
evidence against him and no 
opportunity to answer the 
charges.

Disbarment Asked

In addition to imposing the 
30-day jail sentence, Judge Pratt 
filed a complaint with the 
Committee on Admissions and 
Grievances of the District of 
Colum bia Bar Association, 
urging that Committee to 
initiate disbarment proceedings 
against Hirschkop. On the 
s t rengt h of Judge Pratt’s 
recommendation and its own 
evaluation of the trial transcript, 
the Committee has issued an 
order requiring Hirschkop to 
show cause within 30 days why 
he should not be disbarred.

The reaction of the local bar 
to these events has been 
dramatic. Mr. Hirschkop is being 
represented on appeal by the 
well-respected civil liberties 
attorney, David. Rein. Amicus 
briefs are being prepared in his 
behalf by Professors Bowman, 
Scheflin, and Antieau of the 
Georgetown faculty. Briefs are 
also being filed by a number of 
other lawyer groups, including 
one headed by former attorney 
general Ramsey Clark. At issue is 
the propriety of Judge Pratt’s 
summary contempt citation, 
coming as it did at the close of 
trial without notice and without 
opportunity to be heard. But 
p e r h a p s  an even more 
fundamental issue growing out 
of Hirschkop’s contempt citation 
is the whole question of the 
proper role of a defense counsel 
in the context of the so-called 
political trial.

Background To Case

In an interview with this 
newspaper early last week, Mr. 
Hirschkop indicated that his 
conduct at trial must be viewed 
against the unusual background 
of the case. The nine defendants 
had entered the Washington 
offices of the Dow Chemical 
Company and had defaced 
certain company records as a 
p ro test to that company’s 
involvement in the Vietnam War. 
T h e  def endant s  had all 
knowingly violated the law with 
the express purpose of seeking a 
public forum in the court to 
contest the legality of the war. 
In order to state their cases most 
persuasively, the nine defendants 
had planned to  represent 
t hems e l ve s  and re ta ined  
P ro fe sso rs  Hirschkop and 
Bowman simply to advise them 
on matters relating to the 
defense and not as their defense 
counsel. However, during the 
preliminary motions, Judge Pratt 
a d a m a n t l y  r e f u s e d  the 
d e f e n d a n t s ’ request for 
self-representation, and instead 
ordered both Hirschkop and 
Bowman to serve as appointed

defense counsel. Nevertheless, 
throughout the trial a number of 
the defendants refused to 
recognize Hirschkop and Bowman 
as their defense counsel, refused 
to communicate with them on 
material matters, and otherwise 
attempted to proceed with their 
s e l f - r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  
withwithstanding Judge Pratt’s 
order. Throughout the trial, 
Hirschkop repeatedly pointed out 
to Judge Pratt that he was 
unable properly to discharge his 
functions as defense attorney 
because he was not, in fact, 
recognized in that capacity by 
the defendants themselves. On 
numerous occasions Hirschkop 
requested that Judge Pratt 
dismiss him from the case, but 
the Judge refused.

"Ominous Shadow"

Hirschkop admitted that both 
he and the defendants were 
shaken by Judge Pratt’s adverse 
ruling on the motion for 
self-representation. When Judge 
Pratt denied defendants’ motion 
for self-representation, refused 
to permit the trial to be heard in 
a larger court room so that 
relatives and friends of the 
defendants might attend, and 
injoined Hirschkop and Bowman 
from making any statements to 
the press during the course of 
the trial, Hirschkop believes that 
Pratt cast an ominous shadow 
over the whole proceeding which 
i nevi t abl y caused st rong 
resentment on the part of the 
defendants, and precipitated 
numerous outbursts of emotion 
in the cour t r oom itself. 
According to Hirschkop, Judge 
Pratt had just returned from a 
judicial conference where the 
topic of discussion had been the 
problem of maintaining proper 
courtroom decorum during a 
s o - c a l l e d  po litica l trial .  
Moreover, Hirschkop submits the 
obvious parallels between the 
Chicago conspiracy trial and the 
Washington trial had made Judge 
Pratt particularly "jumpy" on 
the mat t er  of courtroom 
misconduct. All these factors 
combined to place Hirschkop, 
Bowman, and the defendants in 
a very precarious position before 
the trial even opened.

In the preliminary motions, 
Hirschkop sought to have Judge 
Pratt declare himself removed 
from the case. Judge Pratt, 
refused this ruling. In the 
interview with this newspaper, 
Hirschkop suggested that Judge 
Pratt might have been less than 
objective hearing a case where 
th e  def endant s  included 
ex-members of Catholic religious 
orders contesting the legality of 
the Vietnam war. Hirschkop 
noted that Judge Pratt, himself a 
partially disabled war veteran, 
had a daughter who was a 
Catholic nun and a son who was 
fighting in Vietnam.

Past Relations

Hirschkop indicated in his 
interview that he had argued 
only one prior case before Judge 
Pratt, but that relations with the 
Judge on that occasion and on 
all private conferences in 
chambers during the D.C. Nine 
trial had been courteous and 
friendly. He stated that Judge 
Pratt seemed to understand that 
Hirschkop’s in-court conduct was 
necessarily different from his 
position in private conferences 
becaus e  of the unusual  
circumstances of having to 
rep resen t defendants who 
refused to recognize him as their 
counsel.

In marked contrast, Judge 
Pratt said of Hirschkop’s conduct 
in the first paragraph of the

contempt citation:
“In addressing the court 
concerning m otions of 
def endant s  to represent 
themselves and for the court 
to recuse itself, he used 
insulting, derogatory and 
disrespectful language.”
The passage cited by Judge 

Pratt relating to his paragraph 
concerns the defendants’ motion 
to represent themselves. These 
a r g u m e n t s  we r e  ma d e  
preliminary to the voir dire and 
jury selection. At that point, Mr. 
Hirschkop was arguing that the 
def endant s  were perfectly 
capable of defending themselves, 
that a legal education was not a 
requirement for self-representa- 
tion, and that the defendants 
were adamant in their position 
that they did not want counsel. 
At the close of his argument, 
Hirschkop said:

"I’m afraid, Judge, that if 
you won’t let them represent 
themselves, you are going to 
have to use the power of the 
marshals, the court and your 
robes, which you can, to 
order me to represent them 
because I won’t do it unless 
you so order me to do so. I 
wapt to have an order of the 
court before I violate my 
conscience.”

"Insulting..and Disrespectful"

At another section of the 
transcript cited by Judge Pratt as 
“ i nsul t ing,  derogatory and 
disrespectful,” Mr. Hirschkop was 
arguing the motion for the Court 
to remove itself from the case. 
He addressed Judge Pratt as 
follows:

"It is unquestioned, Judge, I 
mean with.all respect to you 
as a person, I don’t say that 
out of any disrespect, it is 
unquestioned in my mind 
that you came in here with 
your mind absolutely made 
up that these people were 
going to have counsel 
regardless of what they said, 
t hat  we went  through 
motions this morning that 
demean our system, because 
they really had no due 
process ... J fully believe, and 
with all due respect to the 
Court as a person, that you 
made up your mind about 
everything except the length 
of the sentence. And I ask 
you to explore your own 
conscience, Judge, because if 
that is the path you are going 
down, you shouldn’t sit on 
this case ... I am afraid of 
making this system rotten by 
not being able to do my job, 
and that is representing 
people, and that is what I am 
here for. I am not here to 
grease the wheels of the 
Court. 1 am terribly afraid 
that you have made up your 
mind that you are going to 
d i s pa t ch  this case as 
expeditiously as possible. I 
am not here to expedite it. I 
will do it with all the dignity 
of a lawyer and all the 
sanctions of the Bar in mind, 
but I will not take part in 
greasing the wheels, not of 
justice, but the wheels of 
expeditiously packing these 
nine people off to jail as 
q u i c k l y  as we c a n .’’ 
(Transcript, pp 83-86)

Judge Pratt in the second 
paragraph of his contempt 
c i t a t i o n  compl a i ne d  of 
Hirschkop’s in-court conduct:

“On numerous occasions 
he conducted himself in a 
disrespectful manner and, on 
some of these occasions 
refused to obey the Court’s

direction to resume his seat 
after the Court had ruled.

"Sit Down"
In one of the passages cited 

by Judge Pratt, Hirschkop was 
cross-examining a Government 
witness about a motion picture 
film taken at the time of the 
crime. During his questioning, 
the prosecutor, Mr. Green, 
interrupted with a question of 
the witness. There followed this 
exchange:

Mr. Hirschkop: “Your Honor,
I ask if Mr. Green has an 
o b jec tio n , to make an 
objection, not to instruct the 
witness how to answer the 
question.

The Court: I haven’t heard 
any objection yet. Mr. Green, 
do you have one?

Mr. Green: No, your Honor.

Mr. Hirschkop: Well, I.ask that 
he be instructed not to 
interrupt the examination.

The Court: Mr. Green doesn’t 
need any instructions from 
the Court. Mr. Hirschkop,go 
ahead with your questions.

Mr. Hirschkop: Your Honor, 1 
don’t think it is fair for the 
Court to allow

The Court: Go ahead, Mr. 
Hirschkop,ask your questions 
and don’t argue.

Mr. Hirschkop:I have my own 
objection, your Honor.

The Cour t :  Ask your
question.

Mr. Hirschkop: May I address 
the Court?

The Court: No, ask your
question.

Mr. Hirschkop: Well, your
Honor

The Court: Mr. Hirschkop,ask 
your questions. When you 
have asked your questions.

Defendant  Slaski: Your
Honor, with all due respect, 
he does not represent us. 
Even though he does not
represent us, you force him
on us...

Mr. Hirschkop: If you won’t 
allow me to do my job, I 
can’t ask questions, your 
Honor.

The Court: All right. Sit
down, Mr. Hirschkop.

Defendant Slaski: I think you 
are being very unfair, your 
Honor.

The Court: Sit down, Mr. 
Slaski.

Mr. Hirschkop:Your Honor, I 
would like to clarify that I 
was sitting down when you 
said that.”

In his third paragraph in the 
contempt citation, Judge Pratt 
said of Hirschkop’s conversations 
at the bench:

“He addressed the Court at 
the bench in a derogatory and 
d i s r e s p e c t f u l  ma n n e r  
concerning the seating in the 
Courtroom and concerning 
his participation at bench 
conferences.”

"Close To The Line"

In the section cited by Judge 
P ra tt , Mr. Hirschkop had

requested that he and Mr. 
Bowman be permitted to leave 
the courtroom from time to 
time for brief periods during the 
proceedings. The Court would 
not agree to the request, 
however, because not all the 
def endant s  had indicated 
agreement with this procedure. 
The defendants’ position was that 
they could not agree or disagree 
because they did not accept 
representation by counsel. Mr. 
Hirschkop pointed out to Pratt 
the unfairness of his ruling since 
the United States attorneys were 
free to come and go as they 
chose. On the matter of bench 
conferences, Hirschkop said at 
one point:

“I have no intention of 
even discussing this, your 
Honor, you can order me to 
the Bench, but you can’t 
make me take part in the 
con ference . I have no 
intention of discussing that in 
the absence of these people, 
(the defendants). They have 
got a right to take part in that 
discussion to hear it.”
The Court: You mean every 
bench conference?
Mr. Hirschkop: That is what 
they insist upon, Judge.

The Court: Mr.+Iirschkopyou 
are treading close to the line.
I am telling you that right 
now.
Mr. Hirschkop: You might as 
well dismiss me from the 
case. Threats won’t make me 
conduct the defense in a 
different way.”

Seating Dispute

In the preliminary motions, 
Hirschkop had requested that the 
trial be held in the larger 
ceremonial courtroom to better 
accommodate the large number 
of friends and relatives of the 
defendants. Judge Pratt t ' tsed 
the request, and in fact ind < ated 
he would restrict the seating on 
those benches nearest the 
defendants’ table. In bench 
exchange cited by Judge Pratt as 
"derogatory and disrespectful,” 
Hirschkop at trial renewed his 
request to seat defendants’ 
relatives and friends:

Mr. Hirschkop: Judge, ttiere 
are three rows taken up by 
research assistants and press. 
There are two empty rows by 
the Bar.
The Court: You let me settle 
the order of this Courtroom, 
Mr. Hirschkop. I am trying to 
be as fair as I can.
Mr. Hirschkop: I have a right 
to make motions. If you 
won’t let me make motions, 
Judge, let me go home.
The Court: The seating is my 
responsibility.
Mr.Hirschkop: \  uhaveyour 
own motives, Judge. Don’t 
impurge in my rights. I have a 
right under the Constitution 
to see that they have a public 
trial. If you don’t want me to 
bear out that right as my 
duties of a lawyer, send me 
home.
The Court: I ’ll take care of 
the public matter. I am doing 
it now.
Mr. Hirschkop: 1 am suggesting 
that there are two empty 
benches either the press or 
research assistants could sit 
on and moving the others 
to...
The Court: Please be seated. I 
heard you.
Mr. Hirschkop: Could we have 
a rule, Judge?
The Court: I will decide it in 
my own good time and my 
own way.” (Transcript, page

(Continued on page 6)
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283,284.)
In the fourth and final 

paragraph of the contempt 
c i t a t i o n ,  J u d g e  P r a t t  
c h a r a c t e r i z e d  Hirschkop’s 
conduct as follows:

‘ ‘ H e  e n g a g e d  in 
d i s r e s p e c t f u l  a n d  
discourteous conduct which 
offended the dignity and 
decorum of this proceeding 
and which was degrading to 
this tribunal in violation of 
the standards imposed by the 
American Bar Association 
c o d e  of  p r o f e s s i ona l  
responsibility and the canons 
of professional ethics. ABA 
C o d e  o f  Profess i onal  
Responsibility, Canon 7, 
EC-7-36, DR-7-106(c) (6)
(1969)  ABA Canons of 
Professional Ethics, canon 1 
(1967) .  Further in the 
context of a difficult trial of 
nine defendants he failed to 
fulfill his obligation as an 
officer of this Court. See 
appropriate portions of the 
trial transcript.”

This paragraph contained no 
citations to the transcript, and it 
apparently referred to those 
portions already cited by Judge 
Pratt in the prior paragraphs.

Not Disruptive

Hirschkop takes strong issue 
with Judge Pratt’s statement 
that he failed to fulfill his duty 
as an officer of the Court. First, 
he argues that the whole trial 
lasted only six days and 
succeeded in reaching a jury 
verdict. In the context of a 
political trial of nine defendants, 
H irschop feels that is a 
r e ma r k a b l e  record when 
contrasted with the protracted 
Chicago debacle. Second, on this 
point Hirschop stated that on 
several occasions he was 
ihstrumenfaf in calming doton 
the spectators and restoring the 
courtroom to order following 
particular outbursts. At one 
point he urged persons to leave 
the courtroom in compliance 
with Judge Pratt’s directive and 
on another occasion went into 
the hallway outside and urged 
demonstrators assembled there 
to  refrain from disruptive 
singing. Hisrchkop believes his 
actions were not disruptive, but 
were in fact directed solely 
towards restoring decorum in 
the courtroom and enabling the 
t rial  to continue with a 
minimum of delay. Finally, 
Hirschkop reported that he spent 
many hours arguing with the 
defendants urging them to enter 
guilty pleas on several of the 
counts. Two of the defendants 
did in fact plead before the close 
of the trial. Hirschkop feels his 
efforts to shorten the trial by 
pleading the defendants rebuts 
any criticism that he failed to 
discharge his duty to the Court.

Hirschkop is particularly 
incensed by the fact that the 
Judge cited him for contempt in 
such a summary fashion. First, 
Hirschkop contends that all but 
one of the sections of the 
transcript ci'.ed by Judge Pratt 
pertain to statements made 
either at tht bench or in the 
chambers which could not have 
b rough t public approbation 
upon the Court since in fact the 
public was unaware of the 
statements at the time. Second, 
Hirschkop argues that the only 
other grounds for a summar 
contempt proceeding is where 
the complained-of conduct is in 
fact presently disrupting the 
trial. Hirschop argues that if 
Judge Pratt had found him so 
disruptive as to permit a 
s u m m a r y  sen tenc ing  for 
contempt, Judge Pratt could 
easily have dismissed Hirschop
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from the case since it was only 
under Pratt’s own order that he 
was required to be there in the 
first place. Finally, Hirschkop 
notes with some irony that while 
three of the defendants were 
cited for contempt during the 
trial and confined to jail for the 
balance of proceeding, Judge 
Pratt did not issue their final 
contempt sentence at the close 
of the trial, not even the 
following day when he 
sentenced Hirschop.

Earlier Incident

Hirschkop believes the only 
explanation for Judge Pratt’s 
summary sentencing was that he 
did not want to repeat an earlier 
incident which had caused him 
c o n s i d e r a b l e  p e r s o n a l  
e mb a r r a s s me n t .  Hirschkop 
reported that several years ago, 
Judge Pratt cited local attorney 
Dovey Roundtree for contempt, 
but that Mrs. Rountree had 
succeeded in getting her case 
shifted to another judge who 
dismissed the citation out of 
hand. Hirschkop indicated that 
this rebuff had rankled Judge 
Pratt considerably and he feels 
this prior experience caused 
Judge Pratt not to transfer his 
own case to another judge who 
m i g h t  v i e w  i t  mo r e  
dispassionately on the merits, 
but instead to proceed in the 
summary fashion in which he 
did.

After the contempt sentence. 
Judge Pratt sent a letter to the 
Committee on Grievances of the 
D.C. Bar Association urging that 
Committee to review Hirschop’s 
conduct to determine whether 
they felt that disbarment action 
should be taken. Apparently 
J u d g e  P r a t t  urged the 
Committee to subpoena the 
television news film made by 
Washington station WTTG in 
which Hirschkop had made 
several statements immediately 
following his sentencing. In 
addition to the television film, 
Hfrschkopreports the committee 
is exami ni ng the whole 
transcript of the D.C. Nine trial 
and has also asked to review 
Ilirschkop'sconduct in behalf of 
several witnesses involved in the 
Mattingly murder trial.Hirschkop 
said it was clear to him that the 
committee was attempting to 
move as rapidly as possible in 
order to bring a disbarment 
proceeding prior to the criminal 
appeal of the citation itself. He 
fears that the Court of Appeals 
might in fact be influenced by 
the C o m m ittee’s findings. 
H o w e v e r ,  he lias been 
unsuccessful in urging that the 
disbarment proceeding be stayed 
pending the outcome of the 
criminal appeal.

Chicago As Isolated Event
Whatever the outcome of his 

own case, Hirschkop remains 
convinced that the Chicago 
experience was an isolated event 
which does not necessarily 
portend continued disruptions 
of courtrooms in future political 
trials. Instead,Hirschkopbelieves 
that if judges will ‘‘give a little 
leeway to the Constitution,” 
political defendants can have 
their day in court and trials can 
proceed to a jury verdict. But if 
judges continue to overreact to 
an imagined threat, as Hirschkop 
believes Judge Pratt did in his 
own case, then the courts 
them selves may very well 
precipitate their own disruption.

W A R  D EA D
Week of April 4, 1970 

138 Dead 

Total War Dead 
(Hostile Action) 

41,274

LSD ON CARSWELL......

(Continued from page l)

Watson of the University of 
Miami, assisted in establishing a 
Rules Committee so the matter 
could come to a vote on its 
merits. Duke and Miami U. Law 
S c h o o l s  i nt roduced and 
seconded the resolution against 
Carswell. In front of national 
television, the other southern 
law school delegates walked out 
of the conference.

Jim Keane, who has been 
working with President Long to 
establish a national voice for law 
s t u d e n t s  through t h e 
A.B.A.-L.S.D. was instrumental 
in having the L.S.D. Board of 
G o v e r n o r s  a d o p t  a 
pro-Morat or i um stand last 
October, although he was unable 
to work out an anti-Haynes- 
worth concensus at the same 
time. ‘‘The success of the 
ant i - Car swel l  dr i ve, ”  he 
commented, “clearly indicates 
that the A.B.A.-L.S.D. can be 
made relevant, but only if the 
progressive law schools of the 
East and West coasts take an 
active leadership role on a 
national level.” The report of 
the success to GULC’s S.B.A. at 
its Apri l  7 meeting has 
apparently buried the suggestion 
that GULC disaffiliate with the 
A.B.A.-L.S.D.

Loewinger To Helm •

Ken Loewinger, whose name 
has been submitted for a 
committee position on the 
National Alcoholism and Drug 
Abuse Committee of the A.B.A. 
section of Individual Rights and 
Liberties, has undertaken the job 
of organizing an effective law 
student division group at GULC 
next year. Frank Kahn of 
George Washington Law School 
was elected Circuit Governor of 
the 11th Circuit, which is 
comprised of the five D.C. law 
schools at the East Coast 
Conference. James Kinan of 
Catholic University has been 
nominated for t’ ; chairmanship 
of the Congressional Liaison 
Committee, which will lobby for 
law students on Capitol Hill next 
year.  If any Georgetown 
s t udent s  are interested in 
oppos i ng Kinan for this 
nomination or in serving on the 
c o mmi t t e e ,  cont act  Ken 
Loewinger at 522-0833, or Jim 
Keane at 794-8819, or Mr. 
Kahn.

LETTERS.............

(Continued from page 2) 
Sir:
Being of liberal political 

philosophy, I was quite angered 
to learn that John Kolojeski, our 
SBA President, used the phrase 
“All power to the people” in his 
le tter to colleges where he 
wished to go recruiting. I believe 
in that phrase, but not in the 
prostituted form in which Mr. 
Kolojeski uses it. “All power to 
the people” means “All power 
to all of the people” — not just 
to those people agreeing with 
the user of the phrase.

(Continued on page 8)
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West Publishing Company

"Evidence 

in o Nutshell"

JU S T  PUBLISHED

Now Available At Lerner Law 
Book 509 E St., N.W. 

Price: About $4.00

Learn about the 

Stock Market
mutual funds, and related financial fields; 
if you qualify we will train you to become a 
registered representative/account executive.

This opportunity has outstanding poten- 
tail for bright young people with ambition. 
You may train and work part time during 
the school year, and/or full time during the 
summer.

For an appointment call Mr. William A. 

Conway, at 543-6576

DeRand Investment 
Corporation

Student

Bartender Service
“Add a

professional touch to your parties”
521-1079

5 pm— 11 pm Weekdays

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

FURTHER INFORMATION, 
CONTACT:

Thomas L. Beight

570-D North Frederick Avenue

Gaithersburg, Maryland 20760 

Phone 948-6555 or 949 7350

Live and Learn Law nLondon

This summer a limited number 
of places are available in the 
Notre Game 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

Registration due: May 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
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Scrambling

IF

By Willie Schatz

Continuing where I left off 
last issue, but this time with a 
far more difficult task at hand, 
your  peerless prognosticator 
turns his crystal ball on the 
always frantic National League, 
home of the world champion 
Mets. Things figure to be just as 
wild as they were last year, and 
the enormity of trying to predict 
the divisional races is almost too 
much even for someone as 
infal l ible as yours  truly. 
However, since l am never one 
to shrink from duty when called, 
l will proceed.

The East

and gives the team an established 
player at every position. But the 
depth problem figures to offset 
the pi t ching and hitting 
strengths, and points to a 
third-place finish.

The St. Louis Cardinals, who 
tumbled to fourth last year after 
two consecut ive pennants, 
should stay there again. On 
paper, the Cards have the best 

4 1 . team in the division. The
J  . addition of Richie Allen will
jkw n ' 'y " '  help solve the team’s biggest 

/ f  r  C v> problem -  lack of power. Joe
Torre and Lou Brock provide 
the other batting punch. The 
pitching staff boasts one of the 
game’s best, Bob Gibson, and 
two other good ones in Nelson 
Briles and Steve Carlton, who 
struck out 19 men in one game 
last year. But beyond that, the 
staff is weak. The team is further 
weakened by the loss of Mike 
Shannon thru a kidney disease 
and Curt Flood, whose situation 
we’ve already discussed. The 
dissension caused by the Flood 
trade and the fact that the Cards 
still owe the Phils at least one 
player should cause the team too 
many problems and mean no 
more than fourth place.

The Philadelphia Phillies have 
a new  l ook this year.  
Unfortunately, they don’t have 
enough good players to make 
thei r  s t andings look any 

The overriding question here different. They have gotten rid 
is, obviously, whether the Mets Qf Richie Allen, which will result 
can do it again. There is no a mutuaj benefit. The best 
doubt that destiny kept a very new face js J^arry Hisle, but he 
watchful eye over them last doesn't have much support, 
year. There is doubt, however, if Chris Short, back after a back 
they are good enough to win operation, is a premier lefty, but 
without a large assist from the be s(ands alone on the mound 
fates. The answer here is that S{af^ as does Joe Hoerner in the 
they are. They have by far the bullpen. The team has good 
best pitching stall in the game, youngsters on the way, but it 
and pitching, as they say, is 90% w|jj be a couple of years before 
of the game. Tom Seaver_and they redly-arrive, so the Phil lie 
Jerry Koosman can definitely fans wj|j have to keep waiting, 
win 45 games between them, and they jvon’t even have Richie 
and could win 58. Gary Gentry' ̂ Uen to 1)00. 
and Nolan Ryan are excellent Tbe Montreal Expos proved 
third and fourth starters, and the he last year’s surprise at the' 
bullpen is better than average, gate even though they finished a 
The hitting is suspect, lacking hopeless last in the division. The 
power and run-producing ability, team is typical of all expansion 
Joe Foy should help remedy this teams — a cast of never-haves, 
and should also solve the third maybes, and hope-tos. The best 
base problems. With the kind of pjayers are Coco Laboy and 
pitching the Mets have, however, Ma(5k Jones> and the best 
their hitting does not have to be pitchers are Steve Renko and 
any better than last year. Bill Stoneman. The Expos

The Pittsburgh Pirates have a cannot possibly improve on their 
team that can break down walls jasj pjace finish. Their best hope 
with its bats. Unfortunately, is to improve their record, which 
their pitchers let opposing teams they should be able to do. 
do the same thing, and that is 
why the Pirates will do no better 
than second. Alou, Clemente,
Stargell, Hebner, and Sanguillen 
led an attack that was the best in 
baseball last year, and figures to 
be as good or better this year.
With even adequate pitching, the 
Bucs could win. Unfortunately, 
their pitching is not even 
adequate. Steve Blass, Bob 
Moose, and Bob Veale are three 
good starters, but behind them 
there is nothing. If they get 
pitching, the Pirates can beat out 
the Mets, but they don’t figure 
to get it. Their hitting is good 
enough to carry them to second, 
though.

The Chicago Cubs, last year’s 
chief apple eaters, don’t figure 
to do as well this year. They 
have great starters, led by Ron 
Santo, Billy Williams, Glenn 
Beckert, and ageless Ernie 
Banks. Behind them there is not 
much, and this is the weakness 
of the team. The pitching is the 
team’s strong point, with three 
good starters in Fergie Jenkins,
Ken Holtzman, and Bill Hands, 
and two veteran relievers in Phil 
Regan and Ted Abernathy. The 
addition of Johnny Callison will 
help ease the outfield problems

The West

In this division, unlike the 
East, last year’s winner will not 
repeat. The Atlanta Braves 
should be dethroned by the 
Cincinnati Reds. The Reds, like 
the Pirates, can break down 
walls with their hitting. The 
major leading hitters last year, 
Pete Rose, Bobby Tolan, Lee 
May, Tony Perez, and Johnny 
Bench form as a devestating an 
attack as there is in the game. 
The loss of Alex Johnson, who 
hit well over .300 last year, will 
not make that much of a 
difference in the attack, but it 
will help solve the Red’s biggest 
deficiency -  pitching. By 
acquiring Jim McGlothlin for 
Johnson, the team picked up a 
proven winner to go with Jim 
Merritt and Jim Maloney. If 
Gary Nolan recovers his form of 
two years ago, the Reds will 
have more than adequate 
pitching to go to the top. Wayne 
Granger is a superb one-man 
relief corps, and the club’s depth 
is fine.

The Atlanta Braves, who won 
last year’s race with a ten-game
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winning streak, look only good 
enough for second this time 
around. They traded a valuable 
man in Felipe Alou, and got 
only a sore-armed Jim Nash in 
return. The Braves’ pitching, 
always a problem, will be worse 
this year because of the loss of 
Ron Reed. Phil Niekro is a top 
starter and Cecil Upshaw is a 
fine reliever, but behind these 
two there is not very much. The 
hitting, led by Bad Henry Aaron 
and RiccvCarty, is excellent, and 
the team has power to spare. 
The weakest spot is catcher, but 
that is minor compared to the 
mound difficulties the Braves are 
likely to encounter this season.

The World’s biggest enigma, 
the San Francisco Giants, should 
b r e a k  t h e i r  f i v e - y e a r  
second-place syndrome by 
falling to third. They have the 
gam e’s best pitcher, Juan 
Marichal, the game’s best hitter, 
Willie McCovey, the game’s 
greatest*star, the one and only 
incomparable Willie Mays, and a 
future star in Bobby Bonds, but 
beyond that, there are nothing 
but question marks. The team 
gave up two starting pitchers for 
four minor leaguers (another 
typical Giant trade), and must 
find men to replace them. 
Gaylord Perry is one of the best 
around and Frank Linzy is a 
premier reliever, but the team’s 
defense is weak. The hitting is 
erratic at best, and doesn’t 
produce enough runs. Once 
again the team will fail to live up 
to its potential, and the Giant 
enigma will continue.

The Los Angeles Dodgers 
could be a surprise and must be 
considered a dark horse, but 
unless the team gets a super year 
from its members, they should 
do no better than fourth. Bill 
Singer, Claude Osteen, and Don 
Sutton form a fine starting 
three, but behind them there is 
very little help for starters and 
the bullpen. They must find a 
fourth starter and some relievers, 
especially since pitching is 
always the team’s strong point. 
The Dodger attack is the same as 
it has been for the last decade -  
they still scrap and bleed for 
runs, concentrating on singles 
and sacrifices and leaving the 
rest to the pitchers. Willie Davis 
had a great year last year, but he 
has a history of being erratic, so 
he may not be ready to lead the 
attack out of the woods. The 
team lacks power, and some help 
here would be vital to the team’s 
pennant hopes. The club will 
cause some headaches but 
do esn ’t appear capable of 
winning it all.

The Houston Astros surprised 
everybody, including themselves, 
by making a run for the pennant 
until mid-September. This was 
truly remarkable, considering 
that they got off to one of the 
worst starts in history. This team 
led the league in strikeouts, and 
has three fireballers in Larry 
Dierker, Tom Griffin, and Don 
Wilson. The rest of the staff is 
adequate. The hitting, led by 
Jim Wynn, doesn’t appear to be 
anywhere near adequate, but 
somehow the Astros seem to get 
runs when they need them. They 
also have an uncanny ability to 
win at home, which helps 
account for last year However, 
the team is deficient in power 
and the pitching staff has too 
much of a burden to carry. This 
should keep the Astros fifth, 
although they could cause minor 
problems.

The San Diego Padres are 
much like the Expos. They are 
doomed to another year in the 
cellar while they wait for their 
young players to develop. The 
best of these are Nate Colbert 
and Clarence Gaston, and they 
have an established outfielder in 
Ollie Brown, who, along with A1 
Ferrara, supplies the team’s 
power. The best pitcher is Clay
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Study In Justice
by Jeff Gitner

Lately its been in to bad-rap 
the system and the judicial 
monsters that comprise its 
judicial branch. Some feel the 
system itself is incapable of 
spawning any less creatures. I 
imagine this is what Cal Brown 
(a ps eudodymn)  thought. 
Tweniy-two, a ghetto black 
from the broken home that has 
i n s e n s i t i v e l y  becom e a 
stereotype model, arrested 15 
times with a total of years 
spent in juvenile homes and jails, 
the system offered only a 
promise as grey as the day 
outside. He was appearing before 
another white judge. How many 
had passed judgment on him 
already? This judge’s face melted 
into all the other white marble 
expressions he had seen worn by 
cops, probation officers, guards 
and bondsmen.

A Different Policy

Cal was before Judge Burka of 
the Court of General Sessions. 
He was charged with the 
destruction of private property -  
he was caught ripping off aerials 
on cars belonging to Howard 
University students. Vengeance 
against the man, or any more 
fortunate than himself, had 
again resulted in his own 
self-defeat. This pattern, once it 
picks up inertia, is hard to break 
out of when surrounded by an 
insensitive, alien world. Cal 
probably would have kept his 
eyes to the floor for the entire 
proceeding if the Judge hadn’t 
interrupted what Cal felt would 
be routine. This Judge started 
the case in a very strange way. 
He told Cal that he was not a 
piece of furniture and would not 
be treated as such by the court.. 
Cal would be given the 
opportunity to say what he 
pleased-whether legally relevant 
or not. Next the Judge instead 
o f  a s k i n g  t h e  u s u a l  
white-Calvinistic question of 
“Why did you do it?” asked Cal 
if he had seen the testing reports 
from the Youth Center where 
Judge Burka had sent him prior 
to the hearing.

Never Gave Same Old Lecture

Although Cal had been a 
periodic participant in the 
rehabilitative facilities of our 
community he had never been 
given an extensive psychological 
or intellectual examination. 
After Cal answered that he 
wasn’t aware of the results, the 
Judge first apologized for the 
failure of the system in not 
coming to his aid sooner, and 
then informed Cal that his tests 
showed him to possess an 
extremely superior intellect. It 
a ppe a r s  some behavioral 
scientists have been a little too 
quick in condemning some of 
our b ro th e rs ’ impoverished 
environments. The Judge never 
did get around to giving that 
same old lecture. Nor did he 
apply any “relevant” legal 
standards. But the Judge did 
meet the human standard of 
helping your fellow man when 
you can.

The Judge told Cal he would

Kirby, even though he lost 20 
games last year. The team should 
improve on last year’s record, if 
only by virtue of being a year 
older.

In the playoff, look for the 
Mets to beat the Reds in a close, 
tough series. Then the Amazing 
Ones will whip the Orioles again 
and repeat as World Champs.

like to see him go back to the 
Youth Center, where with some 
tutoring, he could receive a 
G e n e r a l  E d u c a t i o n a l  
Development Grade Certificate 
(GED) -  equivalent to a high 
school diploma. Next the Judge, 
lowering his voice in sincere 
humility, told Cal that he had an 
intelligent quotient as high as 
any in this city and the potential 
to become a needed leader. 
There had never been a father 
image in Cal’s life. There had 
been little that he could identify 
w i t h ,  e x c e p t  what  the 
street-corner society and the TV 
told him he was. Until now there 
had been no boundaries on the 
meanderings of his mind, as 
there had been no direction.

On To  College

At this point the sincerity of 
the Judge broke off from that 
type of tokenism that has come 
to be associated with liberalism 
and the Judge committed 
himself,
with a personal promise. Once 
Cal got the GED the Judge put 
himself on the line. He’ would 
help Cal get into college — any 
college -- not just OEO U Nor 
did he envision Cal ting 
part-time, with its piec*. meaf 
values. The Judge knew the 
value of a total involvement in 
the educational scheme. He 
would see that Cal got the 
money, whether through an 
educational fund or out of his 
own pocket.

Sitting in the courtroom, I 
felt  st range watching and 
listening. For some reason I felt 
closer to the black man sitting 
beside me. This was a usual 
Washington courtroom. It was 
filled with black defendants, a 
few young, idealistic lawyers, 
and a few weather-worn old 
ones. But for a while I lost the 
distinctions among them. The 
Judge had brought together our 
humanism. Cal’s mother was 
there; she didn’t weep out of 
fear that her son was going to be 
locked up, but because finally 
someone had stc ped treating 
her son like a piece of furniture.

No, I don’t think it’s the 
system. In itself it’s non-organic, 
breathless. It doesn’t destroy or 
hate -  only men have that 
capacity. The system will change 
as the men do.

Quote
of the

week:
“Our principal task, in this 

diversity of citizenship case, is to 
determine what the New York 
courts would think the 
California courts would think on 
an issue about which neither has 
thought.”
Nolan v. Transocean Air Lines, 
as reported in Cheatham, et al, 
Conflict of Laws (Foundation 
Press 1964), p. 42.



GEORGETOW N LAW W EEK LYPage 8 

|  MUSIC

Deja Vu: Too Polished I
8 1

By Steve Durovic

Deja Vu, Crosby, Stills, Nash, & 
Young. Atlantic SD-7200

This LP has been a long time 
comi ng ,  being original ly 
announced for November. Their 
first LP was wildly successful for 
these refugees from the Byrds, 
Buffalo Springfield and Hollies. 
The term supergroup’s been 
applied, and tho’ no supergroup, 
they’ve established themselves as 
p r o s  o f  t h e  h i g h e s t  
technical caliber. They were 
accused of being saccharine and 
too-slick, with their soft, gentle, 
flowing guitar arrangements and 
faci le,  c lea r, pure,  high 
harmonies. I confess this is not 
my style of music and great 
i mp a c t  it d o esn ’t have.  
Nevertheless, their first LP was a 
most impressive technical work 
of art wi th near-perfect 
ar r angement s ,  multi-layered 
harm onies and instrumeatal 
lines, rhythms, etc. -  a highly 
p o l i s h e d  gem ( s t e r i l e  
perfection?). It’s very hard to 
have all that and guts, too. This 
second LP is pretty much the 
same, but with an added bass 
plus the guitar, singing, and 
writing of Neil Young, who was 
the driving spirit in the Buffalo 
Springfields, giving them more 
range and interest instrumentally 
and a new outlook on at least 
two cuts. Previously, Stills 
played everything except drums 
and rhythm and tho’ a fine 
musician, one guy still basically 
plays one way despite a 
multitude of styles.

Two Songs By Ebch

Each has two of his written 
songs, with one by Stills and 
Young together and one by Joni 
Mitchell. “Carry On” by Stills Ls 
probably their most marketable 
sound (this one is now a single), 
very similar to the breaks in 
“Suite: Judy Blue Eyes.” It has 
an Kastern-curn-country droning 
effect with layers of sound 
interwoven and hand-played 
drums for a tabla effect. The 
guitar parts are well worked, the 
singing and harmonies clear and 
pure, and the song moves 
forward with some spirit. Still’s 
other song, “4 and 20,” is a 
quiet acoustic folk song sung by 
him alone,  describing his 
progress from poverty to success 
and his loss of a girl he was 
much involved with (said to be 
Joni Mitchell in actual life). 
“Everybody 1 Love You” is 
about just that, written by Stills 
and Young but sounding like a 
Still’s effort all the way. Again, 
reminiscent of “49 Bye-Byes” 
from the first LP in sound, it 
moves along well, ending with 
Stills shouting “Oh, yeah!” in 
the background as soulfully as 
he can muster.

Saccharine

Nash’s songs show him to be a 
nice, sweet middle class English 
chap, concerned more with 
progeny and home than most 
U.S. freaks might be. “Teach 
Your Children” is very Nashville 
(no Pun) in sound and features 
some very fine Hawaiian steel' 
guitar by the Dead’s Jerry Garcia 
punctuating the song with pure, 
hanging notes. “Our House” 
d e sc rib e s  the t radi t i onal  
v ine-covered cottage. The 
“saccharine” accusations land 
heaviest here, tho’ Nash’s voice, 
clear, pure, and controlled, can’t 
be faulted for technical finesse.

Crosby’s songs are “Deja Vu” 
and “Almost Cut My Hair.” 
“Deja Vu” shows his penchant

for foreign language with some 
soft scat-singing in harmonies, 
and acoustic guitar, playing the 
rhythm forward and reverse on 
itself, then into a slow, building 
break with electric guitars and 
John Sebastian’s harp. Here one 
can see that harp is an 
orchestrated instrument in rock 
now, unlike its blues role, and 
Sebastian is one of the best rock 
harp-players (as opposed to 
blues). The song Ls about the 
feeling of having been in a place 
before that one has just seen for 
the first time, and closes with a 
far away falsetto chorus singing 
“We have all been here before.” 
“Almost Cut My Hair” is the 
LP’s least effective cut, an ode 
to freakdom (like “If 6 was 9”), 
sung by Crosby and produced as 
more of a hard rock number 
than most of their material, with 
slow, intense, steady tempo and 
intense adolescent-like singing 
(maybe it’s that). The guitar 
interplay is impressive here, with 
Stills and Young interweaving 
various lines and layers.

Young's "Helpless" Best Song

“Country Girl” is a Neil 
Young number, punctuated by 
grand piano chords and a reedy 
church organ, giving a funeral 
mood (“They drop by to die 
‘cause it’s faster than sinking.’). 
Tho’ this piece is not too much 
rougher than the standard C,S, 
N material, the feeling here as on 
“Helpless” is very different from 
the too-sweet “good vibes” stuff 
that permeates the rest. The best 
cut to my estimation is Young’s 
“ Helpless. ’* His music has 
darker, more somber hues, a 
far-away mournful country 
sound, with his high, mournful 
voice quavering just a bit, and 
d i s p e n s e s  w i t h  t h e  
sentimentality and melodrama 
found in much country music. 
“Helpless,” very reminiscent of 
the Band’s “Whispering Pines,” 
evokes even stronger images, a 
mood and terrifying feeling 1 
once saw in a Bergman flick 
called, 1 think, “The Night of 
the Wolf” and full of allusions to 
man’s darker side, guilt, and a 
view of life as a series of 
comprehensible tragedies. The 
group here for all practical 
purposes sounds like Young’s 
own “Crazy Horse,”so much does 
his influence dominate his song, 
except for the vocal support 
which is too polished for this 
type of song.

The LP closes with Joni 
M i t c h e l l ’s “ Woods t ock , ” 
eulogizing the brief feeling of 
peace  and oneness ( the 
bomb-carrying planes become 
butterflies in the imagination!). 
It starts off like a Sly Stone 
production, fuzzy, virile and 
strutting, but changes style and 
tempo several times, getting 
really stepped up at the close.

What It's All About

Except for Neil Young, whose 
songs are really the most 
interesting tho’ less “perfect,” 
“Woodstock” is ultimately what 
th e y ’re all about. They’ve 
captured the moment’s feel and 
made it a musical approach. 
“Pleasant” is the only way to 
describe this LP, and in 
com parison to songs like 
“Wooden Ships,” there’s little 
on this LP of any impact other 
than a polished technical 
brilliancy of a high order, which 
I suppose is a great deal. But 
they lack the rocking feeling 
which is what makes rock vital, 
and after all, Woodstock was last 
year and this year its Bel Air.

Fisher Leads

Arms Panel
President Nixon has been 

asked by a group of arms control 
experts to propose a two-year 
interim halt in deployment of 
strategic weapons while the U.S. 
and the Soviet Union try to 
work out an agreement to stop 
the nuclear arms race.

The group, led by Adrian S. 
Fisher, dean of the Georgetown 
Universi ty Law Center and 
former deputy director of the 
U. S.  Ar ms  Cont rol  and 
Disarmament Agency, issued its 
report this week after three days 
of discussions at Arden House in 
Harriman, N.Y.

The recommendations came 
from a panel of 30 specialists on 
arms control set up by the 
A m e r i c a n  A s s e m b l y ,  a 
nonpar t i san organization at 
Columbia University founded by 
Dwight D. Eisenhower in 1950 
to discuss public issues. Dean 
Fisher led the discussions and 
edited the group’s report. Most 
of the participants were from 
the academic community.

The report appears less than 
two weeks before the second 
round of the U .S .—Soviet 
Strategic Arms Limitation Talks 
in Vienna on April 16. The 
N i x o n  Admi ni s t r a t i on  is 
cur rent l y preparing detailed 
negot i at i ng stances for the 
Vienna talks.

A t w o - y e a r  mu t u a l  
suspension in the deployment of 
strategic offensive and defensive 
w e a p o n s  and t est ing of 
multiple-missile warheads should 
be suggested by the U.S. at the 
outset of the renewed talks, the 
group said.

“ A rare coincidence of 
favorable political and strategic 
conditions provides a real but 
fleeting opportunity for ending 
the nuclear race,” the group’s 
report said. It said an interim 
halt is necessary “to keep the 
present  oppor t uni t y  from 
eroding” and to “prevent any 
substantial changes in the rough 
strategic balance” that now 
m a k e s  an a r m s - c o n t r o l  
agreement possible.

President Nixon has said the 
Administration’s position is that 
a morat or i um on weapons 
depl oyment  is the desired 
o b j e c t i v e  of  the Vienna 
negotiations, not the opening 
offer.

The report said arms control 
chances could be jeopardized by 
Amer ican plans to deploy 
Mu l t i p l e  I n d e p e n d e n t l y  
targetable Re-entry Vehicles 
(MIRVs) or to expand the 
Safeguard ABS system or by 
extensive Soviet testing of large 
SS-9 intercontinental missiles 
carrying multiple warheads. It 
asks the U.S. to postpone 
deployment of MIRV warheads 
for six months.

The group also urged the 
Administration to delay its plans 
to expand Safeguard beyond the 
present sites in North Dakota 
and Montana and to stop 
cons t ruc t i on of  an “ area 
d e f e n s e ”  a i m e d  against  
Communist China.

Both sides also should 
consider an agreement phasing 
o u t  f i x e d  l a n d - b a s e d  
intercontinental missiles, such as 
the Minuteman and SS-9, the 
report added.
CAPT. AMERICA.......
(Continued from page 4)

We have been graded and 
regraded over the length and 
breadth of the course of all our 
academic lives. My only fear is 
that it diverts us from what this 
experience is centrally about -  
learning the law, understanding 
the law, and knowing what to do 
in its presence not in its shadow.

The Victory March
a photo essay by Tom Latham

Wednesday, April 15. 1970

LETTERS.................
(Continued from page 6)

Although I personally agree 
with many SBA actions, I can’t 
help but believe that there is a 
large, less liberal, segment of our 
student body which doesn’t 
agree with SBA policy but which 
has no opportunity to voice its 
dissent. This is manifestly unjust 
and makes our government 
anything but representative and 
participatory. The SBA has 
made a mockery of student 
government and has gotten away 
wi th it merely because the 
liberal students are considerably 
more vocal than are the 
conservative students.

To the extent that Messrs. 
Kolojeski et al have taken power 
from the students and abrogated 
it for themselves, they are every 
bit as repressive as the school

administration whose wrongs 
they seek to right.

The SBA’s actions should 
speak as clearly as its words. If 
there is to be all power to the 
people, then let that be. Let u 
have more referenda; let us be 
made more aware of our leaders’ 
views; let us have an agenda a 
few days before the SBA 
meeting (as required by its 
constitution); let us see a copy 
of the Secretary’s minutes of the 
meeting (as required by its 
constitution).

The SBA is a government of 
and for the students -  all of the 
students. I hope our new SBA 
administration keeps this in 
mind.

All power to all of the 
people.

Hank Goldman, '73


