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Brief Challenges 
Propriety of 
Radio-TV Deal

The Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) today was 
asked to block a SI 10 million 
deal involving 1 1 radio and 
television stations in five cities.

Jerrold N. Oppenheim and 
Albert H. Kramer, spokesmen 
for Students’ FCC Study Group, 
charged that the scheme among 
Capital Cities Broadcasting 
Company, Triangle Publications 
Corporation  and 8 o ther 
companies involves trafficking, 
or speculation, in government 
broadcast licenses and is 
forbidden by the FCC.

In specific cases, such as in 
N ew  H a v e n  - H a r t f o r d ,  
C o n n e c t ic u t  and Fresno, 
California. Oppenheim and 
Kramer said the new owners will 
substantially reduce news, public 
affairs and other kinds of public 
service broadcasting. In other 
c a s e s ,  s u c h  as  Ne w 
H a v e n - H a r t  f o r d  a n d  
Philadelphia, the petitioners said 
that Capital Cities would achieve 
a regionally concen tra te  d 
position of media control.

Triangle has proposed to sell 
all nine of its stations to Capital 
Cities for SI 10 million. The 
stations are KFRF-AM-FM-TV.

Rev. Channing Phillips

By John Fadden
F r e s n o ,  C a l i f o r n i a ;  
W N H C -A M -FM -T V . New 
II a veil - Ha rt ford. Connecticut; 
a n d W I I 1 - A M- 1 M- I V .

While waiting for his dime to run in the parking meter. 
Rev. Channing Phillips, one of the many candidates for the 
District’s first non-voting delegate to Congress, addressed a 

Philadelphia. FCC rules prohibit group of GULC students. What began as an apolitical 
the transfer of AM-1 M-TV speech, ended otherwise. Most of those gathered in John

(Continued on page 3) Carroll auditorium last Wednesday enjoyed Rev. Phillips

Professor Shuman to Lead 
Court Memoranda Project

By Will Scott

The Supreme Court of the 
United States has during the past 
two decades assumed a position 
of far greater prominence than 
at any other time in its history. 
Needless to say. some of the 
C o u rt’s decisions have been 
greeted with black despair, 
o thers with mild jubilation. 
Usually, the product has been a 
combination of the two.

One major cause of the 
confusion and venom flowing 
from these decisions has been a 
l a c k  o f a d e q u a t e 
communications between the 
Court and the general public. By 
its very nature, the Court is 
almost totally withdrawn from 
that public, its “news releases” 
being l imi ted  to of f ic ial  
opinions. It is from these 
opinions that the media must 
generate the stories to be aired 
and the articles to be printed. 
Whether fortunately or not, very 
few reporters are lawyers. The 
majority must operate with little 
knowledge of the Court’s 
policies and procedures, and 
o f t e n  wi t h o u t  any real 
understanding of the legal 
iiistory ol the issues being 
decided.

As one solution to this 
problem, the Association of 
American Law Schools has 
undertaken what they call the 
“ Supreme Court Memoranda 
Project. ' Professor Jerome 
Shuman of GULC’ has recently 
been appointed Project Director 
lor the forthcoming year.

easy manner as he discussed 
"home rule” and the role of the 
soon-to-be elected delegate.

" W h y  a r e n ’t 7 00,00 0 
Americans allowed to govern 
themselves” he asked at one 
point. Pointing up the hypocrisy 
of a less-than democratic 
municipal government in the 
capital of the largest democracy 
on the globe, he remarked that 
the most recent attempts of 
those “on the Hill” to quiet the 
too-1 oud voices below have 
s i mp l y  t r a n s f o r  m e d a n 
“inefficient colonialism” into an 
“efficient colonialism.”

The history of the movement 
for “home rule” in the District

(Continued on page 3) 

JURIS X

McCarthy Speaks On 
Law Center’s Growth

Complete Home Rule 
Supported by Phillips

By Phil Armstrong

Professor David McCarthy, 
ex-Dean of the law school and 
long known as a friend of 
student interests here, had a lot 
of straight answers ready when 
interviewed last week about two 
of the more pressing issues 
which have been receiving 
student attention of late the 
new law center building and 
curriculum reform.

Asked about widespread 
criticism of the lack of cafeteria 
or hot lunch facilities at the new 
facility, he replied that he 
considers the entire controversy 
a myth issue when placed in its 
proper context. The Law Center 
apparently simply does not have 
the money to spend for an 
adequate cafeteria; it is a 
“ lu x u ry ,” the providing id' 
which would undermine funding 
f o r  h i g h e r  p r i o r i t y  
projects- furniture acquisition 
and library improvement, for 
example. Charges that an improv
ed spirit of community will be 
dampened by the lack of a cafe
teria he dismissed as unfounded, 
pointing to the expanded lounge 
and relaxation facilities being 
planned. Promises by Dean 
Thomas Fischer at last weeks 
open meeting that he would 
re-introduce the cafeteria issue 
at the next meeting ol the 
building committee were carried 
out according to McCarthy. The 
committee decided, however, 
that the project simply could 
not be realized, despite 
s trenuous advocacy of the 
student position by the student 
members. McCarthy cited the 
significance of the final vote 
which definitely killed any 
prospects of a cafeteria it was 
u n an im o u s ,  s tudents  and 
faculty.

Reasons Given

Reasons given by McCarthy 
for the committee’s action seem 
to make sense. A large portion 
of the building is already up- 
especial ly the more basic 
structural members which would 
have to be altered to encompass 
a food service area. These 
include cables, ductwork,

interior walls, masonry, etc. 
Hence the choices open to the 
com m ittee were extremely 
limited, essentially to a proposal 
for two steam tables which 
could serve two hot lunch 
choices per day. He indicated

Professor David McCarthy
that food service, especially on 
this kind of a limited basis, had 
proven to be a continual “white 
elephant” at other institutions 
which had tried it, that it almost 
inevitably proved to be lousy or 
ex pensive-problem ridden in 
general. I here is hope, however. 
Proposals for some sort of 
inexpensive catering of hot 
meals to a student area are being 
investigated, and if the Law 
( enlei can figure out a way to 
weasclout of iis 5 year contract 
with Macke Vending Machines 
(what friend of the student body 
signed that? things will 
definitely be looking up.

McCarthy also pointed to the 
planned creation ol the National 
Tourist Center at Union Station 
with its 4000 car parking garage, 
the subway, and the general 
improvement planned for the 
area around the law center 
building. As tilings to look 
forward to, though, not a little 
foresight may be involved for 
present students to appreciate 
these abstractions which will not 
affect them, as McCarthy was 
quick to mention. Of more 

(Continued on page 4)

The Politics of Legal Education
Professor Jerome Shuman

According to Professor 
Shuman, the aim of the program 
is to eliminate journalistic 
distortion as much as possible by 
providing the media with 
sufficient information to make 
an objective appraisal of a 
particular dec is ion . This 
information is in the form of 
m em o ran d a ,  prepared by 
recognized experts in various 
legal fields and submitted to 
newspapers, magazines, and 
r a d io  and  TV s t a t i o n s  
throughout the country. Much 
like a brief, albeit in layman’s 
terms, the reports generally 
contain a factual description of 
the case at bar, an account of 
the legal issues involved,

(Continued on page 3)

By Paul N. Savoy

Paul Savoy is an acting Professor o f Law at 
the University o f California at Davis. He received 
his B.A. in 1960 and his LL.B. in 1963 from Co
lumbia. The following article is the first portion 
of an excerpt from the Yale Law Journal and is 
reprinted with their permission. Part two will ap
pear in the next Weekly.

Wc do not have to wait for the great, 
visibly cracking structures of our society 
to collapse eventually. Every single one 
has already gone—government, law, po
litics, society itself, the family, the 
Church, education. What of these ap
pears still to stand is illusion, a mechani
cal automation whirring on a dead 
momentum.

—Elizabeth Sewell

The Winter of Discontent
The student revolts that have rocked 

campuses across the country have left the 
law schools relatively untouched. This is a 
social phenomenon that is not difficult to 
understand. Law and revolution have ne
ver made very congenial bedfellows. The 
observations made by DeTocqueville about 
the nature of the legal spirit in America 
are as valid today as they were when he 
wrote:

Men who have more especially devoted 
themselves to legal pursuits derive from 
these occupations certain habits of or
der, a taste for formalties, and a kind of 
instinctive regard for the regular connec
tion of ideas, which naturally render 
them very hostile to the revolutionary 
spirit.

(Continued on page 5)
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Id Est
Students in Court

Currently only several deserving Georgetown Law 
students are allowed to represent indigent clients in the 
Special Litigation (Small Claims and Landlord-Ten ,nt) 
Branch of the D.C. Court of General Sessions. Only 
thirty-five third year law students from the area’s law 
schools can participate in the “Student in Court’’ program.

Why does the Court restrict third year students to this 
single limited program? Why can’t other qualified third 
year law students be allowed to provide some 
representation for the indigent clients in the District’s 
Courts?

Well, the rules of the Courts prohibit expansion of ihis 
program or similar programs.

Third year students can provide competent legal 
services to a large segment of the District’s population. 
One could look to Harvard and University of Michigan and 
many other schools and their respective states which allow 
third year law students to represent indigent clients in 
court.

Looking at the General Sessions Courts, one does not 
see the indigent client as a beneficiary of Court Appointed 
Lawyers. Rather, one is lead to believe that many of the 
lawyers are serving only their own purses.

This student body, this school, this D.C. Bar should 
push for adoption of the ABA Model Code for Student 
Practice in the Courts.

The President tells students that they should wori. 
from within the system. The law student wants to wor;. in 
some relevant fashion from within the System: yet lie is 
blocked from providing legal services to those who need 
such services: he is blocked from learning about the system 
when he has the time and inclination to become involved; 
tie is blocked from gaining practical experience in the 
operation of Courts and Justice.

The present rule limiting involvement of tail'd year 
students in the Courts should be changed. Qualified third 
year law students should be allowed to represent indigent 
clients in the Court of General Sessions. Such a change in 
the present rule can benefit not only the student involved, 
but the Community, the School and the Bar.
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"I can not understand why some resort to violence to express their political views!"

Letters To Editor

Feather in Their Cap
Last Monday’s Washington Post contained a brief 

article pertaining to former Supreme Court Chief Justice 
Lari Warren’s decision to lecture it George Washington 
University. Our in itial impression was one of 
pleasure how great it was that a man of such caliber chose 
to share the knowledge and experiences which made him a 
superb Chief Justice. The follow-up reaction was more 
lasting. Why George Washington? Why not Georgetown?

I talked to the Director of Public Relations at George 
Washington who was kind enough to discuss Mr. Warren’s 
position. A chair in honor of the late Ldgar R. Baker, 
former Vice-President of Time. Inc., was instituted for an 
Adjunct Professorship. Mr. Warren had spoken at G.W.’s 
mid-winter convocation in 1969, and since then had 
remained friendly with George Washington President 
Lloyd Elliot. The selection committee aimed high and 
placed Mr. Warren tit the top of their list. They were not 
disappointed. The former Chief Justice will spend his time 
in seminars in the Law School and School of Public and 
International Affairs. He requested no compensation.

One man doesn’t make a law school, and Earl Warren 
will not make George Washington University. Yoi the 
addition of his name to their faculty roster immensely 
adds to their prestige, and this will not go unnoticed by 
future law school applicants. We have no complaints about 
the composition of tiie present faculty at GULC. it can 
aid does offer each student a high quality legal education. 

The Administration considers Georgetown one of the top 
ten law schools in the country. Why not secure that rank 
with Earl Warren’s of our own? The possibilities of a chair 
in honor of Walter Jaeger are in the exploration process. 
Perhaps such a chair would interest Arthur Goldberg.

To the Class of '72 (Day)
Section 1;

S c v c r a I I r i c n d s a n d 
classmates have asked me why I 
resigned as delegate to the 
S.B.A., so I decided to publicly 
state my reasons.

Parly in the semester, I 
realized that I was perhaps 
over-extended in extra-curricular 
activities, especially as regards 
the time demands. I decided to 
cut back and so chose the S.B.A. 
delegation because I felt I was 
the least needed there and 
because of all my activities the 
o u tp u t  of our bi-weekly 
meetings and ot icr assumed 
duties was the least proportional 
to the input for me. So l decided 
to resign rather than become an 
absentee delegate.

I submitted my resignation a 
2-3 weeks in advance of the last 
election hoping that a special 
singular election could be 
avoided. Apparently, it was not 
timely enough or not seen as 
feasible. 1 apologize for the 
inconvenience caused to you and 
to the school, especially the 
election committee.

Sincerely, 
Richard P. Caro

Action Line
Dear Action:

Every day 1 am confronted 
with the problem of trying to 
devise a way to chain my bicycle 
to the cement sidewalk to 
prevent someone from stealing it 
while 1 am in class. I understand 
that there will be facilities for 
bicyclists at the new Law 
Center, but at this rate, 1 fear 
that I shall no longer even have a 
bike at that time. Is there any

possibility that the school can 
offer some assistance in this 
matter now?

Sincerely, 
A Frustrated Chain Ganger

The inquiry was referred to Jeff 
Moss. He said that the matter 
was brought to his attention 
about three weeks ago by John 
Pinto, who researched the 
possibilities and found that a

50-bicycle rack could be 
purchased for SI 63.00. Moss 
relayed the information to Mr. 
Oldham, and his office requested 
a license for a rack in a letter 
dated . The licensing bureau 
informed the Dean’s office that 
the licenses usually take three 
weeks to get approval. The rack, 
if approved, will be located to 
the right of the front entrance of 
the Law Center.

To The Editor:

Suspending for the moment 
the question of whether or not a 
fetus has a right to be born, 
which overrides the right of a 
woman to be infertile, I would 
like to focus on t he compulsory, 
no t  to  say  to ta lita r ian ,  
undertones  (overtones?) in 
Senator Pack wood's proposal to 
control population growth.

S e n a t o r  P a c k w o o d  
emphasizes the distaste he feels 
at the government’s present 
restriction of abortion “What 
business is it of the government 
... to tell a woman she cannot

terminate a pregnancy?” Yet 
Senator Packwood's proposal to 
terminate tax exemptions for 
third and following children may 
have the equally obnoxious 
effect of telling a woman she 
cannot continue a pregnancy. 
Specifically, consider the case of 
a black woman of poor 
education and small income who 
wants a third child but because 
o f  the term ination o f tax 
exemptions cannot afford one, 
and thus seeks an abortion. Is 
tins not allowing the government 
to do indirectly what it cannot 
do directly?

S e n a t o r  P a c k w o o d ’s 
(Continued on page 7)
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Polls, Surveys, and the 1970 Campaign
Phillips
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By Marshall T. Cary

In an election-eve broadcast, 
Eric Sevareid stated that we have 
become a nation of political 
poll-watchers and survey-takers,

and added in his own inimit
able style that votes and vot
ers, not polls and surveys, el
ect the winning candidates. This 
fact may have been forgotten 
by this year’s candidates, many 
of whom, like nervous N.B.C. 
executives, worried more about 
boosting their Nielson (or should 
I say Harris and Gallup) ratings 
than about entering into an hon
est dialogue with voters. Campaign

’70 did indeed assume the air of 
a three-ring performance, with 
the  emphasis stric tly  on 
entertainment. Such pressing 
issues as education, housing, 
p o l l u t i o n ,  i n f l a t i o n ,  
unemployment, transportation, 
health care, military spending, 
overseas commitments, taxes, 
t h e  d r a f t ,  and  o l ii e r 
bread-and-butter questions were 
for the most part seriously 
avoided.

The reason seems to lie in the 
simple fact that crime, drugs, 
and campus violence, while 
perhaps not the most important 
issues, are the most emotional 
and hence the easiest to exploit. 
Seizing the opportunity to take 
the voter’s minds off the ailing 
e c o n o m y ,  th e  Preside.;: 
embarked on a 22-state swing 
replete with rhetoric, infective, 
a n d  r o c k - t h r o w i n g  
demonstrators. In several states 
the auditoriums at which Mr. 
Nixon spoke were thrown open 
to hippie types, who obligingly 
provided the scapegoat for an 
im a g i n a t i v e  diversionary 
performance. In San Jose the 
President exited from a stadium 
into a crowd of young antiwar 
demonstrators following a rally 
and speech, and then climbed 
onto a floodlit car and waved a 
“V” sign with both hands. As 
projectiles began to fill t ie air 
the President was heard to 
remark “That’s what they hate 
to see.” Having succeeded in 
provoking the demonstrators 
and gained ammunition for his 
law and order campaign, Mr. 
Nixon proceeded to his next 
speaking engagement where with 
jutting jaw and clenched fist he

Glazer Wins 
Contest

The following is reprinted 
from ABA News:

Stephen G. Glazer, a June, 
1970 graduate of Georgetown 
University Law Center iias been 
named winner of the S500 
Henry C. Morris International 
Law Essay Contest. Ciazer’s 
essay, “The Brezhnev Doctrine” 
is a scholarly work telling of t .e 
application of tie Brezhnev 
Doctrine in tne 1968 Russian 
invasion of Czechoslovakia and 
compares that incident with the 
Monroe Doctrine and tne 
Dominican crisis of 1965.

Glazer received his B.A. wi.h 
honors from the University of 
Maryland. While a student at 
G e o r g e to w n  he received 
American Jurisprudence Awards 
for Torts and Property. He also 
worked from the International 
Law Institute on a survey of 
foreign direct investments in the 
United States. This fall Glazer 
will study international law at 
Worcester College, Oxford.

castigated “violent thugs” and 
“ creeping permissiveness.” 
C h a r g i n g  t h a t  t h e  
Administration’s opponents had 
stim ulated  and encourage 
leftwing extremists, the Vice 
President proposed that we 
“sweep that kind of garbage out 
of our society." Perhaps he was 
speaking of the Democratic 
majority in Congress that had 
just passed the Administration's 
lough anti-crime legislation.

Grand-Stand Play
Instead of blunting the 

President’s grand-stand play with 
an issue-oriented offensive of its 
own, the Democratic Party 
responded defensively. So fast 
..nd furious was the scramble 
o n t o  t he  tough-on -crime 
bandwagon that the President’s 
perform ance gained some 
credibility, while the Democrats 
picked up a few points of their 
own. Only late in the campaign

did a cacophony of voices from 
the Democratic table-Sargent 
Sh river. John McCormack, 
Edmund Muskie, and new arrival 
J o h n  L in d s a y  — begin to 
counter-attack.

Post-election results raise the 
serious question of whether the 
rough-hitting grand-stand tactics 
of the 1970 campaign were 
worth it. The Republicans 
gained 2 Senate seats, while the 
Democrats gained 9 seats in the 
House and 11 governorships. 
The power balance remains 
essentially unaltered, despite 
proclamations of victory by 
both sides, and the nation is 
more divided and embittered 
than ever. The major issues are 
still unsolved; indeed, few of the 
newly-elected politicians can 
even agree on a basic approach 
to solving them. Meanwhile, the 
clenched fist, until now a 
symbol of unyielding student 
militancy, has been adopted by

the President of the United 
States. Grand-stand tactics and 
the play for high ratings on the 
public opinion surveys have 
soured the pledge to “bring us 
together” and to “ improve tne 
quality of American life.” A 
Washington Post survey indicates 
that the “silent majority" of 
American voters longs for a 
different kind of leadership. 
Most Americans, according to 
the Post, believe both Spiro 
Agnew and Teddy Kennedy too 
extreme, while Richard Nixon 
stirs little voter interest. Lucy 
Benson, President of the League 
of Women Voters, asserts tnat 
there is widespread voter apathy, 
citing the large undecided vote, 
turnout at the polls, and lack of 
confidence in the candidates 
themselves. A divided electorate, 
wondering why we cannot lower 
our voices and reason together, 
awaits future elections and 
future leaders

fcontinued from page 1) 
has been a relatively short one, 
dating back officially only six 
years. The main thrust began in 
1964, with the coalition of 
several Washington interest 
groups. The coalition, going the 
route of many, crumbled from 
internal strife several months 
later. The efforts since then have 
been sporadic and of little 
effect. The new position of 
non-voting delegate according to 
Phillips is largely a compromise, 
with a view more toward 
appeasement then effective 
self-government.

Rev. Phillips, unwilling to 
become pessimistic, continues to 
look to the next hill, and says, 
“Well, it’s less than we deserve, 
but it’s more than we’ve had.”

Sylvia Bacon Is New Judge
By Liz Smith

Miss Sylvia Bacon, Executive 
Assistant United States Attorney 
and an adjunct Professor at the 
Law Center, has been appointed 
to the Superior Court for the 
District of Columbia. The 
appoin tm ent comes at the 
beginning of a reorganization of 
the District’s Court System 
which will span three years.

Miss Bacon was born in 
Watertown, South Dakota and 
attended Vassar College. Upon 
graduation, she continued her

S T  M lb  
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Sylvia Bacon

studies at the London 
School of Economics and at

Harvard Law School. Miss Bacon 
received an L.L.M. from 
Georgetown and presently 
teaches a night course called 
Juvenile Courts and Parties.

Under the old system, the 
same court might have had 
jurisdiction over both Federal 
and local issues. As of July 29, 
1970, the D.C. Court Reform 
and Criminal Procedure Act of 
1970 will entrust local matters 
to a separate court system. The 
new structure will bear a closer 
resemblance to the state-federal 
judicial relationships in the rest 
of the United States.

NOTICE
There have been four 

meetings of the Student B.;r 
Association this year. The 
following delegates have been 
absent the number of times in 
parentheses:
Benzinger (I)
Biel (2)
Cloppert (4) Secretary 
Feld (2)
Griffin (2)
Hodge (I)
Ross (I)
Ramsay (i)
Mary Ann Conway (2)
Jolly (3) Treasurer 
Levi (I)
Restivo (2)
Sandi Seville (I)
Zielinski (2)
Fener(3)
Keaney (I)
Minaiik (I)
Porter (I)
Knisely (I)
Uranga (II

Brief Challenges Propriety of Radio-TV Deal
(continued from page I)

combinations in the same city.
Capital Cities plans to retain 

the three television stations and 
separately sell two previously 
acquired television stations, 
WTEN-TV, Albany, New York, 
and WSAZ-TV, Huntington, 
West Virginia. When all the 
transactions are completed, 
Capital Cities would own seven 
TV sta tions  and 12 radio 
stations. ECC rules prohibit 
single control of more than 
seven  television licenses, 
including five for VHF, seven 
AM radio licenses and seven I'M 
radio licenses.

The petitioners charged that 
the transfer of KFRE-TV, 
Fresno, WNHC-TV, New Haven, 
and WETL-TV, Philadelphia, 
would be in violation of ECC 
policies against concentration of 
media control.  Commission 
approval of the proposed 
transfers would nearly triple the 
potential number of television 
households in the top 50 
markets which Capital C'ities 
would reach and would enable 
Capital Cities to cover about 
one-fifth of all television 
households in the United States. 
Capital Cities would have four 
network-affiliated VHF stations 
in the top 50 markets: Houston, 
Buffalo, Philadelphia and New 
Haven-Hartford. Whenever an 
applicant seeks to hold more 
than three TV stations in the top 
50 markets, Commission policy 
demands the applicant prove the 
public interest would be 
enhanced by the grant of the 
application witnout a hearing.

The petition accused Capital 
Cities of planning to acquire the 
six radio licenses solely for the 
purpose of immediate sale. They 
charged that Capital Cities is 
planning to treat FCC licenses as

property to be sold in order to 
finance its acquisition of the 
Triangle TV licenses. Although 
this would appear to violate FCC 
rules, C'apital Cities has not 
offered reasons for making an 
exception nor even requested a 
waiver of the rule it proposes to 
v io la te .  Where an owner 
proposes to hold a license for 
less than three years, FCC rules 
demand a hearing on the 
proposed transfer.

In further violation of the 
rules. Capital Cities has failed to 
disclose to the Commission the 
price paid for each of the 
broadcast properties involved 
and the profits derived from its 
transactions. When broadcast 
stations are sold immediately 
after purchase, profits are 
forbidden by I CC rules against 
trafficking.

A m ong  the purchasers 
Capital Cities has offered are 
two which plan to drastically cut 
new s and  public affairs 
programming and a third wiiic.i 
stands accused of antitrust 
violations.

The petition pointed out that 
the proposed licensee of 
KERE-AM, KFRE Broadcasting, 
Inc., is offering less than half of 
the news and less than half of 
the public affairs programming 
as Triangle, the present operator.

The p e t i t i o n e r s  also 
challenged the transfer of 
WNHC-FM because the new 
owner proposed for that station, 
Metro Connecticut Corp., is 
offering slightly more that half 
of the news and only 1/6 of the 
public affairs programming as 
Triangle, the present operator. 
Metro Connecticut proposes 15 
minutes out of its 137-hour 
broadcast week for public affairs 
programming.

A recent FCC decision

h o ld s  t ha t  u n e x pI a i ne d 
reductions in news and public 
affairs programming require 
transfer applications at least be 
designated for hearing to 
determine whether the proposed 
transaction is in the public- 
interest.

The petitioners challenged 
the transfer of WTEN-TV to 
Albany Television, Inc. because 
Poole Broadcasting Co., parent 
o f Albany Te 1 evision, is 
presently defending a suit 
charging it witli restraint of 
trade. Boole has been accused of 
monopolizing national spot 
television in Flint, Saginaw and 
Bay City. Michigan, and of 
conspiring with an audience 
survey company to hypo its 
ratings. Commission policy has 
been to reluse consideration of a 
transfer application, while the 
character of the prop'osed 
transferee remains in question.

T he o th e r  prospective- 
purchasers are Lee Enterprises, 
Inc. (WSAZ-TV, Huntington). 
Westerly Broadcasting Co. 
( W N H C - A M , N e w  
H a v e n - H a r t f o r d ) ,  L. I N 
Broadcasting Corp. (WFIL-AM, 
P h i l a d e l p h i a ) ,  R i c h e r  
C o m m u n i c a t i o n s ,  Inc.  
(WF1L-FM, Philadelphia) and 
Stereo Broadcasting Corp. 
(KFRE-FM, Fresno).

The petition was based on 
the results of a three month 
summer study of the FCC by I 2 
law students recruited from six 
law schools. The g ro u p ’s 
sponsors included Consumers 
Un i on ,  National Citizens 
Committee for Broadcasting, 
The. R obert F. Kennedy 
Memorial, The C hild ren’s 
Foundation and Boston College 
Law School. The law schools 
from which the students came 
are Boston College Law School,

University of Chicago Law 
School, University of California 
at Los Angeles (UCLA), 
University of California at 
B e r k e l e y .  G e o r g e t o w n 
University Law School and 
Northwestern University Law 
School.

Shuman
(continued from page I) 

precedential data, and most 
important, the options available 
to the Court in rendering its 
decision. They are prepared and 
distributed as soon as possible 
after the Court’s acceptance of a 
case, and definitely before the 
decision is handed down. In this 
way,  c o n c i s e ,  per tinen t 
information is readily available 
when a reporter sits down to 
analyze and discuss a particular 
holding.

A m o n g o t h e r  t h i ngs, 
Professor Shuman will be 
responsible for the editing of the 
memoranda and the selection of 
their authors. In order to 
maximise objectiv ity , the 
experts are chosen exclusively 
from members of law school 
faculties, ra ther than the 
fu ll-tim e practicing bar. 
Because of personal and cliental 
interest, noted Shuman, the 
latter might allow a bit more 
bias to creep into their 
presentations.

Professor Shuman received 
his appointment from Alfred 
Conard, Professor of Law at the 
University of Michigan and 
President-elect of the AALS. 
Following the appointment, 
Professor Shuman met last week 
with Chief Justice Warren 
Burger. The Chief Justice 
expressed his approval and 
support of the work being done 
by the Association, and wished 
the Professor continued success 
with the project.
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Parking Anyone
Tuesday, November 10, 1970

Operation Truth
By Clifford A. Rieders

“Why I’ll take this bum cop 
to court!”

“ I’ll prove that I w.is only 
parked for one hour even though 
I was putting in a second 
dime...”

“ Don’t they realize that we’re 
only poor law students?”

Do these and other similar 
unprintable comments sound 
familiar to those of you who 
have had the continuing 
“experience” of commuting to 
school by motor vehicle? The 
unprintable ones sound more 
usual. It is only at the end of a 
long day, sitting comfortably in 
my apartment that the parking 
problem at Georgetown Law can 
be taken so lightly. The only 
thing worse than Washington 
parkiiig has to be New York City 
parking... and unfortunately I 
can testify to that too. However, 
in New York the psychological 
aspect has to be easier to 
tolerate. That is because 
m id - to w n  M a n h a 11 a n h a s 
become so intolerable, so long 
ago. that students don’; even try 
to drive to school anymore.

In W a s h i n g t o n  t h e  
discouragement apparently is 
not intense enough. Perhaps 
parking disgust is proportionate 
to traffic disgust, and in D.C. the 
latter has not ground to a halt 
yet.

There are six major methods

for dealing with the parking 
situation in and around the law 
school. First, and one of the 
worst, is “feeding the meter.” 
This is one of the most 
demeaning methods, as it makes 
the automobile owner a slave to 
that little steel case...whose 
gnawing hunger recurs promptly 
every hour. Aside from not 
being able to find an open meter 
in the morning, most of those 
“ things” must be vacated by 4 
p.m. I know one formally 
carefree law student who, when 
going to put his second dime in 
the meter, was spotted by an 
alert D.C. patrolman and quickly 
ticketed for “attempting to park 
for more than one hour.” For 
those of you who don’t bother 
to do any reading outside the 
law school, those signs say “One 
Ho u r  P a r k i n g . ’ ’ l o u g h  
luck...that only meaqs one hour 
at a time. See Prof. Bowman; 
perhaps you can have it “voided 
for vagueness."

Ihe second method for 
dea ling  with this accute 
frustra tion  is what might 
com m only  be called the 
“free-o.” This means putting 
your car in a place where the 
cost will be minimal ... namely 
zero. One day l received 
“inside” information that one 
such place was behind the 
National Gallery of Art What a 
great idea ... I thought in my 
naievete ... free parking, art, and
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Law Weekly Reporters:

In the future, articles will 
only be accepted i. ti.e 
number of words have been 
counted.

The Editors

a healthy walk to school! 
Naturally I ignored the signs 
a d m o n ish in g  “ Two Hour 
Parking, Visitors Only.” How 
quaint, said l. Some people I 
know even had the audacity to 
walk through the impressive 
Gallery, smiling to the guards 
and explaining tiieir briefcases 
contained the tools of a 
difficult  t rad e -law  school. 
Suddenly one autumn day, as 
the hoards of businessmen and 
students swept down upon the 
spaces (which you cannot park 
in before 9:30). the motorcycle 
police were waiting to ticket all 
those people who had parked at 
9:20 in order to be at work and 
school by the half hour. 
Interestingly enough my ticket 
for that day read 12:30. Oh yes, 
that two hour limit!

In every school there are the 
“ rich cats.” They are easy 
enough to identify; they have 
white-wall tires on their vehicles, 
live in Silver Spring, and have 
time to comb their hair. We will 
devote little time to them since 
they just put their cars in garages 
or parking lots (you can find out 
all about the liability of parking 
lots by talking to Prof. Haber). 
Hecht’s is for those who want to 
save a few cents but don’t mind 
the winding 15 minute lines 
to get out. They could be 
classified as the “cheap rich 
cats,” of which I have lately 
become a member.

The best method of disposing 
of one’s automotive conveyance, 
aside from junking it, is to form 
a carpool. The car can then be 
cleverly left in one of those 
$ 20-$ 25/month parking lots. 
Simple math shows that among 
four people the curst can be 
reduced to $5-$6/month per 
person.

No inclusive article on the 
subject of Georgetown Law 
commuting may be completed 
unless we cast a brief eye on the 
other methods. No doubt you 
have heard the expression: 
Walking is good for ya.” No 
doubt it is...but not through 
Washington, D.C’. It one manages 
to survive the winter’s cold, he 
or she is likely to succumb to 
the city crime rate. But if 
neither of those were a worry, 
one would have to be in a very 
comfortable financial situation in 
order to live within walking 
distance of the law school. It 
may be further observed that 
less expensive residence can be 
obtained within hiking or 
hitch-hiking distance.

A more reasonable alternative 
is to “leave the driving to them.” 
The D.C. Transit system, while 
slow, usually manages to arrive 
and depart in a fairly consistent 
manner. You can usually spend 
enough time on a bus to do your 
homework and then when you 
get home, you can go to sleep... 
since that is all you will be fit 
for by the time you get off a 
D.C. bus.

Last, and some cynics would 
say least, is the reliable bicycle. 
This sturdy object is coming 
back into usage as man begins to 
find that he must assert his 
humanity, independence, and his 
out of shape body. As the 
months go by, the cold and icy 
danger will discourage all but the 
most brave.

Possibly, we can rely on the 
new law school to provide a 
panacea to the transportation 
problem, as they have promised 
it will be a cure for almost every 
other problem.

Philip Elman, the most 
recent addition to the GULC 
faculty, is currently formulating 
a new public interest law project 
at the Law Center. The project, 
tentatively labeled “Operation 
Truth”, is a truth-in-advertising 
campaign which will focus 
primarily on national network 
television commercials.

As former Commissioner of 
the Federal Trade Commission, 
wh i c h  r e g u l a t e s  un f a i r  
advertising practices, Prfo. 
Elman brings an expertise to his 
project. He feels that because of 
a manpower shortage the FTC 
does not and cannot perform as 
effectively as it should in 
controlling television advertising, 
and that the project, if 
successful, will help alleviate this 
problem.

Elman and his assistant 
coordinator of the project, Doris 
F r i e d m a n ,  f o r e s e e  the  
“ cam paign” taking shape 
i n i t i a l l y  a s  a 
television-monitoring project. 
Participating students will be

McCarthy
{Continued from page 1) 

current interest is what's going 
to be done about everybody’s 
problem- parking. Current plans 
call firmly for a 200-odd car 
parking garage in the new 
building, with some limited 
parking expansion feasible. How 
these spots are going to be 
apportioned is anybody’s guess. 
Aside from money, the parking 
problem faces the unique 
W a s h in g to n  Capitol Hill 
difficulty of water below and 
height limits above. Capitol Hill 
being built over Tiber Creek, one 
can’t go down beyond a certain 
level—already reached in the new 
building. Congress has decreed 
that no building in the capitol 
exceed the capitol dome in 
height. McCarthy commented, 
and experience in tiie current 
facilities makes it hard to 
dispute, that some provision had 
to be made in construction and 
planning for expansion in the 
future the building is now two 
floors short of the height limit 
..nd has been constructed in such 
a way that two more can be 
added.

S w i t c h i n g  to p ic s ,  he 
discussed the area of more 
courses in operational/clinical 
areas of the law in the context 
of the requirements imposed on 
law schools by three groups-the 
ABA, the Assoc, of American 
Law Schools, and the N.Y. 
Court of Appeals. Of the three, 
the last has by far the strictest 
standards, apparently reflecting 
New York's general phobia 
about ratings and accrediting in 
general. The ABA recently took 
the sting out of its previously 
i n f l e x i b l e  s t a n d a r d s o f 
accreditation in a major 
revision. To qualify as a 
“course” an offering must have 
either a final exam or substantial 
written work, but the exact 
nature of each is not specified. 
Additionally, waivers may be 
obtained for experimental 
o f f e r in g s .  Based on the 
vagueness of the general 
guideliness, however. McCarthy 
implied that in any clinical 
course involving a substantial 
amount of work, a waiver is 
probably not even necessary. A 
credit stumbling block is implied 
only if the experim ental 
program substitutes drastically 
fo r  the  trad it ional legal 
education, a concept to which 
all accrediting groups hang 
tenaciously. McCarthy pointed 
to the program being tried at 
Stamford, where with heavy 
e m p h a s i s  o n  t h e  
operational/clinical program the 
third year. It offers a two year 
program leading to a master of 
law for those not interested in

asked to watch television 
commercials and follow up any 
suspicious or potentially unfair 
advertising with a written 
inquirey to the advertiser of the 
product. Questions might arise, 
for example, regarding the basic 
truth of the advertisement or the 
proof of any claims the 
manufacturer makes concerning 
the product. Professor Elman 
stated that a letter in itself could 
be enough to effect changes in 
the  ad v e r t ise r’s practice, 
especially as “Operation Truth” 
b e c o m e s  mo r e  wi d e l y  
recognized. If the advertiser fails 
to respond to the inquiry or 
gives an evasive response. Several 
different avenues of response are 
o p e n .  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
proceedings could be instituted 
against the advertiser by the 
FTC, a class action law suit 
could be brought against the 
manufacturer, or a suit could be 
brought against the FTC itself if 
it fails to act on a claim brought 
to its attention.

The law in the area of unfair 
advertising practices is not 
com plicated and does not 
require a great deal of expertise 
in its application . Thus, 
Professor Elman is encouraging 
all in terested  students to 
participate and pointed out, 
especially that first-year students 
c a n  a l s o  be  v a l u a b l e  
contributors. Essentially, the law 
states that an advertisement 
must be one hundred per cent 
true. If the product is at all 
dangerous, the consumer must 
be explicitly warned of this fact. 
Generally, the manufacturer 
may n o t  w i t h h o l d  any 
information about his product. 
In Professor Elman’s words, “a 
half-truth under the law is a 
whole lie.”

“Operation Truth” will not 
e m p l o y  t he  t a c t i c  of  
confrontation, but will seek to 
b r i n g  m a t t e r s  t o t he  
governm ent’s attention by 
“handing it to them on a silver 
platter” and to initiate action on 
the ground floor level.

Prof. Eilman has prepared a 
brief summary of the regulatory 
law as a guideline for interested 
students. There will be an 
organizational meeting on 
Wednesday. November 18 at 
11:30 A.M. in Hall IV. All 
i n t e r e s t e d  s t u d e n t s  are 
encouraged to attend.

practicing. Students taking the 2 
year program can’t take Bar 
exams, though, for they run 
afoul of the archaic 3 year 
residency requirement used 
everywhere. In sum, McCarthy 
suggested that there is no reason 
that Georgetown can’t institute 
a large scale operational program 
if it is done with a little flair or 
imagination. He emphaised that 
the program has to be part of “a 
methodology of training rather 
than an end in itself.”

Those students who are 
dubious about what the law 
schools are up against should 
look to last springs events. The 
New York Court of Appeals 
refused to permit anyone to take 
the NY bar exams who accepted 
an administrative pass as a result 
of the student strike. Call it 
politics, call it strictness of 
standards, it’s still a force to be 
reckoned with. The District 
Court of the District of 
Columbia called in all the deans 
of area law schools to show 
cause why the D.C. courts 
shouldn’t follow NY’s example. 
Fortunately the Deans were 
persuasive. But this should serve 
to il lus tra te  the enormous 
difference between the widely 
recognized need for reform and 
the institution of fair criteria of 
accreditation, and the actual 
exercise of power that * will be 
necessary to push it through the 
ABA and the state Bars.

Peace Rally, Saturday, 
October 31

TRICK OR TREAT FOR PEACE

DRAFT CARD GOES UP IN SMOKE
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Juris X

Politics of Legal Education
(Continued from page 1) *

In a more recent commentary upon the psychodynamics 
of legal education, Andrew Watson has identified among 
law students a greater than average need for order and 
security, a factor which plays a critical role in their 
functioning both in the academic milieu and later in their 
professional lives.

What is surprising, and for me, uplifting is the dramatic, 
if belated, appearance of a small but articulate minority ot 
law students who have begun to express a profound 
dissatisfaction with legal education that may be more 
pervasive than any of us have imagined. That is not to say 
that administrators or law professors have been unaware of 
certain deficiencies of contemporary legal education or 

ave failed to undertake measures to remedy them. But 
the climate of educational reform has had about it that 
smug satisfaction and bland assurance that proceeds from 
the assumption that those who teaco know what is best for 
those who learn. Of course, there are student 
representatives on many of our committees, but nobody 
really expects them to tell us what to teach or how to 
teach it, and even if they try, we outnumber them, so we 
can either bludgeon them into submission or simply 
outvote them. And while we give students representation 
on the Curriculum Committee and the Faculty-Student 
Relations Committee, we exclude them from participation 
in making decisions about faculty recruitment, tenure, 
promotion and the budget. And the sadness of it all is that 
they are so eternally grateful to us for our magnanimous 
tokenism. As one teacher has expressed it, some students 
“recognize their put-on for what it is and even let their 
rebellion break through to the surface now and then,” b'-t 
others have been more deeply brain washed and can’t see 
“what all the tuss is about because Mr. Charlie ‘treats us 
real good.’ ”

1 recall what it was like being a law student. T :at 
incredible boredom of the second and third years drove me 
from the classroom into the sanctuary of the Law Review 
where I sought an intense involvement and an excitement 
hat the rest of the law school did not offer. The major 

difference between me then and dissident students today, I 
suspect, is that 1 lacked the cultural maturity or whatever 
gift it is that enables them to see tilings as they really are. . 
had always been convinced that there might have been 
something wrong with me and never dreamed that ; ...;d 
the right to expect somethiiig more from professors whose 
authority 1 never dared to challenge.

There is not single lawyer I know witu whom I went 
to law school who feels that his legal education adequately 
prepared him for the practice of I,.w (or any;hing eise for 
that matter). My experience in one of the larger 
post-graduate educational institutions in America— the 
New York District Attorney's Office- - was sobering. 
Trying to reconstruct an incident from interviews with 
witnesses; awakening to the ritualistic performance of 
police officers on the witness stand; plumbing the subleties 
of the plea-bargaining process; learning the nuances of 
communication between judges and attorneys, I became 
suddenly aware ol the unforgivable irrelevance of my iegal 
education to what was happening in my head, in the 
courtroom and in the streets of our cities.

it would be unfair to suggest that law schools today (or 
:t least the “better” schools) are unaware of what Dean 
Manning has called that “endless agenda of unfinished 
business ’ facing the legal profession. Faculty mem. randa, 
law review articles, building dedication ceremonies and 
conferences such as the American Assembly on Law and 
the Changing Society held in 1968 and the Symposium on 
Issues in Legal Education sponsored last year by the 
Conference of Western Law Schools attest io an ongoing 
concern about the directions in which we are moving in 
legal education. But the genius of our educational 
institutions— to adapt an observation of a former 
president of the American Bar Association— is to make 
accommodations to shifting objectives “without profound 
or radical changes in fundamentals.’ There may be wisdom 
in a strategy of gradualism, but we ought at least to stop 
deceiving ourselves about the limits of our tolerance for 
experimentation. If we want to make only those changes 
that are certified as wise by those members of the faculty 
who are “marked by maturity and experience,” we ought 
at least to end our colluding with each other in the 
delusion that we are engaged in real innovation. Making 
change on the basis of “ informed” and “mature” opinion, 
as William Arrowsmith has said, will almost inevitably have 
the effect of stifling reform, if only because informed and 
mature opinion is “unadventurous and tyrannous as well as

(Continued on page 7)
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The Baddest Gang In The Land
By Steve Durovic

. Man, whatanevent “Slowhand” 
Clapton and “Skydog” Allman, 
just about the two baddest 
gunslingers in the rock game, in 
the same gang. Standing toe to 
toe, trading shots, putting on the 
monster exhibition. Too. too 
much!

Well, let’s get serious here 
and stop bouncing off the walls 
(“ 1 can’t, 1 can't!” ). This LP is 
something else, enough to leave 
any conscientious rock fan 
salivating madly in the corner 
just on reputation. Cream? Sour. 
Blind Faith? In purgatory. 
D e 1 a n y a n d  B o n n i  e ? 
Irretrievably wed. Well, ol’ Hric 
Finally delivered the goods. This 
is it, man.

What  we’ve got here is 
Allman, with his funky, dirty 
stripper guitar, yowling and 
sliding all over, straight from the 
crotch with his reverse loop 
guitar lines? a monster comping 
o r g a n ;  t he  r o c k b o t t o m  
back beat? and Eric the Flash 
playing it all, the whole 
repertoire, from the tight, high, 
tinny sound, to the biting sharp 
attack of the super-intense heavy 
school, to the sly, drawling 
bottlenecking blues, to just plain 
steppin’ out.

There are a couple of. well, 
not exactly flat spots, but spots 
that just aren't as great as the 
rest. Clapton seems to be a 
romantic, and once in a while 
feels he has to get lyrical of 
folksy (e.g. “1 Am Yours” ), or 
Bobby Whitlock’s job on “Thorn 
Tree in The Garden” (which 
pretty much tells you the story, 
doesn’t it?). It's not bad, it just 
doesn’t quite fit in its gentility 
with the rest of the gut stuff. 
But when these cats get down to 
b u s i n e s s ,  t hey' re simply 
unbeatable.

"Anyday”

A couple of cuts to rave 
about. “ Anyday” is an all-stops 
wi d e - o p e n  numbe r  with 
everybody soaring, Clapton and 
Whitlock wailing vocally over 
the lop, the drummer just 
knocking the house down, and 
Allman laying down that evil, 
wicked slide gui t ar  while 
Slowhand jams around and off. 
“ Key To The Highway” is

HANDMADE LEATHER 

GOODS MADE TO 
ORDER BY SKILLED  

CRAFTSMEN AT 
REASONABLE PRICES!
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CALL JERRY 
After 5 weekdays 

Weekends anytime 

938-0566

.EATHER
belts, clothing, things

drawled, backbeat blues that just 
plain shakes you down, that’s 
how laid back it is. This is really 
Allman's territory, with that 
incredible slide just peelin’ it off, 
while Clapton cuts and riddles 
and wrings it out. all sass and 
chug. Dig especially Altman 
nursing it along gently, then 
suddenly grabbing a handful of 
throttle and really letting her 
nave it all. Elmore would be 
proud. Best aphrodisiac I know.

’ * 1 t ' s T o o  L a t e ”  is 
country-rolling, switching to 
c h u g g i n g  funky,  wi th a 
two-vocal shout and response, 
and then Skydog (“This guy’s a 
nut on that slide”-“Well, you 
gotta hear it!”) yowls in for a 
chorus. “ Layla” is a minor mode 
gospel—style shouter, all systems 
go, that just marches on through 
your brain, and then sweeps in 
for a very romantic finish, 
Hawaiian guitars, early morning 
sunrises, ful. orchestral-style 
chords and all (well, here’s one 
lyrical spot I certainly don’t 
mind, because over here on the 
left channel, you see, there’s 
Skydog...)

Third Side

But, ah ha, there’s the third 
side (didn’t 1 tell you it’s a 
two-record set? Maybe those 
lyrical spots are necessary 
breathers. If the whole four sides

heart’s falling” ) is “Have You 
Ever Loved A Woman”, medium 
slow, drawled, and oh-so-laid 
back, from the stoney cool to 
the incredible tension. It’s so 
heavy, it just floors you. The 
bass beat is a fifty pound sledge 
on your head. Eric plays B.B., 
T-Bone, the whole blues history, 
biting and shredding, tearing it 
up. Skydog does Elmore, 
Me mp h i s ,  Nashville, the 
Delta. Oh, th e re ’s More, 
there’s more (“ Help me up, 1 
can’t move!” ). Derek and the 
Dominoes have cleaned out the 
house. The baddest gang in the 
land. (“Gimme a transfusion, 
.’m gonna listen to it.again.” ).

Betty Friedan 
Will Speak

Mrs. Betty Friedan, author of 
“The Feminine Mystique” and 
one of the founders of the 
Women’s Liberation movement, 
will speak at 8:00 p.m. Tuesday, 
November 10, in Gaston Hall, 
thi rd floor of the Heaiy 
Bu i l d i n g ,  ma i n  campus, 
Georgetown University.

Mrs. Friedan, 49, is president 
of National Organization of 
Women (NOW), a feminist group 
founded in 1966.

were like this one solid side, it 
could kill you.) Nineteen-odd 
three-cut minutes of just about 
the maddest, baddest guitar 
jamming on record. “Tell the 
Truth” where Eric plays Duane 
and Duane plays the cool dirt, 
from the rock-bottom snake 
chords to the screaming, yowling 
top, all at incredible energy 
levels and triple-time. Those cats 
just rolled right on into the next 
county. “Why Does Love Got 
To Be So Sad” just rams on 
through at double-time, roaring 
and pumping at 120 m.p.h. And 
you thought Alvin Lee could 
play fast.

The topper (“grab me, my

'W elcom e S tu d e u lc
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Professor’s Corner
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Jonathan Sobeloff
By Lynn Ochberg

Professor Jonathan Sobeloff 
is a product of Harvard Law 
School’s Class of ’58 who 
devotes his energies to the world 
of money and the game of taxes. 
He believes tax law is one of the 
most difficult legal subjects to 
teach for two reasons. First, the 
tax laws change with great 
frequency, requiring constant 
updating of course material and 
close attention by the professor 
to new rulings. Second, tax law 
is governed by a code which, 
according to Sobeloff, is, 
“extremely highly articulated.” 
This fact requires an unusual 
degree of intellectual accuity 
from the professor in order for 
him to cope with the code and 
teach it intelligently.

Professor Sobeloff meets 
these two difficulties very 
effectively. He keeps abreast of 
the new-directions in tax law by 
researching and writing about 
them as a contributor to Tax 
Lawyer, Journal of Taxation, 
ABA Journal, Journal of Legal 
Education and recently, The 
Georgetown Law Journal.

He meets the intellectual 
demands of tax study with an 
u n p a r a 11 e 11 e d d e g r e e o f 
organization in his approach. 
This rs evidenced by the detailed 
course outlines and problems 
which he distributes to his 
students, his habit of tape 
recording his lectures in order to 
help those who miss a class, and 
even his office, which is a 
monument to the virtues of 
organization. During the course 
of a two hour interview with this 
reporter. Prof. Sobeloff had

Prof. Sobeloff

occasion to supplement his 
statements and opinions over ten 
times by quick and agile leaps to 
his bookshelves where he 
i n s t a n t l y  found relevant 
documentation at his knowing 
fingertips.

Since tax law is a highly 
i n t e l l e c t u a l  pursui t ,  not  
everyone finds the study of it 
particularly  easy or even 
possible. When asked how he 
tries to “ turn students on” to 
tax law. Prof. Sobeloff replied 
that he was no motivational 
expert, but that he thinks most 
people know they’ve got to learn 
the stuff, lie was referring to 
the fact that tax considerations 
are important in so many areas 
of the law, especially forms of 
business operation, estates, 

.trusts, gilts, divorces, sales and 
land transactions.

C o m m o n  to all these 
subjects, however, is a basic 
conc e r n  for money, and 
Professor Sobeloff says that he 
shares that concern. Reflecting

upon the trials of teaching tax, 
he wistfully quotes an article by 
Professor Walter Blum of the 
University of Chicago Law 
School which said, “What a 
valuable guy a tax professor is. 
He should be paid more than 
anybody else.” Sobeloff recently 
resolved to write in the future in 
ways that offer at least some 
financial return such as a 
projected return on Tax Aspects 
of Securities Transactions, and 
then immediately broke his own 
resolution and published the 
lead article in the October, 1970 
issue of The Journal  of 
Taxation. Alas, he is no richer in 
the pocketbook, but such a 
broken resolution might be 
viewed as testimony to a 
stronger commitment to the 
quest for knowledge than the 
one for money. Professor 
Sobeloff seems to be committed 
to both.

Other indications of the truly 
intellectual nature of his 
commitment can be found in tne 
amicus curiae brief filed in the 
Supreme Court last year for the 
American Civil Liberties Union 
on behalf of Timothy Leary; an 
article on the tax consequences 
of businesses going public (in the 
June, 1970 issue of Georgetown 
Law Journal); and his position as 
Executive Secretary of the 
A m e r i c a n - I s r a e l  l a x  
Foundation, formed to aid and 
exchange information with tax 
practitioners in Israel. He is also 
looking into the question of the 
tax exempt i on for public 
interest law firms and has 
enlisted some of his students for 
that purpose.

Obiter Dicta
Jail Tour Planned -

The Student Criminal Justice Association has made final 
arrangements for three two-hour tours on each of the days 
Monday, November 16, Tuesday, November 17, and 
Thursday, November 19. They will be conducted from 
approximately 9 to 11 a.m., with transportation tentatively 
leaving the Law Center at about 8:30 a.m. each morning. Each 
tour will be limited to a maximum of forty; thus students 
interested must sign up on the lists posted opposite the library. 
Participation necessarily will be limited to a first-come, 
first-serve basis; therefore students are requested to sign only if 
they definitely plan to make the tour. Arrangements for bus 
transportation from the Law Center and back is being 
considered. All students should watch the bulletin board 
opposite the Library for further details.

Second-Year Legal Writing Requirement
On October 23, 1970, the faculty amended the Legal 

Writing Program to provide that enrollment, participation and 
submission of an acceptable paper in a seminar by a 
second-year student during the academic year 1970-71 will 
satisfy Part 1 of the Legal Writing Requirement (for 
second-year students). Because of the large volume of students 
who have made application to the Legal Writing Program, we 
are experiencing difficulties in assigning students to the 
professors and topics of their choice. In order to more fully 
satisfy student preferences, 1 am attempting to delete 
applications made by second-year students doing seminar work 
this term. I will not delete any application if a second-year 
student currently enrolled in a seminar notifies me in writing 
by November 13, 1970, that he does not intend to satisfy Part 
I by his seminar work.

Professor Schoshinski

Free University
A few years ago, GULC offered a “Free University” 

program which was open to the general public and consisted of 
several two-hour courses for six weeks on various legal topics. 
Jeff Moss, SBA President, is attempting to re-institute the 
program for next semester. Anyone with suggestions 
concerning topics of interest or potential faculty for the Free 
University should submit them to Moss.
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education  plan is similarly 
unattractive from the viewpoint 
of maintaining freedom of 
thought. What business is it of a 
government to set up as dogma 
the idea that a husband and w'ife 
should only have two children? 
Presumably every couple with 
more than two children will be 
“deviant” or just “not quite 
civilized.” The analogy with 
so c ie ty ’s definition of the 
homosexual as “deviant” and 
therefore “sick” is suggested 
wi th all of the repression 
inherent in that definition.

S e n a t o r  P a c k w o o d ’s 
proposals clearly are not going 
to insure anyone’s freedom of 
thought and action. But if he 
isn ’t concerned with 19t h 
Cent ury ideas of individual 
freedom or with the proposition 
t h a t  a f e t u s  h a s rights 
independent of its mother, then 
what is the inspiration for the 
Senator’s plans? Clearly, it is the 
problem of ecological balance.

For this problem I suggest the 
following plan:

l ) All people over 65 will be 
put away.

Some very clear advantages 
will occur from this plan besides 
the all important need to control 
population growth.

1) No more drain on national 
resources to support marginally 
productive citizens.

2) Cheap implementation 
surely we can Hpd some sick 
nuts who will enjoy putting 
these people away. Too. we 
could contract some perfectly 
normal doctors to experiment 
on the over-65s to find out 
useful things, like how to 
transfer hearts effectively.

3) A clear input for the 
ecological situation in the 
entrance of new babies. While 
they will consume resources 
ini t ial ly,  t hey would soon 
become very productive.

4) This plan will be more 
humane. Even Senator Packwood 
would admit that life in a 
polluted environment is better 
than death. Accordingly, in the 
most pragmatic way, this plan 
will provide the experience ot 
life to more people. Admittedly, 
it terminates life for others, but 
after all. they will have had 65 
years of enjoyment. Why should 
their life be extended an extra 
five or 10 years at the expense 
of a fetus who has years of 
productivity ahead? Is there no 
sense of fairness evenhanded- 
ness?

Lest there be any doubt, let 
me say explicitly I am deadly 
serious. I am suggesting that if 
we are going to allow our 
concern with ecology to blot out 
our concern with a definition ot 
life and the protection of 
individual freedom, that we at 
least do it efficiently and fairly.

Sincerely, 
William DePaulo ’73

To the Editor:
It is generally agreed that 

accurate , authoritative, and 
interesting sports writing is an 
art, developed through years of 
hard work. Most important, a 
sport-writer must try to be 
somewhat impartial, so that his 
r e p o r t i n g  r e t a i n s  some 
semblance of accuracy and 
reliability.

Here at the Law Center, the 
readers of the Law Weekly are 
indeed unfortunate to read, 
every week, the report of the 
p r e v i o u s  S u n d a y ’s SBA 
Int ramural  Football League 
results. The writer of this 
intramural column is Gary L. 
Gearhart, offensive linesman for 
the Sgt. Pepper’s football team. 
Offensive is hardly the word -

JURIS X

The Politics of Legal Education
(Continued from page 5)

profoundly snobbish.” And. finally, let us stop conning 
students into believing that they have something to say 
about their legal education. Students (and young 
professors, l might add) resent members of the faculty 
who invite them to say what they want but refuse io take 
them or their ideas seriously. Unless we begin to 
understand that, our efforts to establish an authentic 
dialogue with students or among ourselves will never move 
beyond the pious incantation of academic bullshit.

For myself, the only way to grow is to take risks and 
experiment. Good schools, like happy marriages, are noi 
made in heaven or plotted at monthly meetings. Effective 
learning cannot be summoned or commanded. It is the 
felicitous but quite fortuitous result of encounters of 
teachers with students, of students with students, of 
teachers with teachers, on issues that teachers are really 
interested in and students give a damn about. “Within 
pretty wide limits of utter triviality,” Paul Goodman nas 
suggested wisely, “ there can be good education that is 
‘general' or ‘specialist,’ ‘liberal’ o r ‘usefui, L [‘emphirical 
or ‘theoretical?’!

If any real learning is to go on in our schools (and . 
take it that is what we are all concerned about), then our 
first responsibility must be to the human beings who l ie  
n our academic house, not to the Bar. or the profession, 

or the alumni. That means that much of our academic 
planning must involve not the shaping of something called 
the “curriculum” but the removal of blocks and resistances 
within the educational organism so that students are free 
to achieve their own levels of integration. As long as we 
continue to see legal education as the acquisition of 
marketable skills, it will never cease to he anything m re 
than a dreary task for a future payoff.

The Sources and Significance of Student Discontent

A number of assumptions about the “generation gap” 
nd the new student revolts are circulating a s  counterfeit 

currency in formal and informal exchanges among faculty 
and ought to be dispelled if we are to understand the 
significance of student unrest.One of them portrays dissent 
as “malajustment” or “acting out.' It is said t a; student 
activists are rebelling against parental vaiues and just want 
»o give poor old dad a good ki .k i.i the pants by flaunting 
the authority of the University. However, most reliable 
studies suggest that student activists are not rebelling 
against their parents. On the contrary, they “seem L be 
acting in conformity with their parents' | intellectual and 
humanitarian | values.” but are seeking to implement them 
ni “a purer: less compromising, and more energetic way.” 
Student activists today, then, may be acting out the 
collective dream of liberal parents who. a s  Jerome 
Skolnick has pointed out, have adopted a style of “ private 
ttack and public prudence, of private animosit\ and 

public acceptance” a life style that might well warrant 
the charge of hypocrisy. America's education, like its 
politics, has denied our most secret longings, and as Peter 
Marin nas suggested, they have come round to haunt us in 
the person of our students who “gather, with their 
simplistic moral certainty, at the gates of our universities.” 
A day of reckoning is at hand. It may be time to pay our

biased, inaccurate, insulting, are 
much more descriptive of this 
self-proclaimed Dick Young.

This past week, Mr. Gearhart 
wrote an article called “The 
Demise of Sgt. Pepper.” It is 
difficult to write about your 
own team without showing some 
innate bias, but this time Mr. 
Gearhart has really outdone 
himself. He begins the article 
with a lengthy, over- dramatized 
account of the game between his 
team, Sgt. Pepper’s, and E. 
Street Warehouse. Both teams 
are good on paper, but on this 
particular Sunday, neither team 
gave a n y t h i n g  remotely 
resembling a stellar performance. 
E Street's captain, Bob Bradley, 
readily admits this. However, 
even in the face of defeat, Mr. 
Gearhart likens his team’s defeat 
to the demise of the Boston 
Celtics and Green Bay Packers, 
using such words as “gutsy,” 
which, I might add, apply only 
to Mr. Gearhart, not to the rest 
of his team. He gives tribute to 
the “ thousands who have

thronged over the years to 
witness the Pepper’s superalitive 
(sic) feats all of the Roger 
Mar i s e s  a nd  wi t h  (sic) 
Chamberlain’s rolled into one.” 
Let’s face it, anybody can see 
how “ sic” this anology is. 
“ S uperla tive ,” even spelled 
c o r r e c t l y ,  is hardly the 
appropriate adjective to use to 
d e s c r i b e  Sgt .  P e p p e r ’s 
p e r f o r m a n c e  thi s'  year ,  
cons i der i ng that  in four  
scheduled games, they had two 
forfeits and one bye.

Mr. Gearhart goes on to 
describe an “excellent team in 
the shape of the Warehouse,” 
and his own quarterback as 
“ e v e r y o n e ’s al l  G. U. L.  
quarterback.” The epitome of 
Mr. Gearhart’s bias, his penchant 
for inaccuracy, and general poor 
writing, comes in this form: 
“With O’Rourke confusing the 
-easily confusable Warehouse 
defense, Pepper’s was able to 
move continuously downfield,

(Continued on page 8)

debts to out hearts.
The discontented students in our current law school 

classes are raising not only a direct challenge to the 
viability of our educational institutions, but a frontal 
assault upon certain venerable legal doctrines nourished by 
middle-class liberal values. For students who have 
experienced the Free Speech Movement at Berkeley, the 
march on the Pentagon, the Democratic National 
Convention in Chicago, the rebellion at Columbia and ti e 
confrontation over People’s Park in Berkeley -  to say 
nothing of the countless number of demonstrations, 
protests and draft resistance movements that have struck 
Jmost every campus in the country — the refusal of the 
law to accord the same degree of constitutional protection 
to symbolic conduct that it has conferred upon 
conventional speech is an insistence that lawful speech be 
lifeless speech. Thus, the recent decision of the Supreme 
Court in the draftcard cases and its timid opinions in the 
flag-burning and black armbands cases are not merely 
“unhappy” chapters in the chronicles of a liberal Court. 
They are powerful satires of the mystifying rhetoric of 
political repression. The time-honored liberal distinction 
between “speech” and “conduct.” as Walter Berns has 
pointed out, is a legalistic vehicle for convicting persons 
for speech that the government regards as dangerous. That 
old liberal standby of the “man. . . falsely shouting fire in 
a theatre and causing a panic” is rushed in even’ time there 
is a hint that the speake is about to move his body or 
yours. Of course. Holmes never said anything about 
-houting fire and mobilizing action when the house is 
burning down.

The new style of political expression in its emotional 
ntensity and improvisationai spirit, in its nonverbal and 

erotic expressiveness, and its sense of participation and 
community is closer to radical theatre than ii is to the 
town meeting that provided Fro lessor Meiklejohn wiih hi., 
model o f political freedom. It is, in Norman Mailer's 
provocative phrase, “revolution by theater and without a 
script,” and it is profoundly disorienting. For a culture 
that has been accustomed to speech that Paul Goodman 
has described as “ insensitive, prosy, affectless, 
m onotonous, stereotyped in content, inflexible in 
rhetorical attitude, mechanical in syntax” in short, a 
speech that has been cut o f  from ourselves the style of 
radical politics is indeed violent, in the way in which 
explosions into anger, joy, tears and orgasm arc violent. 
The energies of activist youth, the tidal movements of 
militant racial groups and die radical life styles of the 
Hippies, the Yippies. Ken Kesey's Merry Pranksters and 
other parapolitical groups are generating new dimensions 
of sensibility and political consciousness tiiat cannot, and 
will not, be pressed into legal molds t ,at were nude for 
another age. Underlying the sit-ins. the demonstrations, 
the draft-card burnings, guerilla theatre (e.g. burning 
money at Wall Street; removing the arms from tee clock in 
Grand Central Station: the Big Pie Prank at the opening of 
the San Francisco Film Festival), the underground 
newspapers, the music of protest, and rock festivals like 
Woodstock, are the seeds of radically new comm inities. 
public arenas (or “theatres of the street” ), and modes of 
communication that are developing in the midst of (and in 
burlesque of) the traditional political forums the tow i 
meetings, the “marketplace” of ideas, the convention, the 
committee system, the lecture hall. At the heart of this 
new movement is a reaction against what Susan Sontag in 
her essay Against Interpretation has described as “ die 
hypertrophy of the intellect at the expense of energy and 
sensual capability.”

On another level, viewing the “generation gap” s a 
manifestation of class conflict may move us toward a 
reassessment of our assumptions about those iaws t at 
have served the adult population so weli and so long in 
regulating “ the well-being o f its children.”

The administration of mass compulsory education itself 
presents profound issues about the viability of institutions 
that, after prisons and mental hospitals, house the most 
coercive, deforming and humiliating environments in our 
culture. Peter Marin, in one of the best articles that I know 
of on youth in our culture, has described how our 
fractured visions of adolescence, if not of life itself, h ive 
produced a legal and educational system that has 
attempted to freeze young people into a slate of 
“prolonged childhood . . . tnat resists change even as the 
culture itself and its needs shift radically.” The problem, 
Marin writes, is that our institutions “are geared to another 
century, another set of social necessities, and cannot 
change quickly enough to contain, receive, or direct |our 
youthj -and as we supress or refuse them they turn to rage.
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'Itt&tfutuc'uzl ^efxvit
by Gary Gearhart

Vicious play symbolized the 
hit-em- where-it-hurts” G.U.

intramural football league this 
past Sunday. As a result of the 
games, the two lop positions in 
each league are now more than 
ever in doubt. This Sunday’s 
play should tell the story, 
however.

Leading the “Black and 
Blue” League is powerful 1 
Street Warehouse, who after six 
weeks of won fare, is still 
undefeated and appears to be 
the “Kingpins” of this year’s 
crop. Following closely behind 
and fighting desperately for the 
all-important second spot are 
Sgt. Pepper’s and Lonnie and the 
Mel tones.

In the A League, meanwhile, 
it is not a question of who shall 
win the play-off berths, but 
rather in which order the top 
two teams will finally finish. 
Both Barrister’s III and the 
BYO’s have only once met 
defeat, and if both finish the 
r ema i nde r  of the season 
undefeated, t icy will have to 
stage their own play-off to 
determine the actual first and 
second place teams in their 
leagues.

Ihe ‘LOO spectacular Sunday 
witnessed somewhat ot an upset, 
as t it* BYO’s eked out a 14-13 
victory over Sgt. Pepper’s. 
Playing superbly, and led by the 
outstanding effort of Steve 
Robin, the “ boozers” were not 
t o be be a t en.  P ep p er’ . 
meanwhile, got a final effort 
from Mike “ ludge Hammer" 
Shcehy,  and Al “ Bulldog” 
Roach.

In the 10:00 game. I lie 
Subpoenas once again failed to

show, and thus continued their 
hallowed tradition.” Lonnie’s, 
meanwhile, by means of the 
forfeit victory, gained a tie with 
Pepper’s for second.

The 1 1:00 game took up 
where the 9:00 one left off, wit!; 
both teams exhibiting good, 
hand-nose football. Although 
Connibus Factor came out on 
the long end of a 6-0 score over 
the Bombers, I fell this game 
was extremely interesting, for it 
showed the basic “blood and 
guts” hatred teams feel towards 
each other, even though as was 
the case here they are not even 
division contenders.

St. Jude and his boys 
apparently took my advice and 
went  to church instead of 
playing football on Sunday 
mornings, as they failed to show 
up this past week for their 12:00 
encounter. Recipient of a forfeit 
victory here was Murder 1 cs.

At the one o’clock game, 
spectators saw a projected epic- 
battle develop into just that. 
Two undefeated teams, I . Street 
and Bill  clashed in this one. and 
when it was all over, the 
Warehouse alone could claim 
that stature. I he closeness of the 
game can be discerned from the 
s c o r e ,  14 - 13 ;  it was a 
.tard*fought. well-played game. 
In the end. it was just too much 
Conroy and Fisher for the 
BAR R1 ST IR' S PO IIANDLI'

Phis week's schedule i . as 
follows:
9:00 Sgt. Pepper’ . v Lonnie's 
10:00 Murder. Inc. v Midnight 
Ramblers
11:00 Barrister's III v Bombers 
I 2:00 Subpoenas v St. Jude & 
1:00 BYO's v I Street

Letters
but just when ready to strike, 
fate would intervene in some 
cruel manner (fate was often 
personified in the form of Rich 
Miller - the Emmett Ashford of 
intramural football officiation).” 
Come on, Gary, let’s call a spade 
a spade. Forget, for once, that 
you’re writing about your team, 
and remember that your job #is 
to r e p o r t  what  actual ly 
happened. Sgt. Pepper’s was just 
a shade this side of very poor 
l as t  S u n d a y .  The  only 
resemblance that Sgt. Pepper’s 
has to the Boston Celtics of old 
is to the characteristic odor 
coming f rom one of Red 
Auerback’s cigars.

Sgt. Pepper’s could not move 
continuously downfield simply 
because I Street was not so 
easily confusable. Quarterback 
O’Rourke was more adept at 
yelling at the referees than he 
was at scoring touchdowns. Mr. 
Gearhart might also be surprised 
to know that this was the first 
game this year to have 5 officials 
working the game: 3 referees, 1 
timekeeper, and I first down 
judge. As it turned out, 3 
referees were hardly necessary. 
There were suprisingly few 
penalties called - perhaps 6 or 7 
in toto. And it is ironic that this 
offensive linesman - turned 
writer was responsible for 2 of 
the most important ,  it is 
pat ent l y unfai r  and poor 
reporting to insinuate that Sgt. 
Pepper’s would have scored hut 
for the refereeing of Rich Miller, 
whose area of responsibility, by 
the way,  was the line of 
scrimmage, not downfield.

The most shocking thing 
about Mr. Gearhart's column 
was the f l i ppant  way he 
described the play in which Mike 
Conroy, I Street’s excellent 
reeeivee, was knocked out in a
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collision with Pepper’s Fred 
Griffie. Mike was unconscious 
for what seemed a long time, 
and went into convulsions as he 
began to regain consciousness. 
Nobody, at the time, knew how 
badly he was hurt. The whole 
incident was tragic and should 
not, under any circumstances, 
have been written up by Mr. 
Gearhart as a play involving “a 
fantastic defensive maneuver,” a 
collision “ which rated high on 
the Richter scale, Ciriffie and 
Conroy met head-on at roughly 
a speed of fifteen miles per 
hour.” Mr. Gearhart's humor is 
hardly appropriate, which has 
been generally true since he 
began to cover the intramurals. 
His columns have become a 
vehicle to expound on the 
yet-to-bc proved worth of Sgt. 
Pepper’s, while, at the same 
time, ridiculing every other team 
in the league. In his article, for 
example, he referred to Murder 
Inc. as hardly capable of 
defeating a Woman’s Lib. A 
Team. Yet, as indicative of his 
inconsistency and poor writing, 
he had previously referred to 
this same team in his article of

(Continued from page 7)

Oct. 6 as "surprisingly tough,” a 
team that “could easily prove 
themselves to be the real 
"dar k house in this league.” 
Good work, Gary. We read your 
column, even if you don’t.

I believe that Mr. Gearhart’s 
whole approach to the business 
of reporting the weekend’s 
football  games should be 
heartily condemned. I am not 
alone in this. Several team 
captains have indicated to me, in 
words not acceptable for 
publication, that Mr. Gearhart is 
a fool. His job is to report 
football, and yet he makes no 
attempt to hide his bias, while 
using the column to expound 
the fictional virtues of Sgt. 
Pepper’s, his own team. Mr. 
Gearhart should turn his football 
reporting over to someone who 
can do the job. The Law Weekly 
could use his wit in a humor 
column, where I'm afraid, his 
talents would be put to better 
use under  the masthead, 
“OBITUARIES.”

Sincerely, 
Richard W. Miller 

Commissioner, 
SBA Intramural Football League.
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