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JURIS IXIncentives for Two-Child
By U.S. Senator Bob Packwood

ALI-ABA Drug Course Family Features faculty
(Reprinted with permission)

People cause pollution -  and Americans are the worst 
offenders. Although we amount to only 6% of the world's 
population, we use about half of the available natural 
resources and produce about half of the world’s pollution.

That is why the quality of life in this country will 
continue to deteriorate unless legislation is enacted which 
will result in: ( l) population stabilization at a zero growth 
rate; and (2) better management of our environment.

Current census projections indicate an additional 100 
million people in the United States within the next 30 
years, bringing us to a total population of 300 million. We 
must take steps to prevent this kind of growth -  and we 
must do it through voluntary legislative incentives. We 
must avoid compulsory population control legislation at all 
costs.

Three-Phase Effort

l propose a three-phase effort at achieving population 
stabilization:

A first step is massive family planning; Senate Bill 2108, 
of which l am a co-sponsor, provides a launching pad.

Second, we must make available to any woman in any 
state the opportunity to terminate an unwanted pregnancy. 
Senate Bill 3746, which l have introduced, would 
accomplish this by allowing, as a matter of personal right, 
a woman to have an abortion.

Third, the government must be clearly put on record as 
favoring smaller families. Senate Bill 3632. which I have 
introduced, provides that only two children can be 
declared as income tax deductions.

S. 2108 is designed to make contraceptive information 
and devices universally available to every woman in this 
country. Lack of education or lack of money should not 
be a deterrent. The bill would:

o Authorize S550 million over a five-year period for 
family planning services. This is still just a drop in the 
bucket, but compared with the current expenditures of 
S5.4 million annually for family planning services, which 
virtually excludes an estimated five million poor women, it 
is a step in the right direction.

o Authorize other increases over the same five-year 
period: S20 million for manpower training grants; $335 
million for behavioral and biomedical population research;

(Continued on page 7)

Senator Robert Packwood

The following students 
have been selected for the 
Law Journal as a result of this 
year’s writing contest:

Nancy Brandel, Don Lofty, 
Richard Magid, Steve Merrill, 
B ru c e  M e y e rso n , Tom 
Roberts.

A prominent faculty of legal 
and medical authorities will 
conduct the ALI-ABA Course of 
Study on Defense of Drug Cases 
on November 12, 13, and 14, 
1970, at the New York Hilton 
Hotel. Registrations are still 
being accepted by the course 
sponsor, the Joint Committee on 
Continuing Legal Education of 
the American Law Institute and 
the American Bar Association.

The course was originally to 
have been offered in two 
sections, one in Los Angeles on 
October 15, 16, and 17, and the 
other as scheduled in New York. 
Paul A. Wolkin, Director of the 
ALI-ABA Joint Committee, said 
that the sponsor had found it 
necessary to consolidate these 
two sections and that the Los 
Angeles program will not be 
h e ld . E ven  b e f o r e  t h e 
consolidation announcement, he 
said, more than twice as many 
lawyers had registered for the 
New York program than had 
enrolled for Los Angeles.Meeting Confronts GULC Problems

by Phil Armstrong
Many of the problems of the 

Law Center were trundled forth 
at the open meeting held in John 
C a r r o l l  A u d i to r iu m  on 
Wednesday, but the biggest 
roadb lo ck  in h ib itin g  most 
efforts to improve the situation 
w as no t evidenced most 
pointedly by anything said. Out 
of the thousand-plus students, 
about 65 people bothered to 
show up. This figure includes 
Dean Adrian Fisher, Assistant 
Dean Thomas Fischer, Associate 
Dean Roy Schotland, and nine

faculty members. Of student 
apathy, little more need be said. 
Faculty members present were 
P rofessors Cohn, Schwartz. 
Dugan, Weidenbruch, Burns, 
kossow, Met/ger, Page (late) and 
Cordon (late). Where were the 
others? Apathy seems to be a 
two-sided problem.

Most of the questions asked 
and positions presented centered 
a ro u n d  cu rren t academ ic 
standards or reforms, adequacy 
or inadequacy of teaching and 
facilities, and expectations or 
reservations about the new 
building.

Phillips to Speak at GULC
The R everend Channing 

Phillips of Washington. D.C. will 
speak at the Law Center at noon 
on Wednesday,-November 4 in 
John Carroll Auditorium. Rev. 
Phillips is the first in a series of 
speakers to be presented at 
GULC throughout the year.

The Reverend Channing 
Emery Phillips, the District’s 
D e m o c r a t i c  N a t i o n a l  
Committeeman, has long been a 
leader in the fight for civil rights, 
for decent housing and social 
welfare programs and against the 
war in Vietnam.

Phillips is a national political 
figure w ho, in 1968, was 
nominated for President at the 
Democratic National Convention 
-  the first black man ever 
n o m in a te d  at a n a tio n a l 
convention of a major political 
p a rty . The “ favorite son" 
candidate of the District of 
Columbia, he received votes 
from 18 states and D.C. in the 
balloting. In May of 1968, 
Phillips headed a District 
primary slate, pledged to the 
candidacy of the late Sen. 
R obert F. Kennedy, which 
defeated the incumbent party

organization by a margin of 
nearly 2 to l .

Since 1967, Phillips has been 
P resident of the non-profit 
H o u s i n g  D e v e lo p m e n t

Rev. Channing Phillips

C o r p o r a t i o n ,  which is 
co n stru c tin g  and renovating 
more than  1,000 low and 
moderate income housing units. 
Through his HUD activities, the 
Task Force on Housing of the 
National Urban Coalition, and 
the Central Committee, he has 
worked for a large-scale program 
for the construction of housing 
and for a tougher housing code.

An opponent of the Vietnam 
War since 1964, Phillips opened 
the doors of his church, the 
Lincoln Memorial Temple, to 
anti-war groups when other 
public places were closed to 
them for their peaceful protests.

Phillips has also led the move 
toward reform within the local 
p a rty . D istric t D em ocrats 
became the first in the nation to 
p u t  i n to  effec t changes 
recommended by the McGovern 
Commission to assure full public 
participation in the selection of 
delegates to the party’s 1972 
convention.

In early 1970, Ralph Nader 
announced a campaign to run 
three candidates for seats on the 
Board of Directors of General 
Motors to represent consumer 
interests. The three candidates 
were Phillips, Betty Furness, the 
consumer adviser to President 
Johnson, and Rene Dubois, the 
distinguished environmentalist. 
The slate, while unsuccessful, 
received over 3 million votes and 
dramatized the importance of 
corporations representing the 
public interest.

Phillips has been in the 
(Continued on page 7)

Casebooks Criticized

Several people criticized the 
“ d inosaur of the casebook 
m e th o d .’’ Roy S cho tland  
commented that the problem is 
endemic to all law schools, that 
there are many powerful vested 
interested behind the casebook 
method which, combined with a 
generally  adverse a ttitu d e  
toward sweeping changes, result 
in change being very difficult to 
implement. Along the same line 
th ere  were suggestions that 
programs which give students 
practical clinical experience be 
greatly expanded, both as to 
credit allowed for participation 
and as to the number of students 
who can participate. Dean Fisher 
said he thinks the idea is “very 
worthwhile” and added that he 
is “not at all opposed to it in 
principle.” Proposals in this area 
are currently being considered 
by the academic standards 
committee. In addition, Dean 
Fisher mentioned his currently 
favorite project, the “ Institute 
o f  P u b l i c  I n t e r e s t  
Representation,” for which he is 
now soliciting money from the 
Ford Foundation.

Some worthwhile light was 
shed on the problem of exams, 
g r a d in g ,  a n d  a c a d e m ic  
innovations in general. Many 
ideas in this area run afoul of 

(Continued on page 6)

Bernard L. Segal of the 
Philadelphia Bar is planning the 
three-day program designed to 
enable legal practitioners to deal 
effectively with the specialized 
issues involved in the defense of 
drug cases.

Beginning with a description 
of the nature of various types of 
drugs in general use today and 
techniques of identification, the 
course will analyze questions of 
search and seizure and other 
legal problems connected with 
police apprehension of drug 
users.

Leading a u th o rit ie s  will 
explore the sociological and 
physio log ica l reasons why 
individuals resort to drug use.

Pretrial strategy and trial 
strategy in defending against the 
charges of use, possession, and 
sale of drugs will be examined in 
detail. Attention will be given to 
the matter of sentencing a 
convicted drug user. The unique 
problem of marijuana will be 
extensively treated.

In s tru c tio n  will include 
lectures, panel discussions, and 
demonstrations of laboratory 
identification procedures and 
crosss examination techniques.

Medical Aspects

Ihe faculty for the first day 
of the New York program on 
m edical and pharmacological 
aspects of drug abuse will be Dr. 
Helen Nowlis, Director, National 
A s s o c ia t i o n  o f  S tu d en t 
Personnel Administrators’ Drug 
Education Project, University of 
Rochester; Dr. Sidney Schnoll, 
Medical Director, HELP, Inc., 
and Resident in Neurology, 
Jefferson Hospital, Philadelphia; 
Dr. Erich Goode, Associate 
Professor of Sociology at the 
State University of New York at 
Stony Brook; and William J. 
S k inner, Isq u ire , Manager, 
Consum er Protection, Smith 
Kline & French Laboratories, 
Philadelphia.

Dr. Jerome II. Jaffe, Associate 
Professor, Departm ent of 
Psychiatry, Prit/.ker School of 
Medicine, University of Chicago, 
and Director of the Illinois Drug 
Abuse Program, is the featured 
speaker Thursday afternoon, 
November 12. Joining him on the 
program will be Dr. Peter J allow 
of Yale University School of 
Medicine and a representative of 
t h e  N ew  Y o rk  P o l ic e  
Laboratory.

F acu lty  for the  Friday 
discussion of legal problems 
from arrest through trial will 
include Paul Chevigny, Esquire, 
of New York; William T. Keogh, 
A ssocia te  Dean, S tan fo rd  
U niversity  School of Law; 
Joseph S. Oteri, Esquire, Boston; 
Harold Roth wax, Professor of 
Law, Colum bia University 
School of Law; Wayne R. 
LaFave, Professor of Law, 
University of Illinois College of 
Law; and course Planning 
Chairman Bernard L. Segal, 
Esquire, of Philadelphia.

Sentencing and Treatment

S a tu rd a y ’s program  will 
i n c lu d e  a d iscussion on 

(Continued on page 7)
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The Politics of Fear

It has been claimed that one of the tactics of the Nixon 
Administration in the campaigns centered around this 
year’s general election, has been to deal in the “politics of 
fear." If such has been part of its game plan then it, for me 
at least, has succeeded -- because I am afraid.

One suffers from what Oscar Levant called “ total 
recoil” upon hearing the Vice-President of the United 
States launch attack after vicious attack against anyone 
who dares to disagree. Could we stoop much lower, in 
public, than he has within the past few months? When are 
these veiled threats and sly innuendoes going to come to 
an end? How much longer will the English language be 
subjected to the sledgehammer blows of an individual 
armed with nothing more than a well-thumbed thesaurus?

The brand of gutter politics in which Mr. Agnew is 
currently engaged is almost unprecedented in our history. I 
say “almost” because the Vice-President has been nursed 
by the master himself. Listen closely and one hears the 
references which a young congressman made to Helen 
Douglas in 1950; and to the references which that same 
man made to a President of the United States and a 
Secretary of State two years later. These echoes -- from 
one of the blackest pages in the annals of American 
politics -  have returned to haunt us and they reverberate 
with a frightening sense of urgency. While his Chief “stared 
down the long green fairways of indifference” the then 
Vice-President was allowed to cavort in the mire. What is 
past is. indeed, prologue. It smacks of the ludicrous to 
suggest that Mr. Nixon has not given his approval - nay, 
his blessing - to the disgusting performances of his own 
Vice-President.

What is most disheartening, however, is that the 
Administration has fanned the flames of rancour and 
bitterness and prejudice in what is nothing more than an 
attempt to create a smokescreen. For absent the screen, 
you see. people might start to ask questions --about jobs, 
about inflation, about the general state of the economy, 
about the prolongation and enlargement of the conflict in 
Southeast Asia. Thus have the twin vipers of hatred and 
vindictiveness been released to distract us from those vital 
issues which are worthy of both our attention and our 
consideration. Thus deeds having failed, has Mr. Agnew 
been sent forth to do battle with his mouth.

There is lor better or worse, the animal in all of us. 
Anti this facet of the psyche -- given the proper 
circumstances -- often responds in a fashion not befitting 
our true selves. A cursory examination of its statements in 
this election campaign readily reveals that the 
Administration has aimed at that part of us -- the part 
beset by petty jealousies, by bigotry, by racism and by 
fear.

Do you remember the little girl who waved the placard 
at candidate-Nixon which bore the message BRING US 
TOGETHER ....? McK
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Will the pieces fit?

Letters To Editor
To The Editor:

Judgingby hisremarks on the 
“D.C. 9” trial, as reported in 
your newspaper. Professor Philip 
Hirschkop has successfully filled 
the void in our legal education 
caused by the deletion of Legal 
E th ic s  f ro m  the course 
curiculum. While the professor's 
remarks fall into that category 
of Official or Revealed Truth 
which is not to be doubted or 
d eb a ted , at a liberal and 
enlightened law school, perhaps 
the professor would consent to 
address h im self to certain 
considerations:

1. Mr. Hirschkop teaches that 
it is the lawyer’s duty to tell a 
judge he is a “bigot” and to 
d isqu a lify  h im self from a 
political trial. However, the 
professor gives us no insights as 
to how one cultivates the ability 
to spot a judge that is a “bigot,” 
“racist," “honkie” or just plain 
son of a bitch. I assume that the 
professor would applaud the 
recent action of a District 
land lo rd  who perceptively 
ascertained that the judge in his 
case was a “black Hitler” and 
felt duty-bound to inform his 
honor of this fact. Would Mr. 
H i r s c h k o p  condem n the 
contempt citation subsequently 
handed down by the “black 
Hitler?”

2. The professor implies that 
the willful destruction of private 
property (DOW) litigation was a 
“political trial...not for justice, 
but to maintain order” - thus 
necessitating courtroom antics. 
Does it follow that lawyers for 
James Earl Ray, and Sirhan 
Sirhan should have similarly 
r e s o r t e d  to  c o u r t r o o m  
disruption since no act is more 
“political” than the assassination 
of public figures?

3. Mr. Hirschkop excuses his 
disruptive tactic as essential in 
d e f e n d in g  “ ju s tic e , not 
decorum.” Is he suggesting that 
his fellow counsel, Professor 
Bowman, who was not cited for, 
contempt, did not adequately' 
represent his clients?

4. Is Mr. Hirschkop attacking 
the legal maxim that the lawyer 
should be primarily concerned 
with representing his client’s

case rather than impressing his 
clien t with his clever legal 
manuevers? In other words, are 
d isru p tive  tactics the best 
possible defense, especially in 
light of the opinion that Mr. 
Kunstler, for all his antics, did 
not present a particularly good 
defense case in the trial of the 
“Chicago 7?”

5. The professor holds that 
co u rtro o m  confrontation is 
proper to jar “ the system” and 
judges when they are obstacles 
to impartial trials. Does the 
professor agree that when this 
philosophy is carried to its 
logical extreme, which it has, the 
most effective way to “jar” the 
system is with a few well-placed 
bombs in court buildings?

6. Finally, Mr. Hirschkop 
a p p a r e n t l y  believes that 
“anything goes” - „even perjury - 
in order to acquit defendants in 
a political trial. Again, this is 
necessary to defend “justice, not 
decorum.” If lawyers (on both 
sides) and judges are gifted with 
the ability to perceive “justice” 
and anything is proper in order 
to attain this “justice,” could 
the counselor explain why we 
should even go through the 
motions of a legal trial, governed 
by modes of legal procedure, 
and circumscribed by the ethics 
of legal practice? Obviously, all 
“the system” really needs is 
more Purveyors of Official Truth 
to decree without a trial who is 
innocent, who is guilty, and who 
is a “bigot.”

James J. Restive Jr. ’71

To The Editor:

Durovic, man, you are 
obviously bent on getting me an 
award in letters. In your first 
a r t i c l e  y o u  e l e g a n t ly  
p o n t i f i c a t e d  o n  t h e  
Superniggerness of Bro. Jimi 
Hendrix; now (oh wow!) now 
you ’gon/tel us this society is 
racist. What a hip glimpse, man, 
and that was deep of you to let 
me peep ’cause (otherwise) I 
neva/w’d/a/known. Damn, Red. 
You think Bloods been living in 
minds that turn out 2000 words 
of nothing for the last 300 
years?

N ow , 1 to ld  you th a t 
yr/emphasized superhip/nigger 
was wrong for Bloods; so 
what’d/yu do. Damn if you 
didn't modulate (Nixon style) 
and tell us why it was right for 
y’all; why niggers had been 
s u ppressed/oppressed/repressed and ball-dressed. The tragedy of 
the whole thing, however, is 
f o u n d  i n  t h e  i d e a s  
(notw ithstanding your good 
ta s te  in quoting from Bro. 
Fannon). You see, man, you are 
learning and trying to teach, 
whereas we have lived under and 
are trying to break. Hence, I 
don’t need you to tell me about 
“ Negro Myths;” about silly 
cracker fantasies; about white 
suburbia's problems; or to define 
( a n d  ap p lau d ) the many 
directions of Black Liberation. I 
especially resent your plundering 
in the latter category.

Anyway, I hope some of/yr 
superhip liberal friends dug it; 
but for me, as a Blood, and as 
one who has decided not to 
teach you publicly, man, I 
dismiss you.

, Sincerely, 
Curt White
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by James J. Butera

After three weeks of running 
commentary on the My Lai 
massacre, I for one, feel that Mr. 
Galvan and 1 owe a higher level 
of dialogue to those mutual 
readers who are still eagerly 
awaiting each new installment. 
Toward this end, then, I would 
initially offer to Mr. Galvan my 
a p o l o g y  f o r  w h a t he 
appropriately branded a flippant 
and partia lly  ad hominum 
attack of his first article. I shall 
not even attempt to justify my 
criticism as “fair comment,” and 
had 1 known that Mr. Galvan 
intended his article to be taken 
seriously, 1 certainly would have 
approached it with due respect. 
Now that he has taken the time 
and effort to pen a rebuttal, it is 
apparent that he was earnest 
then and, in fact, still is.

Eloquent Oversimplification?

Actually I am not at all sure 
how  to  resp on d  to  the 
accusation that my article was 
a n  ‘ ‘ e l o q u e n t  o v e r 
simplification” of his position. 
As for the first part of this 
charge, even the most casual of 
readers can perceive that it it 
totally unfounded. As to the 
over-simplification, it should be 
recalled that it was my express 
purpose to simplify the My Lai 
question by discarding all this 
garbage about the extreme 
hardship of combat conditions. 
If it is an over-simplification to 
describe My Lai as armed human 
beings slaying defenseless human 
beings, then let me be the first 
to indulge in it, eloquently or 
not.

Background Experience

Before continuing, 1 would 
ask the leniency of the reader 
while I relate the background 
from  which I make these 
observations. I am drawing upon 
so m e  tw en ty -o n e  m onths

between 1967 and 1969 that 1 
spent on Viet Nam’s DMZ, 
serving in various capacities with 
infantry and artillery units of 
the Third Marine Division as well 
as some limited experience with 
the South Vietnameze infantry 
in an advisory capacity. 1 offer 
th i s  m e re ly  by way of 
foundation so that the reader 
will not consider these views 
pure theorization on my part. 
However, any credience that is 
allotted them will hopefully be 
on the basis of some appeal to 
logic and realism and not on the 
strength of personal experience 
which is often a most misleading 
source of knowledge.

Distorted Viet Nam Reporting

H a v in g  b r o a c h e d  an 
epistomological note, let us take 
the time to explore those means 
by which the American public 
has been informed of the war in 
Viet Nam. As is usually the case, 
the principal informants are the 
government and the mass media. 
A brief look at the casualty 
counts dismisses the government 
as totally untrustworthy though 
it has taken surprisingly long 
even for this to be generally 
accepted. The distortion of 
television, newspapers and the 
n a tio n a l m agazines is less 
obvious and for this reason may 
be th e  m ore dangerous. 
Basically, it comes down to the 
fact that the powers behind the 
media still ascribe to the Hearst 
View that a little sensationalism 
goes a long way. War may not 
sell as well as sex but it is farahead 
of whatever is in third place. 
Add to these two self-serving 
institutions, our misguided Viet 
Nam veteran who is ready at the 
pop of the second beer bottle to 
recount his personal combat 
e x p l o i t s  w i t h  s u c h  
embellishment that it-alm ost 
makes the government’s body 
counts look reliable, and you 
have all the necessary ingredients 
to produce what I shall call the
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“constant combat” myth that 
exudes upon the mere mention 
of the word “Viet Nam.”

Obfuscation

Now this myth may be used 
by the government to sell the 
w'ar, by the media to sell their 
products and by the Viet Nam 
veteran to sell himself, but if we 
are to take a rational approach 
to My Lai, this myth must be 
recognized from any serious 
study of the My Lai incident and 
related along with Mr. Galvan’s 
a rtic le (s )  to  that type of 
literature we normally associate 
w ith  A esop, Grimm and 
Andersen.

Failure to distinguish fact 
from fable in this instance will 
result in the three difficulties 
that 1 described in my first 
a r tic le ; as they  were not 
seriously impugned, by Mr. 
G a l v a n ’ s r e b u t t a l ,  no  
re h a b ilita tio n  is required. 
Rather, I would prefer to inquire 
into the tenacity with which this 
and similar social myths are 
perpetuated. It must be that 
social myths, like stereotypes, 
live on , because they are 
com fortab le  and convenient 
substitutes for thinking. If I may 
lean upon Paul Simon for 
explicitness on this point, “. . . 
Still, a man hears what he wants 
and disregards the rest” (The 
Boxer. 1969).

The Role of the Social Myth

Reflect for a moment on the 
pervasiveness of social myths. 
Where would politicians be 
without the myth of government 
by the people9 Where would the 
purveyors of organized religion 
be w ith o u t their countless 
attendant myths? Where would 
the perpetrators of corporate

Special Election
A special election will be 

held on the 9th and 10th of 
November 1970. to fill the 
House of Delegates seat now 
vacant due to the resignation 
of Rich Caro, a second year 
delegate.

Since Rich Caro was 
initially elected by his fellow 
classmates in section 1 of last 
years first year class, only 
those persons who were in 
section 1 of last years first 
year class will be allowed to 
vote. Those persons desiring 
to run for this seat may pick 
up a petition at the first floor 
f ro n t  stairw ay  by the

fraud be without the myth of 
the worthwhile product? Indeed 
we live in a veritable wonderland 
and Spiro must be Alice in drag.

It is not to be assumed that 
such myths abound only in the 
supposedly less sophisticated 
segm ents of our soc ie ty . 
Lawyers, too, live a good myth, 
as 1 hope to show by the 
following example. The old 
Canons of Professional Ethics 
and the cu rren t Code of 
P ro fessional Responsibility 
condemn as unethical the lawyer 
who elicits or argues testimony 
known by him to be perjurious. 
I f  e v e r  th e r e  w e re  a 
sanctimonious fantasy deserving 
expose, this is it, but when 
Professor Freedman of George 
W a s h in g to n  Law School 
accomplished same (64 Mich, L. 
Rev. 1469 (1966). there was a 
serious though unsuccessful 
e ffo rt made to  have him 
disbarred. From this, one might 
infer that the less basis in fact 
there exists for a myth, the more

B arristers Councils Boxes 
(Box No. 18). Only five 
signatures will be required for 
a p e titio n  to  be valid. 
Petitions must be submitted 
to the Registrars Office or 
SBA office before 10:00 
a.in., Friday, November 6th. 
Notices of candidates will be 
posted on the s tu d en t 
b u lle tin  boards at noon, 
Friday, November 6th.

Flections ballots may be 
cast at the top of the stairs 
leading to the library from 
12:30-2:30 on November 9th 
and from  9:30-1:30 on 
November 10th.

staunchly it is to be protected from the infidels.
Relevance

All this may seem very far 
rem oved from Mr. Galvan’s 
article and the original purpose 
of my response, and perhaps it 
is, but what I have attempted to 
show is that there is sufficient 
confusion prevailing without 
f u r t h e r p r o paga tion of t he 
“constant combat" myth. If, in 
so doing, I have succeeded in 
casting some light upon the 
“you never outgrow your need 
for myth” syndrome, then so 
much the better.

Before concluding, I would 
like to thank the publishers of 
the Law Weekly for allowing me 
to occupy their pages, and to 
congratulate any reader who has 
suffered through all four of 
these articles; so conditioned, be 
reassured you’re a cinch to finish 
War and Peace when you pick it 
up again t his summer.

FCC Member Censored 
On Georgetown Forum

by Mike McGovern

“ It tells a woman that if she 
looks sexy as a result of wearing 
the hair spray she’s going to get 
laid . . . And it then says that if 
it happens to her. that’s going to 
be the salvation to all her search 
for a meaningful relationship of 
love with a man."

The “ It” that the above quote 
is referring to is TV advertising, 
and the speaker was Federal 
Co m munications Commisioner 
Nicholas Johnson, who was 
a p p e a r in g  on W RC-TV’s 
Georgetown University Forum. 
The O ctober 11, broadcast 
appeared as usual several days 
a f te r  the tap ing . Deleted, 
how ever, in a s tro k e  of 
unprecedented censorship were 
the Commissioner’s remarks. It 
was the first time in television 
history that the words of a 
commissioner of the FCC has 
been censored.

Serious Discussion

E n ra g e d , C om m issioner 
J o h n s o n  p ro te s te d  in a 
sharp ly -w orded  fou r page 
statement in which he claimed, 
“ It was an essential part of a 
deadly serious discussion”. Far 
m o re  o ffe n s iv e , asserted  
Johnson, were the daily barrage 
of TV ads which exploit sex for 
which he had been complaining 
in the deleted part of the taping.

P a r t i c i p a t i n g  w i t h

Commissioner Johnson on the 
program  were tw o GULC 
students, Jack Clifford ’71 and 
Dave Mamaux ’72. The pair had 
been selected to participate in 
the discussion, “Television and

Nicholas Johnson

Its Values” , because of their 
work this past summer for senior 
FCC Commissioner Robert E. 
Lee. That work consisted of 
r e s e a r c h  in to  new spaper 
ownership of broadcast stations 
and the use of songs which 
exploit drugs or sex.

No Policy

A WRC spokesm an was 
quoted in the October 26 issue 
of NEWSWEEK magazine as 
explaining, “We do not have a 
policy that says you shall not

use the words ‘get laid’ . . . But 
we object to the use of the 
s p e c i f i c  term  under the 
circumstances in which it was 
used.” Retorted Johnson in his 
angry written reply, “It was 
much less offensive than the 
kind of remarks and scenes one 
can often see on NBC’s Johnny 
Carson or any one of 100 sex 
themes that commercial TV 
pumps out” .

Johnson has been a consistent 
critic of commercial television 
programming ever since his 
appointment to the seven-year 
term on the FCC by fellow 
Texan, Lyndon Johnson. He 
recently had published a book 
appropriately entitled How To 
Talk Back To Your TV Set.

G e o rg e to w n  U niversity 
Forum is weekly aired on over 
370 radio stations across the 
country in addition to TV 
stations in Washington, D.C., 
Florida, Pennsylvania and South 
Dakota.

The Law Weekly is now
accepting applications for
positions on its staff . . . 

APPLY AT

Law Weekly Office, 
at 430 5th St., N.W., 

or by calling 783-3912.
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Housewives And Lawyers Finds Mark,1 Walden A. QuagmireDIARY OF A MAD HOUSEWIFE

By Belford V. Lawson, III
The film does not invite us to 

empathize with the inner lives ot 
th e  J u n e  g ra d u a te s  fin 
stratigraphy, in limnology)of the 
C olorado  School of Mines. 
Frank Perry, the director, seems 
to have assumed that, despite 
the spread of the bell-bottom 
image to the Midwestern & 
Rocky Mountain state, there is a 
psycho log ical or emotional 
pluralism in American life that 
conforms with the differential 
impacts of region and class, if 
not religion and race as well. 
Diary of a Mad Housewife will 
not work for the viewer, and 
may not even interest him, if 
t h a t  a s s u m p t io n  is not 
acknowledged to be at least as 
valid , e s th e t ically , as the 
assum ption that there is a 
unitary, monolithic, “American 
mind.” Perry’s film obliges us to 
concede that we are dealing with 
a special case, at least insofar as 
the setting and the lifestyles 
w ith in a p a rticu la r social 
structure affect our expectations 
of the characters. Resist that 
obligation and the characters 
will appear to be nothing more 
than types in a rather ordinary 
love triangle.

We are told that the wife, a 
Smith College Phi Beta, is 28 or 
29. This is 1970. Apparently she 
graduated no later than the early 
sixties. Those few facts pinpoint 
her, identify her. One cannot 
expect this woman to put on 
display a modern Women's Lib 
mentality, cannot expect her to 
wear a bra less intellect. She 
com es from  a time when 
upper-middle class, suburban. 
Eastern private-school graduates 
consigned themselves readily, 
perhaps unthinkingly, to the 
gracious artificality of the Seven 
Sisters, to the life of the woman 
too well educated to be a 
housewife, but too politically 
naive to  desert the Junior 
League or attempt to radicalize 
it. By 1*770, the Movements and 
Revolutions have been launched, 
and these women have begun to 
see their lives in profile and to 
have second thoughts. Ihe stage 
is set for real one.

The husband went to Harvard 
law, works for an old-line 
downtown firm, has set up his 
family in an 8-room apartment 
on Central Park West. What 
seems characteristic of him is an 
o b n o x i o u s , a 11 - c o n s u m i n g 
s e lf -a b s o rp tio n ;  a galling 
e m o t io n a l  p o m p o s ity ; a 
p a te rn a lis t ic condescension 
toward his wife that mixes 
hideously with his puppylike, 
a m a te u r i s h  a t t e m p ts  at 
sexuality.

The lover is tall, slim, almost 
elegant, with long curly black 
hair and big clear brown eyes, 
and the audience is apparently 
asked to  think of him as 
irresistibly sensual-not to men, 
who find his appearance boyish, 
frail, effete-but to the type of 
woman (Smith ’62) who is too 
e m o tio n a lly  and sexually  
inexperienced to know when 
and when not to take the risks 
that a bona fide Casanova causes 
some women to run. He will not 
talk about his work, and so we 
le a r n  n o th in g  ab o u t his 
professional life, whether as an 
ep icene Capote, scatological 
Roth, or mindblown Mailer. He 
offers a “sex thing” only, and 
r e fu s e s  to  becom e m ore 
seriously involved or to allow 
the wife to involve herself with 
him. We learn nothing about the 
man behind the mask. The wife 
complains bitterly about his

i m p e n e t r a b l e  w a ll o f 
w o m a n iz in g  to u g h n e s s ,  
emotional callousness; and on 
the difficult days she attacks his 
w r it in g  and accuses him 
(predictably) ot homsexuality. 
He replies it is precisely this 
near-sadistic impersonality that “turns her on.”

Ihe critics have looked upon 
the film as a version of 
contemporary New York, lather 
th e  c h a ra c te r s  are mere 
Hollywood sketches and Perry 
has ex p lo ited  the current 
popularity of Dick Benjamin and Carrie Snodgivss in order to 
suggest, as so many have done so 
si m p lis tica lly , th a t those 
Easterners are decadent and that 
modern marriage is impossible. 
Or else Perry has provided us, 
behind the seriocomic facade, 
w ith a stu n n in g  set-piece, 
entirely sociologically accurate, 
of a New York milieu, its 
foibles, its local color.

Very much to the contrary, it 
seems to me that the Diary is a 
film  abou t fem in in ity , a 
response to all that the media 
mishmosh has concealed about 
Women’s Lib-the series of small 
hurts that grow into a massive 
a m b i v a 1 e n c e , t h e 
incomprehensible fusion of the 
u n i q u e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f 
victimization as woman with the 
universal human experience ot 
resentment and rebellion. In this 
respect, perhaps, Diary is quite 
the serious film.

But it cannot be taken 
seriously if the husband is taken 
at face value. He must be seen as 
a p sycho log ica lly  plausible 
c h a r a c t e r ,  n o t  a s  a 
two-dimensional caricature. He 
is not presented to the viewer in 
th e  guise ot a ro u n d ed , 
fully-realized persona. He is 
instead filtered through the 
somewhat limited sensibility of a 
-  housewife. We see him not as a 
detached observer would see 
him; rather he exists on screen 
only insofar as his wife’s 
capacity for perception allows 
him to be seen. But he is none 
the less credible because of her 
onesided point of view. This 
observation seems to follow 
from the omission from the 
screenplay of all reference to the 
h u sb an d ’s life outside the 
home—in court, in the office, in 
the meetings in which he invests 
in his French vineyard, in bed 
with his mistress.

When we consider how a 
detached but cognizant observer 
(not the agronomy major from 
C’al at Davis but the observer 
who has sufficient exposure to 
the New England/New York 
culture to see it as one of its 
products would see it. that is. 
from the inside) would see the 
husband, we can guess that he 
would be found to be acutely 
typical of what one hears and 
knows about Harvard lawyers of 
the  generation of the early 
sixties. The malaise from which 
he su ffers  is the  success 
syndrome; he craves desperately 
an Establishment career and an 
Establishment social life; he has 
made his way in life, has coped, 
by studying a difficult and dry 
subject with iron discipline; and 
the experience has imparted to 
him both the abrasive egotism of 
the  Success Story and the 
emotional inflexibility of a man 
who for much of his youth has 
functioned as a bookworm and 
virtually nothing else.

He is then the lawyer as boor, 
t h e  husband as E m inent 
Personage or Social Climber. He 
w ill  a t t e m p t ,  w ith  the

m e c h a n ic a l ,  s y s te m a t ic ,  
c a t e g o r i c a l  app ro ach  so 
characteristic of such a lawyer 
and such a husband, to diversify 
and round out his life with a 
hobby (gourmet cooking) and 
with party giving which reflects 
what he conceives to be his good 
taste and his social position. In 
o th e r w ords, the detached 
observer will write him off as 
just another dull sort, entirely 
square, quite narrow, harmless. 
But the wife-and quite rightly 
from her point of view-will 
translate her husband’s traits 
into a vision of domestic petty 
t y r a n n y  a n d  d e sp ic a b le  
two-dimensional priggishness.

Ultimately, the lover, far 
from becoming the Romantic 
Alternative, comes to resemble 
(and again from the same 
housew ifely  viewpoint), the 
husband. He exploits sexually, 
he tyrannizes emotionally, he 
never allows the woman a 
confrontation on an honest 
emotional level. He sees the wife 
as an adjunct to his life, to be 
c o o r d i a n t e d  w ith  more 
important plans but not to be 
looked to as an end in itself, 
except in bed. Both men are the 
sa me.

Even the conversation consists 
solely of a gestalt-like nuptial or 
m arita l in fig h tin g , of an 
ad u lte ro u s  or in ter-sexual 
rh e to ric , a rhetoric which 
becomes a vehicle for the rather 
simple, rigid relationships, but 
which never really expresses the 
emotional texture of the lives of 
the  ch a rac te rs . Nor does 
rhetoric, nor can any rhetoric, 
express that texture nor the 
cultural context which created 
it. Too much of the relationship 
between the sexes is destroyed 
by the unarticulated tensions 
which the lives of the characters 
in the Diary exhibit but which 
the characters cannot define or 
con tro l. Apparently, that is 
Perry’s point. And the slick 
exteriors of the Eastern whirl 
merely aggravate the alienation.

Why doesn’t the wife rebel by 
attacking the husband not just 
for his Establishment habits but 
for the obsolescing roles the 
habits force them both to play? 
Why does she fail to realize that 
the Lover would offer her 
no th in g  but a continuing 
subordination, to his ego, even if 
th e ir  re la tio n sh ip  were to 
become “serious and sincere? A 
Liberation Sister would have 
walked out on both men and 
spat on their chauvinism.

The answ er is th a t the 
h o u s e w if e  belongs to  a 
generation (class of ’60? 61?) 
which has emotional needs that 
a re  c rea ted  by the  very 
traditional mold out of which it 
would prefer to break. The 
answer is that the trauma of 
divorce is the only mode of 
direct rebellion which present 
laws permit. The answer is that 
the s tr ic t ly  ra tio n a l (the 
Liberated) course of action is 
avoided by women in that 
position: avoided not so much 
because they lack an awareness 
of the power of rationality as 
because, deep down, they fear 
the consequences of possible 
recurring relapses into socalled 
“ fe m in in e ”  em otion a lism , 
inconsistency, and the rest of it.

Carrie Snodgress brings an 
absolute emotional honesty to 
the screen, at least as the party 
begins, that I have not seen in 
any American film since the 
time of Hepburn.

What is Frank Perry’s wife’s 
name? 1 forget...

By John Esche
You still have five days to 

catch the fun and games at the 
Wyke’s English country home, 
and you shouldn’t miss the 
chance. Next week, Anthony 
Shaffer’s new thriller, Sleuth, is 
going to storm into New York, 
but this week it is tantalizing 
D.C. at the National Theatre. 
Credit this in large part to the 
spirited performances of the two 
leads and a brilliant supporting 
cast.

As in another recent British 
import, Conduct Unbecoming 
the structure in which the 
thespers frollic is about as 
original as Abie’s Irish Rose; but 
no one, least of all the audience, 
really cares. What. Shaffer has 
done is to reincarnate the son 
Dick and Elizabeth killed off in 
Virginia Woolf, give him a glib 
but civil tongue, age him about 
30 years (into Anthony Quayle), 
and put him in a baronial estate, 
w riting  very bad but very 
popular mystery novels. Enter 
his wife’s lover (Keith Baxter).

For two very funny, very 
tense acts we have an exhibition 
of often hilarious but vaguely 
)V o o I f i s h g a m e m a n s h i p ,  
interrupted only by the audience 
delighting in intricate twists in 
the plot. The plot, by the way, 
we are bound not to disclose for 
reasons abundently clear on 
viewing.

It is enough to say that, when 
you look down the aisle and see 
two thirds of the house literally 
on thb front edge of their seats, 
the  play is ho ld ing their 
attention.

A word should be said about 
the performance of Mr. Philip 
Farrar as Inspector Doppler. The 
character itself is of the stodgy. 
Nigel Bruce- Dr. Watson school, 
but the over-all effect is so 
po lished on an unexpected 
second level, that his final exit 
receives a well earned “bravo” 
from the audience.

It is unfortunate that the final 
denouement is not as sharp or 
inventive as the rest of the play, 
partly because we are not lead 
into the final trap as carefully as 
the rest; but getting there is half 
the fun, and good fun it is.
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

1 wish I could say the same 
for Lawrence and Lee’s The 
Night Thoreau Spent in Jail, a 
sorry little opus which opened 
the Arena Stage's season last 
wee k.

Attempting to be timely, it is 
merely tedious; attempting to be 
profound, it is only pompus. 
The whole thing has been said 
before, and far better.

The problem centers on the 
fact that the authors chose an 
unsympathetic hero: try as you 
will, you can’t get to like him. 
His neighbors couldn’t, and you 
sympathise....with them.

This enigmatic 19th century 
idealist is pictured as a 20th 
century ideal and the result is 
pure slander of the entire 
M c C a r t h y - W o o d s t o c k  
generation.

The historic parallels are vivid, 
uncompromising and probably 
accurate, but in their zest to 
m ount a popular horse, all 
concerned have fallen off the 
other side. Certain denizens of 
lower Agnewia are going to love 
Thoreau. For them, it will prove 
once again that intellectuals are 
emotional blind men offering no 
real solutions to hard problems.

Our hero is shown flailing 
hopelessly for “the right” but 
never committing himself to a

practical course of action to 
evolk that right. He longs for the 
good of all th ro ug h  the 
in te ra c tio n  of truely  free 
individuals but is constantly 
inflicting pain and frustration on 
all around him. He is a good man 
but, as any of his admirers will 
admit, never a practical man.

There is much worthy of note 
in the evening. It is packed with 
the stylistic tricks which seem to 
be “de regeur” these days, and 
the scene in act two where 
T horeau is p leading with 
Emerson to take a stand has 
more truth to it than meets the 
eye. It is superbly played.

We are also given two 
ex ce llen t perfo rm ances in 
underwritten roles to Donegan 
Smith as brother John and 
Richard Bauer as Emerson; both 
welcom e contrasts from an 
otherwise uneven cast.

These assets though, like the 
e l e m e n t s  o f  T h o r e a u ’s 
ph ilosophy which we truly 
revere, are comparitively small 
things; not material to be blown 
up to build a play around.

SBA
Report

In case anyone is interested in 
what transpired at the SBA 
m eeting-—NOT MUCH. The 
highlight of the meeting was the 
in tro d u c tio n  of eight new 
first-year delegates. From there 
it was all downhill.

President Moss announced t he 
official results of the Elective 
Exam Referendum and the 
H ouse of D elegates then 
proceeded to endorse position 
number four after extensive 
debate on the value of doing 
such.

Motions were then passed to 
donate surplus books (wherever 
one finds them) to local prisons, 
and to  endorse  a tte m p ts  
(whoever may make them) to 
establish clinical education at 
the Law Center.

A f t e r  a g a i n  tab lin g  a 
constitutional amendment which 
would require delegates who 
voluntarily change from evening 
to day or vice versa, to tender 
immediate resignation, the SBA 
defeated a motion which would 
have compelled A1 Ross, a 
delegate who so switched to face 
another stern test of re-election 
by the class he left.

Finally Joe Griffin announced 
(a  b i t  l a t e )  t h a t  t h e  
Faculty-Affairs Committee was 
meeting on the tenure of four 
Professors - Page, Scheflin, 
Stanmeyer and Noonan.
DID

%YOU
VOTE

TODAY?

Polls
Close

At 8PM
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The Case Against 
Mid-Semester Exams

MADNESS I  Professor’s Comer
1 Jerome ShumanBy Johnny Barnes

By Harvey Volzner
I was so moved after reading 

Mr. Metelski’s article that I 
decided to comment (as one 
concerned freshman to another). 
I had never given much thought 
to what an incredibly traumatic 
experience a -do 1 dare to even 
write the word?~“final” is. I 
imagine that because of my 
carefree undergraduate years at 
Georgetown, 1 have become 
unaware of the tremendous 
metaphysical characteristics of 
the educational system of which 
1 have come to be a part of the 
abyss of despair into which 1 
may have fallen had 1 waited 
until May to take—a “final.” I 
give him my heartfelt thanks for 
shaking me from my apathy.

Having been in the same 
freshman section as Mr. Metelski 
for nearly two months, I find it 
astonish ing that this slight, 
unopposing (so unopposing, in 
fact, that this newspaper cannot 
even decide how to spell his 
nam e-—M etelsky (M etelski) 
gentleman was capable of such 
p i e r c i n g  i n s i g h t s  as  
“ interrogation occurs each time 
a student asks a question.” And 
the way that he interweaves the 
sociophilosophical reasoning of 
Dewey with the rhetoric of
Alexander Pope is a thing of 
delight. Each time I awoke, I'd
read another paragraph of his
a rtic le  and be even more
impressed.

His organizational qualities 
are beyond dispute.He begins by 
defining his terms. For example, 
he most probably would analyze 
pedantry as “ostentatiousness or 
formalism in the presentation of 
learning in unduly emphasizing 
minutiae,” and he would be 
co rrec t (although he would 
object to analyzing this “real 
world situation” as “labeling.”

The Issue

Next, he examines the issue: 
should this law school, being of 
sound mind, give mid-semester 
exams. He lucidly tells us that 
“daily classroom dialogue is far 
d i f f e r e n t  from  the  final 
e x a m in a tio n .” Bravo. Mr. 
Metelski. What perception! Now 
we know that law school might 
be difficult. Oh,horrors! Well, we 
should have known, after all, 
Thode told us. (Aren't you all 
sorry now that you didn’t read 
carefully and catch this pearl of 
wisdom without having Mr. 
Metelski point it out to you?).

He finally comes to the crux 
of the problem—the final is our 
“last chance.” And all this time I 
thought that 1 came here for 
three years of education. I also 
deluded myself into believing 
that I'd work because I was 
interested in the law and that 
grade-grubbing was a thing of 
the past. Now 1 learn that if 1 
don’t make Law Journal that 
I’m a failure. What pressure! 
Shall I break off my engagement 
now rather than force my 
fiancee to marry me knowing 
my horrible secret? Or perhaps 
the fate of Edward Bennett 
W i l l i a m s  (a n o t o r i o u s  
under-achiever) will befall me.

Ray of Hope

But wait—there is a ray of 
hope. Mr. Metelski has the ideal 
panacea. Now every freshman 
can make Law Journal and 
become a success. If only we can 
convince the school to give us 
mid-semester exams, all would 
be saved. Who cares if we don’t 
learn as much law as we might 
because we’re cramming for 
some exam that won’t even 
“ c o u n t”  (M etelski’s escape 
clause in case he flunks the 
mid-semester exam), who cares 
if professors take time when 
t h e y  could be preparing  
meaningful lectures to make and 
grade exams which everyone 
considers meaningless (after all. 
they don’t “count”), and who 
cares if the new procedure seems 
a bit high-schoolish. At least, the 
students will have a crutch Mr. 
Metelski believes they need. And 
maybe next year we can have 
quarterly exams or six-week 
exams. The mind boggies at how 
marvelous law school could 
become.

After reading Mr. Metelski’s 
a r tic le , I decided to find 
something equally pedantic and 
uncreative to give my letter that 
flair of his. I looked in my 
pocket Bartlett’s Quotations and 
found the following lines by 
Arthur Schopenhauer (who?) 
that 1 dedicate to Mr. Metelski: 
“ Speak without emphasizing 
your words. Leave other people 
to discover what it is that you 
have said; and, as their minds are 
slow, you make your escape in 
time.”

It might be wise to make your 
e s c a p e  n o w ,  M r .  
Metelski—before the ax falls in 
May.

What do we want?
What do they want? 

What do you want?
What do . . .  I want

It seems to me that the 
epitome of fulfillment is to 
achieve and attain not only the 
physical and mental needs but, 
ideally, also the physical and 
mental wants.

The American Revolution was 
p rom u lga ted  by v io lence, 
p e r p e t u a t e d  by v io lence, 
freedom was finally won and the 
United States was founded . . . 
by violence. Let freedom ring! 
Let freedom ring! Let freedom 
ring!

Whi t e  m en. Indigenous 
peoples, and Black men became 
slaves. Why? What did the 
people who enslaved them want?

“ Power concedes nothing 
without demand. It never has 
and it never will . . . Men will 
not get all that they pay for, but 
they must certainly pay for all 
that they get.”

Why Frederick Douglas? What 
do men want??? Watts! Harlem! 
C h i c a g o !  D e t r o i t !  
Washingtonnnnnnnn. D.C.!

“ I think that knee-grows must 
realize that violence is not the 
way. Rampant  looting and 
rioting will not be permitted. 
We’re gonna increase our police 
force by 100%, and we’re gonna 
keep the National Guard on 50% 
alert, and we’re gonna order 
som e helicopters and tanks, 
restore law and order and bring 
peace and freedom to our 
communities once again.”

The Black Panthers, SDS, the 
Weathermen, the White Panthers 
(True Integrationists?) . . . What 
do they want?

Freedom from oppression. 
Free Speech. Free love (That’s 
C o o l ) .  Co m in uuuuuuni t  y 
Control, like in Berkeley. Right 
on. Right on.

All rights not delegated to the 
Federal Government are reserved 
to the States.

(iive us one State. Give us five 
States. Give us our rights. Give 
us power. Give us Black Power . 
. . Cool Brother, but in America? 
Land of property rights? The 
logical syllogism, since you have 
no property would be that you 
have no rights, thus no power . . 
. What else do you want?

In teg ration  is a one-way 
street. Separation, we will never 
com p le te  (Think about it). 
Segregation is organic today. 
Y’all don’t want to be free

By Lynn Ochberg

Professor Shuman might be 
described as an eagle eye for 
weasel words, a craftsman of 
matchstock guitars, or GULC’s 
token black professor, but he 
prefers to think of himself as a 
teacher first and foremost. His 
views about what a teacher can 
do make his career choice a 
joyful one. He believes that the 
teacher is able to afford the 
luxury of intellectual objectivity 
which is d iff icu lt if not 
impossible in the heat of actual 
practice in our adversary system 
of justice. The teacher can 
explore with his students not 
only what the law is but what it 
ought to be. Professor Shuman 
believes a teacher has the power 
to alter the law of the future 
significantly  by encouraging 
attitudes and philosophies in 
students who will eventually 
work with law. He points out 
th e  m agnitude o f im pact 
civilization has felt from great 
teachers of the past such as 
Socrates, Aristotle, and C'lirist.

Personal Approach

Of course Shuman doesn’t 
claim to be in quite the same 
league as these past greats, but 
his personal app ro ach  to
anyway.

What do we want? 
What do you want?

What do I . . .
I’ll go to law school. I’ll free 

my people. After all, if there is 
no law, th ere  can be no 
property, and if there is no 
property, there can be no law. 
Law is nothing more than an 
apology for the system. Law is 
an e x te n s io n  of English 
Jurisprudence, which does not 
really include Black people, 
Chi canos, Indigenous peoples, 
J apanese- Americans, etc. You 
can’t have what you want, BOY, 
so take what you can get!

NO.NO.NO.NO.NO.NO. I 
want what 1 want, but what do I want?

What is Africa to me
Copper sun or scarlet sea
Jungle star. Jungle track
Strong bronzed men or Regal 

black
Women from whose loins I sprang
When the birds of Eden sang
Spicy grove. Cinnamon tree
What is Africa to me?

Countee Cullen

A Whale hy the Tail
By John Fadden

Dallas, Texas. November 22, 
1 963. Everyone, regardless of his 
position  on the  po litica l 
spectrum, felt the impact of 
what took place that day. But 
what really did take place that 
day? In answering this complex 
q u e s t i o n ,  t h e  Wa r r e n  
Commission says one thing. 
Bernard F ensterw ald  says another.

A different CIA (this one 
b e i n g  the C om m ittee  to 
Investigate Assassinations) is 
presently investigating what was 
d e s c r i b e d  as a “ double 
conspiracy.” The first hinges 
upon the now famous “six 
seconds” in Dallas in which 
President Kennedy was shot at 
least twice (some say three 
times) with a SI 2.95 bolt-action 
rifle . F ensterw ald  and his 
c o m m i t t e e  f e e l  t h i s  is 
impossible.

The second consp iracy , 
equally as serious, the “CIA” 
feels, is the  governm ents 
attempts to camoflage evidence 
and thwart private investigation 
o f  t h e  a s s a s s i n a t i o n s .  
Speculation abounds as to why 
the government is hesitant to 
release the results of their 
massive investigation following 
the Kennedy assassination in 
Dallas. Of particular interest, 
Fensterwald feels, is the results 
of the spectrographic analysis of 
the bullets which struck both 
P re s . K ennedy and Gov. 
C onnolly . (A spectrographic 
analysis determines if two 
bullets were fired from the same 
gun.)

“ The Warren Commission 
R e p o r t ,  s u p p o s e d l y  the 
definitive explanation of what 
‘really’ happened, is a masterful 
com p osition  o f  disjointed 
evidence,” observes Fensterwald.

Mr. Bernard Fensterwald

Likening the thousands of bits 
of evidence collected to fifty 
decks of cards mixed together,

he claims that the Commission 
randomly chose the first ten 
cards, labelling it “article one.” 
This continued for 26 volumes. 
It took Fensterwald and several 
assistants some months to put 
the decks” back together -  and 
even then some of the cards 
were missing from each. The 
missing cards will be released in 
the year 2039 (the year the 
Go v e r n m e n t  find ings are 
released from the Archives).

At a meeting recently held at 
GW L aw  S c h o o l ,  Mr.  
F ensterw ald  told of many 
unusual incidents before, during, 
and following each of the major 
political assassinations of the 
sixties. One of the premises 
upon which his committee work 
proceeds is that . . there are a 
number of parallels in these 
cases (Kennedy-King-Kennedy)

(Continued on page 8)

Professor Shuman

teaching seems to reflect some 
lessons those historic men tried to 
give us. Shuman is keenly aware 
of the prevalent disease which 
might be called “first year fear.” 
He says that people can’t learn 
when in fear. He tries to aid the 
first year law student to 
overcome the ailment as best he 
can. He’s fortunately endowed 
wi th a qu ick  wit and an 
infectious laugh. Some of his 
one-liners in his last year’s 
property class did more to 
facilitate the learning of law 
than all the lines of Casner and 
Leach or even Mr. Gilbert. 
Professor Shuman tries to spend 
at least as much class time off 
the podium as on it and he notes 
that the door of his office is as 
much an exit as an entrance. He 
uses it often to come down to 
the student lounge just to 
extend a few “hellos” and “how 
are yous.” Feeling as he does 
about teaching, Shuman finds ii 
“amazing that they pay you for 
it.”

Antitrust Analysis

In ad d itio n  to  teaching. 
Professor Shuman has been 
writing in the field of economic 
theory and antitrust laws. He 
notes that our current antitrust 
laws were formulated at a time 
w h e n e c o n o in i c t h e o r y 
worshipped the notion that fair 
prices flow naturally from the 
law of supply and demand. 
Hence th e  ant i t rus t  laws 
procla im ed it heinous to 
collusively control price. But 
Shuman points out that in 
t o d a y ’ s e c o  n o in y o f  
multiproduct oligopolies prices 
are not longer determined by 
demand. Demand is created. If a 
group of companies without 
market power fixed prices in an 
e l a s t i c  m a r k e t  wi t h o u t  
restricting output there would 
not be resulting harm to society, 
and there might be advantages 
s u c h  as  e f f i c i e n c i e s  in 
adv ertis in g , un i f or mi t y  in 
product and service quality, and 
the prevention of exploitation 
by a dealer with a local 
monopoly. Shuman feels the 
present law is inadequate to 
maintain price competition or to 
preserve to society the benefits 
said to  be derived f rom 
competition. A law based on 
econom ic theory ought to 
r e f l e c t  cu rren t econom ic 
r e a l i t i e s .  T e c h n o l o g i c a l  
advancement and its effects on 
the American market demand 
advancement of laws which 
attempt to keep a fair market. 
This is one of the ideas Professor 
Shuman hopes will rub off on 
his s tu d e n ts  and promote 
change.

In case you’re wondering, 
there really is a matchstick 
guitar and Shuman built it. It’s 
made out of a few thousand 
matchsticks, but how they all 
stick together is a “trade secret” 
according to its builder. He also 
made one out of popsickle 
s tick s , and they are both 
electrified. Wow!
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accreditation rules, as well as 
state bar requirements — e.g. 
rules that courses without exams 
are not “courses” in the view of 
state bars. There appears to be 
general difficulty in interpreting 
t h e  l a n g u a g e  o f  t h e  
requirements. It was pointed out 
that it is difficult to justify or 
explain to potential employers 
some of the things GULC has 
already done about revising 
a c a d e m i c  s tan d ard s . Mr. 
Schotland indicated that the 
r e l e v a n t  sec tions of the 
accreditation standards are being 
given to the Law Weekly, and a 
future issue will cover this 
problem in detail.

New Building Discussed

No one need be reminded that 
there are also quite a few 
difficulties which are unique to 
our situation at the Law Center. 
Many people asked about the 
new  b u i l d i n g ,  especially  
concerning what efforts were 
being made to provide facilities 
which will foster the formation 
o f s o m e  k i n d  of  legal 
c ommuni t y  at t he school. 
Although things now look pretty 
bleak, there is supposedly still a 
“possibility” that there will be 
som e form of hot lunches 
available next year. At the 
me e t i n g  t here was great 
o p p o s i t i o n  to  s ta tem en ts  
underestimating the need for a 
cafeteria. Right now, it looks 
like next years students will have 
the pleasure only to enjoy a new 
and improved vending machine 
area. At the very least, the new 
building will alleviate the current 
overcrowding, and all the Deans 
gave assurances that the student

body would not be permitted to 
grow to the point where the new 
facilities will be taxed. 1 700 was 
given as maximum size.

Faculty Competence

The biggest argument of the 
d ay  c o n c e r n e d  f a c u l t y  
competence and the available 
rem edies p resen t to those 
finding themselves in classes 
where they feel it is lacking. The 
gist is that there’s not much 
anybody can do about it. The 
Deans indicated  that great 
efforts are being made to recruit 
c o m p e t e n t  new facul t y,  
including blacks and women. 
According to Prof. Schwartz, the 
s c h o o l  h a s  m a d e  t h e  
“committment to get only the 
absolutely best quality new

faculty members.” Assuming the 
quality level, he said, there is the 
greatest desire on the part of the 
a d m in is tra tio n  to  increase 
diversity -  i.e. add blacks and 
women.

As is usually the case, none of 
th e  b ig  p r o b l e m s  were 
m iraculously solved at this 
meeting. Whether anything will 
be done about them at all is 
largely in the hands of a few 
c o n c e r n e d  s t u d e n t s  and 
administrators, who, although 
they often don’t see eye to eye,' 
are at least willing to see what 
can be mutually agreed to. Many 
of the students present were 
enthusiastic about the fact that 
at least there is now some 
p o s s i b l e  c o m m u n i c a t i o n  
between the mass of students

and the faculty and Deans. A 
few smaller difficultiesshowsigns 
of being alleviated. Some form 
of guidance for students is in the 
planning stage, a long overdue 
step. Open meetings of some 
committees are in the works, as 
is public publication of the 
budget. The Dean’s office is also 
about to release a list of office 
hours and locations of faculty 
m e m b e r s  as  an a i d  to 
communication, guidance, and 
the airing of difficulties.

LAW BOOKS 

NEW & USED

LEGAL FORMS 

STUDENT SUPPLIES

^ e x * t e x  ( ? * • ,

509 E STREET, N.W.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001

NAtional 8-5785

TIRED OF S.O.S.?

FREE SUNDAY BRUNCH 
STRIKE YOUR FANCY?

HOW ABOUT THE CITY’S 
CUTEST WAITRESSES?

THEN, MY FRIEND,

TAMMANY HALL 
(2109 PENN. AVE.)

IS FOR YOU

Tuesday, November 3, 1970

Student
Bartender

Service
“A d d a

professional touch 
to your parties”

783-3912

5 pm —11 pm Weekdays

HANDMADE LEATHER  

GOODS MADE TO 

ORDER BY SK ILLED  

CRAFTSMEN AT 

REASONABLE PRICES!

] urn
C A LL  JER R Y  

After 5 weekdays 

Weekends anytime 

938-0566

EATHER

belts, clothing, things

W hy Nacrelli?
TO PASS THE BAR EXAM?

Because
THE NACRELLI BAR REVIEW SCHOOL HAS THE KNOW-HOW  

IT IS THE ACKNOWLEDGED LEADER IN ITS FIELD 
IT HAS BEEN IN EXISTENCE FOR MORE THAN 30 YEARS 

ITS OUTSTANDING RECORD SPEAKS FOR ITSELF
IT IS THE ONLY SCHOOL THAT HAS CONSISTENTLY M A IN TA INED  THE HIGHEST PERCENTAGE OF SUCCESSFUL  

STUDENTS IN BAR EXAM INATIONS

FOUR-WEEK D.C. & MD. COURSE starts NOV. 23-DEC. 22
FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE -  2 SEPARATE SECTIONS:

SECTION A 1:30 -  3:30 P.M. -  SECTION B 6:15 -  8:15 P.M. -  MON THRU FRI.

TWO WEEK COURSE DEC. 9-22 SECTIONS A&B Mon. Thru Fri.
A COMPLETE SET OF LAW BRIEFS ARE YOURS TO KEEP

VIRGINIA COURSE STARTS NOV. 20-DEC. 11
MONDAY THRU FR IDAY  6:15 P.M. AND 8:30 P.M.

THE NACRELLI BAR REVIEW  SCHOOL IS THE OLDEST, LARGEST AND MOST SUCCESSFUL SCHOOL OF ITS K IND IN 
METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON

THE SCHOOL IS CONVENIENTLY LOCATED ON THE SECOND FLOOR IN THE NEW PRUDENTIAL BU ILDING IN THE 
HEART OF DOWNTOWN WASHINGTON

1334G STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005 Tel. (202) 347-7574
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and S80 million for construction of population research 
centers.

o Establish a National Center for Population and 
Family Planning to consolidate and administer the various 
service, training, and research activities now located in 
different subagencies and bureaus of the Department of 
Health, Education and Welfare under the supervision of its 
Assistant Secretary for Health and Scientific Affairs.

o Require HEW to formulate a five-year development 
plan for research, manpower training, and expansion of 
services and an annual evaluation of all activities.

Legalize Abortion

As a backup measure, should contraceptives not be 
used, or if there is contraceptive failure, 1 have introduced 
S. 3 746, removing legal restrictions on abortion 
nationwide. The Legalized Abortion Act would require 
only that the abortion be performed by a licensedt 
physician.

To dafe, with the current mish-mash of state abortion 
laws, it is possible for a woman in one state to have an 
abortion to preserve her physical or mental health, while a 
woman in a neighboring state may not legally have an 
abortion, even if the pregnancy was the result of rape or 
incest. The states of Alaska, New York and Hawaii have 
recently liberalized their abortion laws, leaving the 
decision solely to the woman and her physician. In 
Maryland, the legislature passed such a law, but the 
governor vetoed this measure. In the last legislative sessions 
in 1 1 other states, bills were introduced to repeal abortion 
laws.

The State Supreme Court in California and Federal 
District Courts in Wisconsin and the District of Columbia 
have d e c la re d  the respective abortion  laws 
unconstitutional. The U.S. Supreme Court refused 
certiorari in the California case, but has agreed to hear an 
appeal from the District of Columbia.

What business is it of the government, be it the state of 
federal government, to tell a woman that she cannot 
terminate an unwanted pregnancy? The decision does not 
belong with a group of legislators, a vast majority of whom 
are men. It belongs with the person most directly affected, 
the pregnant woman. The right to privacy is 
constitutionally guaranteed, and it seems to me a woman 
has no right more fundamental than to control her own 
fertility.

It is interesting to note that the raison d’etre for 
restrictive state abortion statues was not concern for the 
fetus — it was concern for the mother’s health. During the 
m id-19th century, surgical procedures were more 
dangerous to a woman’s health than childbirth. Abortion 
statutes were written into the law solely to safeguard 
against these dangers.

How ironic that these century-old laws today result in 
total disregard for the woman’s health, or for her right to 
control her own fertility.

Moreover, the fact that a state has a law making 
abortions illegal is not going to stop abortions from being 
performed. What the law is going to do is to insure that in 
many instances the abortion will be performed under 
unsanitary conditions by someone other than a licensed 
physician.

Tax Restriction

To put on record the government concern about our 
growing population, I have introduced S. 3632. It provides 
that beginning January 1, 1973 no income tax dependency 
deductions will be allowed for more than two natural 
children. Children in being on January 1, 1973, would not 
be affected. The two-child limitation also would not apply 
to adopted children and children who are the result of 
multiple births if such births occurred at the time the 
parents had less than two children.

Admittedly, this proposal has limited impact on the 
very rich and no direct economic impact on the poor and 
near poor who have a $4,000 income or less. As a result of 
the 1969 Tax Reform Act, the personal deduction will be 
increased from $600, in steps, to $750 in 1973. The 
minimum standard deduction is increased to $ 1,000. Thus, 
a family with less than $4,000 of income is not in the tax 
structure and therefore pays no taxes. For other families, 
the cost of eliminating the exemption for a third child will 
range from $105 to $525.

It is argued that because the two-child deduction limit 
may not have any impact on a substantial number of 
families, it should not be passed, because the middle and

upper income groups who will be affected, in varying 
degrees, account for two-thirds of the babies born in the 
United States annually.

Population Stability

Bear in mind again, that my proposals for population 
stability are threefold: (1) family planning; (2) legalized 
abortion; (3) limited child-dependency tax deductions. 
The federal government could pass legislation involving 
massive family planning on the assumption that every 
family should know how to control pregnancy. The federal 
government could pass legislation eliminating restrictions 
on abortion solely on the theory of women’s rights to 
privacy. But the federal government cannot pass the 
two-child tax deduction bill without the government itself 
making a position commitment to population stability.

This is the critical reason for the two-child bill. Once 
enacted, the federal government will be willing to move in 
other areas if the measures passed are not effective in 
stabilizing population.

The poten tia l effect of available and effective 
contraception is dramatic. For example, more than one 
out of every five (22%) births in this country from 1960 to 
1965 were unwanted by at least one spouse. A survey by 
Dr. Charles Westoff and Dr. Larry Bumpass of the Office 
of Population Research at Princeton University showed 
that the poor, the less-educated and the blacks were most 
likely to have unwanted births. But whites and 
high-income and high-education groups were not immune; 
they report a substantial problem of unwanted births (see 
Table 1).

Table
Population
Group
Race:
White
Black
Wife’s Education: 
0-8 years 
College
Family Income: 
Less than $3,000 
$ 10,000 and over

% of Births Unwanted 
by at Least 

One Spouse 1960-65 
All Births 

19% 
41%
32%
14%
38%
17%

Family-Planning Service

An adequately-funded and well-organized family 
planning service can have a dramatic effect on fertility. A 
pilot project headed by Dr. Joseph H. Beasley of Tulane 
University was established in a county which had virtually 
no family planning services. Within three years, desirable 
results had been achieved. Three out of every four poor 
women in the county had been reached and as a result 
births declined 44% while out-of-wedlock births declined 
50%.

The government has a responsibility in the field of 
massive family planning. It has a responsibility to make 
available to every man or woman birth control information 
and contraceptive devices regardless of the educational 
background or economic circumstances of the recipient. It 
has a responsibility to see that additional research is done 
until every man or woman who chooses to use a 
contraceptive device has one at his or her disposal.

The government has a further responsibility to insure 
that those women who become pregnant because of 
contraceptive failure, or the failure to use any 
contraceptive at all, have an opportunity to terminate an 
unwanted pregnancy. And lastly as a matter to government 
policy, we should put our imprimatur and seal of approval 
on the entire subject by passing the bill limiting child 
deductions to two.It is absolutely essential that we as a nation begin to 
clearly recognize that we do indeed have a population 
problem. Americans make more demands on their 
environment than any other people in the world. Yet, they 
seem to appreciate it less because they continue to pollute 
the air and the water and ravish the land. When the 
problem is brought to their attention, they bury their 
heads in the sand hoping the problem will disappear. It will 
not, however, because it is people who pollute.

I am confident that the three concepts of family 
planning, abortion, and limited child deductions, when all 
tied together completely and properly, will have a 
dramatic effect on stabilizing the population and thus 
waylaying our environmental doom.

(Continued from page 1)
sentencing and treatment and a 
sym posium  on m arijuana. 
Panelists will include Richard D. 
Atkins, Esquire, of Philadelphia; 
Dr. Norman Zinberg, Professor 
of Psychiatry, Harvard Medical 
School; Dr. Ray Trussel, General 
Director, Beth Israel Hospital, 
N ew  Y o r k ,  a n d  form er 
Commissioner of Hospitals, New 
York City; Dr Carl Chambers of 
the New York State Narcotic 
Addiction Control Commission; 
Professor John Kaplan, Stanford 
University School of Law, and 
Messrs. Oteri and Segal.

For further information write 
or call Paul A. Wolkin, Director, 
or Donald M. Maclay, Assistant 
Director, Joint Committee on 
Continuing Legal Education of 
the American Law Institute and 
the American Bar Association, 
4 0 2 5  C h e s t n u t  S t r e e t ,  
P h i l a d e l p h i a ,  Pa. 19104. 
Telephone (215) 387-3000.

Phillips To Speak
(Continued from page 1)

forefront of battles for home 
rule for the District for many 
years and has led the fight for 
the Kennedy amendment to give 
t h e  c i t y  f u l l  v o t i n g  
representation in Congress. At 
th e  1968 C o nv en tion  he 
successfully proposed planks to 
the Party platform to create a 
c i t iz e n -c o n tro l le d  char t er  
commission to draft plans for a 
home rule government and to 
a d o p t  a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
amendment to give the city full 
voting representation in the 
House and Senate.

In 1965 Phillips joined 40 
other Washington clergymen to 
march for voting rights with the 
late Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King 
in Selma, Alabama.

From I %  1 to 1970, Phillips 
served as Senior Minister of the 
L incoln Memorial  Temple, 
United Church of Christ, at 1 1 th 
and R Streets, N.W.

Phillips is on the board of 
directors of the Delta Ministry, 
the Southern Elections Fund 
land the Center for Community 
Change, lie is a member of the 
housing task force of the 
National Urban Coalition, an 
a l t ernat e  on the executive 
committee of the Democratic 
Nat ional  Committee, and a 
member of the national board of 
the American Civil Liberties 
Union.

Born in Brooklyn, New York 
on March 23, 1928, Phillips is 
the son of a Baptist minister. He 
was educated in public schools 
in Brooklyn and Pittsburgh and 
received a BA in sociology from 
Virginia Union University in 
Richmond, Va. (1950) and a 
Bachelor of Divinity degree in 
biblical studies from Colgate 
R ochester (N. Y. )  Divinity 
School in 1953.
i Ordained in 1952, Phillips did 
graduate work in philosophy 
jfrom 1953 to 1956 at Drew 
University in Madison, N.J. 
where he was both a Colgate 
Graduate Scholar and a Tipple 
Fellow because of his high 
scholastic achievement.

From 1956 to 1958, Phillips 
taught religion at American and 
Howard Universities. He was 
M i n i s t e r  o f  t h e  G r a c e  
C ongregational Chur ch in 
Harlem from 1958 to 1959 and 
m i n i s t e r  o f  th e  Haynes 
Congregational Church in South 
Ozone Park, Long Island from 
1959 until 1961.
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Intramural Report A Whale By the Tail
(Continued from page 5)

by Gary Gearhart

The front-runners once again' 
proved that they were not yet 
ready to  r el i nqui sh their 
p restig ious positions, as all 
favored teams came through in 
fine fashion in Sunday’s games. 
With only two weeks left in the 
regular season, virtually all 
contenders are fighting valiantly 
to stay alive in the grueling 
matches that have marked the 
past few weeks.

After five weeks of play, 
Barrister’s III still “rules the 
roost” in the weak A League 
with a perfect 5-0 mark, while 
the B League witnesses I Street 
Warehouse “perched” atop its 
s t a n dings wi th a simi lar  
undefeated mark. Something 
will have to give this Sunday at 
1:00, however, for it is then that 
these two line teams will lock 
horns. Smart money says F 
street by ten.

Meanwhile, close on the heels 
of the leaders are the BYO’s in 
the A League and Sgt. Pepper’s 
in the B League. Both of these 
flashy outfits have tasted defeat 
once, but both are ready to 
assume the position of “head 
honcho” should one of the 
leaders falter. The latter two 
teams meet Sunday at 9:00, in 
order to give the groundskeepers 
time to wipe up the blood so 
that the multitude of spectators 
at the 1:00 confrontation will 
not be ill-affected.

Other games featured this

Sunday are the Subpoenas vs. 
Loonies at 10:00 f the Subpoenas 
ought to be “subpoened” so as 
to  make an appearance for 
once). Cannibus Factor vs. the 
Bombers at 11:00, and Murder, 
Inc. vs. St Jude 7 at noon. 
I nt eres t ed spectators should 
make a note not to miss the 
11:00 game. Having observed 
their play in past weeks, I find 
th e  Bom bers to be real 
“comers.” Next year they could 
be definite contenders.

BAM
In last Sunday’s play, after 

the Subpoenas forfeited to the 
Midnight Ramblers in the 9:00 
g a m e ,  t h e  B Y O ’ s 
unceremoniously crushed St. 
J u d e  and his bedraggled 
followers, 33-7. Sparked by the 
spectacular running of “road 
r u n n e r ’’ lorn Runnels, the 
“boozers” put this one away 
early. Deceptive ball-handling 
and fine execution by the BYO’s 
caused Jude and his boys to give 
up the faith.

SLA M

The 11:00 contest saw the 
Bombers and Murder Inc. stage 
an exci t i ng and interesting 
battle, as both teams hoped a 
victory might lift them from the 
depths of obscurity. This writer, 
anyway, was very impressed by 
the Bombers fine team effort, 
and belives that if they had 
“jelled” a few weeks sooner, 
could now be among the top 
teams.

Sgt. Pepper’s once again 
exhibited their many talents in

defeating Cannibus Factor, 16-6, 
in their 12:00 duel. Inspired by 
the magic toe of placekicker 
Fred Graefe, who booted a 
thirty yard field goal, Pepper’s 
stubborn defense was rarely 
penetrated. It should be noted, 
however, that the Peppers would 
have won by a much larger 
margin had it not been for the 
fine play of the Factor’s Rich 
Miller.

In the big contest of the day. 
Barrister’s III downed Lonnie’s 
14-13.  Nei ther  t eam was 
particularly impressive in this 
one, although the solid hitting 
cer t ainly was not feigned. 
Outstanding player for Lonnie’s 
was John Fenrick - who spent 
his a f t e r noon  in B I l l ’s 
back field, while Jack Block 
turned in his usual good game 
for the Barrister’s.

Suit to be heard - 
The Freedom of Information 

Act suit brought by GULC 
s t u d e n t s  a g a i n s t  t h e  
Renegotiation Board will be 
argued by students on Friday, 
November 6 at 10:00 a.m. before 
Judge Curran in the Federal 
D istrict Court.
Second Year

Writing Requirement- 
In accordance with a faculty 

decision of October 23, 1970 the

which might indicate a common 
modus operandi which normally 
would be subject to official 
scrutiny.” As the committee 
continues its investigation, it has 
turned to the computer as a 
pos s i b l e  sol ut i on to the 
mounting problem of storing for 
easy access the many thousands 
of bits of information which 
may have a bearing on the 
assassinations.

Frustrated Efforts

In light of the increasing 
amount of publicity he and his 
committee have been receiving 
lately,  Mr. Fensterwald was 
asked if this would frustrate the 
committee’s efforts. “ Perhaps”, 
he said, “but it has several

Legal Writing Program has been 
amended to provide that the 
enrollment, participation and 
submission of an acceptable 
paper in a seminar by a second 
y e a r  s t uden t  dur ing the 
academi c  year  1970-71 will 
satisfy Part I of the Legal 
Wri t ing Requi r ement  (for  
Second Year Students).

Any second year student 
presently enrolled in a seminar 
who wishes to avail himself of

beneficial effects, as well. For 
one, it provides a safety factor in 
the event that we uncover, or get 
to o  close to  uncovering, 
sufficient evidence to establish a 
conspiracy. Secondly, hopefully, 
it will stir up public interest to 
the point where a Congressional 
Sub- commi t t ee ,  with much 
g rea ter resources and more 
far-reaching influence, will take 
over the investigation.”

Will Bernie Fensterwald be 
remembered as a man who 
attacked windmills? Or will he 
be remembered as the man who 
succeeded, unlike Ahab, in 
subduing the great white whale? 
Perhaps the answers to these 
questions will come in a decade. 
Or maybe two. Or perhaps not 
until 2039.

this exemption to Part I of the 
Legal Wri t ing Requirement 
should submit to the Director of 
Lega l  Wr i t i ng a wr i t t en 
s t a t e me n t  to that  ef fect  
indicating the seminar in which 
he is enrolled. A second year 
student who enrolls in a seminar 
.n the Spring 1971 Semester, by 
s u b m i s s i o n  of  a simi lar  
written statement to the Director 
of Legal Writing will be excused 
from Part I of the Legal Writing 
Requirement.

Obiter Dicta

Bar Review, Inc.

412 Fifth Street, N.W. 

638-1955

DC Bar Review Course: 
DC Intensive Course:

Nov. 14- Dec. 23 (6 wks) 
Dec. 13-Jan. 3 (3 wks)

June 1970 DC Bar Exam-87% PASS RATE

MD Bar Review Course: Nov. 10 (14 wks)

301/752-2473 - Md. Bar Exam - 75% PASS RATE

VA  Bar Review Course: Spring 1971-To Be Announced

QUALITY BAR REVIEW  PREPARATION EMPHASIZING LOCAL LAW AND RECENT CASES.

ALSO HOLD BRI CLASSES IN ILLINOIS, M ISSOURI, FLORIDA, AR IZO N A  AND WISCONSIN. 

GEORGETOWN STUDENT REP: PETER TRUMBULL

FACULTY: PROF. BERNIE BURRUS, PROF. SHERMAN COHN, PROF. RAY GALLAGHER,
PROF. JOHN GARVEY, DAN GROVE, ESQ., PROF. ROBERT LUBIC, PROF. EUGENE NOO
NAN, PROF. MAX POCK, PROF. ALLEN SCHEFLIN. PROF. JOHN SCHMERTZ, PROF.
JEROME SHUMAN, PROF. PETER WEIDENBRUCH—GEORGETOWN, GEORGE WASHINGTON, 
AMERICAN UNIVERSITY, CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY, NORTHEASTERN UNIVERSITY.


