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Get Bad Vibrations BALSA Seeks New
Black AdministratorBULLETIN

S B A P r esiden t J e ff M oss 
informed the Law Weekly that 
the SB A was attempting to halt 
th e  noise th a t has been 
threatening to deafen all of us 
for the past week. The SB A, 
a fte r consulting with Deans 
Oldham  and Scotland, has 
in ia ted  administrative action 
through the law firm of Williams 
and Connelly and the Bureau of 
Licenses and Inspections to 
bring the pile driver to its knees. 
Reliable sources indicate that 
the noise may continue for as 
long as two weeks, which will 
obviously exacerbate an already 
te n s e  s i t u a t i o n .  If the 
administrative action fails, the 
SBA is prepared to abtain a TRO 
in order to end the noise.

Conference on Minorities 
Slated for February

SBA Elections Catholic Standard Blasts 
To Be Held
Next Month

S.B.A. elections will take 
place in February of this year 
pursuant to a constitutional 
amendment which was passed at 
the January 18th meeting of the 
House of  Del egat es .  T h e  
elections, which have formerly 
taken place in May of each 
school year, have been updated 
m order to provide for more 
continuity in the transition from 
one “administration” to the 
next.

Under the new plan, the 
outgoing S.B.A. President will 
serve as “Governor-at-large” of 
the House of Delegates from the 
date of the installation of the 
new President until May first of 
that year, at which time a new 
Governor-at-large will be elected 
from the House of Delegates to 
serve for a term corresponding 
with the other officers of the 
House. The S.B.A. Flection 
Commission will set up the 
de ta ils  of the forthcoming 
elections regarding the dates 
they are to be held and the 
requirements for filing.

In addition to passing on the 
election changes, the House of 
Delegates voted, at the same 
meeting, to allocate S350 for 
Spoof Night, which is also to be 
held in February.

BALSA Requests Funds
BALSA presented a request 

for a S500 S.B.A. appropriation 
to be used in relation to the 
“ Minority Students and the 
Law” Conference which will 
take place in late February. This 
Conference is aimed at attracting 
minority students to law schools 
all along the Fast Coast. BALSA 
has also requested matching 
funds of SI000 from the Law 
S tu d e n t  Division of the 
A m erican Bar A ssociation 
(ABA-LSD) and is now awaiting 
a reply from that body. A vote 
on the funds for this project will 
be held at the February first 
meeting of the S.B.A. House of 
Delegates.

Res IPSA Loquitur
The last issue of Res Ipsa Loquitur (Vol. 23, No. 1, Fall, 1970) 

on “ Abortion and The Law” was attacked in an editorial of the 
January 7, 1971 issue of the Catholic Standard. The editorial 
expresses the view that the articles presented in Res Ipsa are “a 
rehash of views of rather questionable value” .

The editorial goes on to say that “Singularly lacking in all but one 
of the articles is the recognition of the unborn’s right to life. Nor has 
there been any public expression of adherence by the l aw Centei to 
these principles laid down by the bishops of the country and 
Cardinal O'Boyle, the Bishop of the Archdiocese. All of this raises 
the question as to what is the 
f u n c t i o n  o f  a Cat hoIic 
institution of higher learning. Or 
perhaps more to the point, can 
an institution of higher learning 
-which o b v io u s l y  nei ther  
subscribes to  fundam ental 
Catholic teaching nor supports it 
be considered  a ‘Catholic’ 
institution of higher learning?
We cannot overlook the fact that 
undoubtedly there are more 
priests with legal training today 
than at any other time in our 
history as a nation. Many were 
tra in ed  at Georgetown and 
several have received high 
recognition in legal and political 
circles in this country. Yet they 
too have failed to demonstrate a 
c lea rly  a r tic u la te d  public

by Robert R. Redmond
BALSA held its first meeting 

of the new year to discuss new 
P r o g r am s fo r  mi no r i t y 
recruitment. One such program, 
as depicted by Johnnie Barns, is 
a Pre-Law Conference to be held 
at the Law Center on February 
27, 1971.

T his conference is being held 
for the benefit of minority 
students. It is designed to give 
i n I o r n i a t i o n  t o B la c k  
undergraduates about the nature 
o f law  scho o l includ ing  
preparation, financial aid, and to 
show them that many law 
schools are genuinely interested 
in rec ru itin g  Blacks. This 
conference will take the same 
basic structure as the one held at 
Catholic University just a year 
ago. The conference organizers 
call for participation from the 
law schools that are interested in 
recruiting minority students.
1 he plans for the conference call 
fot speeches to be made by two 
notable Black lawyers or judges.Good Response To 

First-Year Exams

(Continued on page 3)

I he general consensus ol 
opinion seems to be that the 
first-year practice exams were a 
success. According to random 
interviews conducted by the 
Law Weekly, first-year students 
seemed to feel that the exams 
were a great help toward helping 
define what they should expect 
out of law school exams as well 
as what type and level of 
performance is expected of them 
in the examination situation.

Mr. Schotland provided the 
following figures:

SECTION 1
Property
Torts
Procedural
Contract

SECTION 2
Proprrtv
Torts

No.
Enrol.

146
146
146
146

148
148

No.
ixams
Sub.

41
32
14
17

10
9

(Continued on page 3)

A Proposal: Dean’s Scholars
The second o f  a three-part 

series examining the factors 
which affect GULC students in 
the job market. Next week: 
effectiveness o f  the Placement 
Office.

by John Fadden
“  ‘When I use a word,’ 

Hunipty Dumpty said, in rather 
a scornful tone, ‘it means just 
w h a t  I c h o o s e  i t  to  
mean-neither more nor less.’ 
‘The question is,’ said Alice, 
‘whether you can make words 
m ean  so many d iffe ren t 
th in g s .’ ’’ (Lew is C arro ll, 
Through the Looking Glass, 
C h apter IV) Many of the 
interviewers who visit GULC 

(Continued on page 7) Placement Panic

E q u a l ly  im p o rta n t, each 
represented law school will 
discuss with interested students 
what their law schools have to 
offer. All of this is to be 
followed by a banquet to be 
held at a local restaurant. 
BALSA feels this conference is a 
must if Blacks are to become 
aware of the pressing national 
need for lawyers from ethic 
minorit ies.

In conjunction with the 
Pre-Law Conference, the BALSA 
o rgan iza tion  is preparing a 
booklet purported to show life 
at GULC for Black students. It 
tells the reader of how Black 
students function at the Law 
Center as well as such valuable 
items as tutorial and community 
programs. The hope is that 
prospective minority students 
will sec life as it is at the Center, 
thus encouraging them to apply.

Black Administrator Sought
The second major concern of 

BALSA is to determine how to 
gel a Black administrator. Ihe 
administration has promised to 
create the position of Assistant 
to Ihe Director of Admissions 
and that the post would be filled 
by a Black. BA l SA officials feel 
that Ihe main problem will be 
finding a qualified Black willing 
to come to GULC. To date this 
seems to be a formidable task. 
At a conference recently held 
lor prospective teachers of law, 
the Law Center recruitment 
officers interviewed only one 
prospective Black. This prospect 
proved to be unacceptable for 
the position. First, it was felt he 
may not be in tune with Black 
asp ira tio n s  at the Center. 
Secondly, this candidate was 
from  Nigeria and it was 
suggested that there would be 
problem s in communication. 
Therefore, the post of a Black, 
administrator is still vacant. The 
problem of filling this vacancy, 
as stated by BALSA’s President 
Jerry Patterson, lies in the fact 
that any likely Black candidate 
will probably be over-qualified 
for the job: therefore, he will 
not be willing to accept a salary 
that ranges from S ’ '’ 000 to 
SI 6 ,000. Equally i,.q >rtant. 
most candidates for the job see 
no future in the position.

Now BALSA is toying with 
the idea of suggesting that the 
GULC administration employ a 
Black senior student as an 
Assistant to the Director of 
Admissions. His basic duties 
would be to assist in the 
administrative process but, more 
important, to hold all Black 
applications for an in depth 
evaluation.



IdEstYawn
The other day I was sitting in my Constitutional Law 

Class when the professor began soliciting members of the 
class for the avowed purpose of reciting on a particular 
case. Now, granted that some members of the class hadn’t 
been able to obtain books, others, including myself, were 
totally (and unashamedly) unprepared. All of which 
illustrates the problem of (horrors!) apathy at the law 
school.

If one may be allowed to generalize, under the grading 
system that most law schools now have, it’s no longer A.B. 
and C...but Law Journal, International Law Journal, and 
no journal. That’s what gets you the second-summer job 
which gets you your permanent job which determines 
ultimately whether you shall go to heaven. So when the 
second year rolls around you have either made it or you 
haven’t. So how does one go about keeping the yawning 
down to a dull roar? (The value of the yawn is a 
philosophic concept worthy of separate discussion.)

There are remnants of the old school around which tend 
to show that even if people shake in their boots, they still 
don't know a maker from a drawer, much less care. The 
trend, however, seems to be to treat the student as if he 
were a highly-motivated individual who knows what he 
wants and is not in the least beset by fatigue, ennui, 
horniness, or whatever.

But when this super student-fails to perform as per 
standard, there is a great hue and cry o f ‘apathy’ with part 
of the blame falling on of all people, the Administration, 
who supposedly is sheparding only the highest of 
motivateds. I think this attitude on apathy generally does a 
great dis- service to the complexity of human nature.

In the first place, too many people measure apathy or 
the lack of it. by how many hours one is forced to spend 
at the law school. The “ACTIVIST" spends from 3 to 5 
sitting on his butt, phoning his main squeeze, or talking 
about the latest intramural “spectacular." One 
“APATHI.T1C’’ I know (he wears thelabcl proudly) helped 
form a corporation, made necessary improvements on the 
physical plant, obtained all the necessary licenses from the 
city, and helped run the establishment which, by the way, 
has given more than one person a job who might not 
otherwise have one. All this activity had no visible 
connection to the law school other than the fact that he 
had obtained a necessary expertise there.

Part of the answer to the yawning “problem" is to 
realize that any individual is driven by both external and 
interanl forces. In law school, where much of the external 
drive is removed after the first year, the individual must 
put greater reliance on his psychological resources. In some 
cases this reliance stimulates activity (which is not 
necessarily tunneled through the law school): in other 
cases, unfortunately, what activity there was shrivels up 
and dies.

Of course generalizations abound in this piece. They 
must because each individual is preciously different. I only 
seek to stimulate a more careful analysis of the normative 
and empirical concept of a second-year law student.

Library Help Needed
St. Joseph's Parish at Second and C Streets, N.E., on Capitol Hill is 
in an area where school drop-outs and welfare clients exceed figures 
for the Cardozo area. A good library has been collected in some 
remodeled buildings in the rear of the Rectory which has both 
reference materials and good reading matter for grammar and high 
school children. At present partially cataloged, the library is unused 
either for borrowing or for study because we have inaadequate 
numbers of volunteers to work in the building during school 
afternoons when children might be encouraged to come and work 
and get help from interested adults who would be willing to 
interrupt their studies to answer questions, suggest some reading or 
tutor those who have difficulty with reading. The thought was that, 
if we could find some interested volunteers who would study there 
perhaps 2 or 3 hours a week and be willing to work with children, 
we would then try to interest the children in coming. Anyone 
interested in studying three blocks from the Library of Congress for 
some time during the afternoon, may give his name and phone 
number either to:

1. St. Joseph 's Rectory, Lincoln 7-1223.
2. Calling Professor Steinbinder at 543-0328 (home) or leaving a 

message for her at the switchboard or in the Registrat's Office.
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That's great  -  the jobs we can't get start at $1.5,000!
HalftimeOrder in the Court

by Willie Schatz
The wonderful world of sport 

lias been less than magnanimous 
in its outpouring of major stories 
lately. Apparently the powers 
that be neglected to realize that 
one of their most cherished 
key-pounders was returning after 
a rather long, enforced absence 
from the paths lie trod so 
brilliantly a year ago. If this 
week is any indication of things 
to come, however, he may have 
to struggle a great deal more 
than last year in order to remain 
on that plateau of excellence 
that readers everywhere have 
come to expect from him. The 
Super Bowl (or Fumble Bowl, if 
you will) is a thing of the past, 
and The Fight is too far in the 
future for the crystal ball right 
now. Therefore, with no story 
falling into my lap, I may be 
forced to do a little digging for 
some material. Hopefully this 
task will not have to be repeated 
too frequently. Despite the fact 
that it isn ’t much of a 
homecoming, far be it from me 
to leave millions disappointed 
after frantically awaiting my 
return.

The world of pro basketball, 
specifically the NBA. is enjoying 
its most sp ec tacu la r  year 
(despite the high-school play of 
the world champion Knicks). 
Until two weeks ago. not even a 
wave had appeared to threaten 
the peaceful existence of the 
established league. There had 
been some static about the 
m e r g e r ,  o r n o n  m e rg e r  
(depending on the hour of the 
day) with the ABA, but that 
seemed settled after a vote of 
the owners decided to call off 
merger talks indefinitely. Then, 
with no warning whatsoever, a 
veritable tempest felled the 
owners’ ivory tower. Spencer 
Haywood, the ABA Rookie of 
the Year and its MVP. signed a 
six-year contract with the NBA 
Seattle Supersonics, even though 
he was still under contract to the 
Denver Rockets of the ABA. 
This was only one of numerous 
jumpings between leagues, but 
this one had ramifications that 
co u ld  reshape th e  en tire  
foundation of the game.

Haywood, as many of you 
may or may not remember, was 
the sleeper of the 1968 Olympic 
basketball team. A freshman at

the University of Detroit, he led 
a nameless, faceless U S. team to 
the gold medal. He went back to 
D e t r o i t ,  b u t ,  a f te r  his 
sophomore year, he signed with 
the ABA Denver Rockets. This 
v io la ted  perhaps the most 
fundamental rule of professional 
basketball no team can sign a 
player until his college class 
graduates. The NBA has always 
strictly adhered to this rule, but 
the ABA makes exceptions for 
“ hardship” cases. This term has 
never been defin ed , and, 
apparently content with it, the 
R ockets th is year signed 
Michigan S ta te  sophomore 
Ralph Sim pson as another 
hardship case. The Haywood 
signing had the NBA up in arms, 
but, obviously wishing to remain 
on good terms with the colleges, 
they did nothing (except break 
off merger talks).

CONTRACTS, ANYONE?

H ayw ood 's fabulous year 
induced Denver to write a new

c o n t r a c t .  T h is one was 
reportedly worth $1.9 million 
over six years. However, certain 
clauses made the contract far 
less attractive than it appeared, 
and Haywood, not wishing to be 
trapped into a possible long-term 
stay  with Denver, retained 
counsel. A series of meetings 
failed to resolve the dispute, and 
Denver subsequently instituted a 
$ 1 m il l io n  s u i t  against 
Haywood’s lawyers for inducing 
breach of contract. A Federal 
D is t r ic t  Judge preven ted  
H a y w o o d ’s law yer from  
negotiating in his behalf, but he 
also turned the contract over to 
experts to see if Haywood's 
fraud claim was valid.

The NBA now entered the 
scene. Several teams were 
interested in signing Spencer, 
but they held back because of 
the eligibility rule. Seattle owner 
Sam Schulman, something of a 
maverick in the tightly knit 
circle of NBA owners, signed 
Hayw ood even though the

(Continued on page 8)
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Election Law And
In a departure from all established tradition, the Law 

Weekly proudly presents its first student Juris. Barry 
Mayefsky, a second year student and former Law Weekly 
staffer, ran for the New York State Assembly last fall on 
the Coalition Party ticket from Sullivan, Schoharie, and 
Delaware counties. This is a description o f that campaign 
and his suggestions for reforming the New York State 
election law.

Last spring I decided to investigate the qualifications 
for members of the New York State Legislature and to 
determine if I met those qualifications. I then went with 
one of my aides to the local county election board to 
inquire concerning the age and residency requirements for 
the State Assembly office. I believe the two people in 
charge of the office were out. but there were four or five 
people working in the election board office. The 
information gathered consisted of a lack of knowledge of 
the residency requirements, but all were certain the age 
requirement specified the person running must be between 
twenty-five and thirty years of age and, of course, 
twenty-three was too young. (I am twenty-three years of 
age.) Concerning that erroneous information, we spent the 
next few days in the election board office, the entire office 
staff thoroughly went through the present election law 
handbook which was last year’s edition (1969) instead of 
the 1970 edition and could find no mention of 
qualifications for holding any office within the state. 
Writing to Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller and Mr. John 
P. Lorrenzo, the Secretary of State of the State of New 
York, concerning the necessary information, I received a 
complimentary copy of the 1969 Election Law book (a 
415 page necessity for the 1970 elections, but not 
containing the necessary information); enclosed in a 
separate envelope was a complimentary copy of the New 
York State Constitution, two pages outlining the election 
districts, and other material all having an abundance of 
Governor Rockefeller's and Secretary of State John P. 
Lorrenzo’s signatures strategically placed. Article III, 
section 7, of the constitution outlines the qualifications 
necessary for a member of the legislature as follows:

Section 7
“No person shall serve as a member of the legislature 
unless he or she is a citizen of the United States and 
has been a resident of the state of New York for five 
years, and, except as hereinafter otherwise prescribed, 
of the assembly or senate district for the twelve 
months immediately preceding his or her election....”
Therefore, the only age requirement was citizenship of 

the United States. Determining the definition of 
citizenship was the next problem encountered which I 
found in Amendment XIV of the United States 
Constitution, which states:

“All persons bom or naturalized in the United States, 
and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of 
the United States and the state wherein they reside.”
Article II, section l, of the New York State 

Constitution clearly disassociates citizenship from age by 
stating:

Section 1
“Every citizen shall be entitled to vote at every 
election for all officers elected by the people and 
upon all questions submitted to the vote of the 
people provided that such citizen is twenty-one years 
of age or over and shall have been a resident of this 
state, and of the county, city, or village for three 
months next preceding an election.”

Therefore, according to my interpretation of the law, 
anyone born in the United Stafes who has resided in New 
York State for the five years required and the legislature 
district for twelve months preceding the election would be 
eligible to run for the office. This would make a five year 
old eligible to run and be seated as a legislator of the State
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Juris II

The Independent
of New York if victorious! Upon finding out in July that 
New York State had an Election Law Division of the 
Secretary of State’s office 1 telephoned the director of that 
division to find out the correct interpretation of the law 
concerning the qualifications for the legislature. He seemed 
as confused and unsure as 1, and informed me that the 
wording was vague and that my interpretation was as good 
as any. Consequently, a young candidate under twenty-one 
could have expended a great amount of time and money 
getting signatures on petitions so as to be placed on the 
November ballot (if he is under twenty-one, he could not 
vote and. thus, could not take around the petitions himself 
as explained later on) only to find out that sometime in 
September a judge could rule him ineligible due to another 
interpretation of the vague qualifications law “Catch 22”.

As an independent. I had to choose a name and emblem 
for my party in order to conform my candidacy with the 
laws of the State. Article II. section 20, of the election law 
effectively eliminates all the best and most recognizable 
names and emblems as it states:

Section 20
“The state committee of a party shall select a name 
and emblem to distinguish the candidates of the party 
for public office in all districts of the state, and shall 
file in the office of the Secretary of State a 
certificate, executed by the chairman and secretary of 
such committee, setting forth the name and showing 
the emblem so selected. If the name of any party 
shall contain more than fifteen letters, the state 
committee shall similarly select and certify an 
abbreviated form thereof, containing not more than 
fifteen letters, to be used upon the ballot whenever 
the necessities of space so require.

The name of a party shall be in the English 
language and shall not include the words ‘American,’ 
‘United States.’ ‘National,’ ‘New York State,’ ‘Empire 
State,' or an abbreviation thereof, nor the name or 
part of the name, or an abbreviation of the name, of 
an existing party, except that the provisions hereof 
shall not apply to pr affect any party now using such 
words in its name. The emblem chosen may be a star, 
an animal, an anchor, or any other proper symbol, 
but neither the coat of arms or seal of any state of 
the United States, nor the coat of arms or seal of the 
United States, nor the state or national Hag, nor the 
national Hag of any foreign country or the flag of any 
state, territory, colony, dominion, possession or 
dependency thereof, nor any religious emblem, 
insignia or symbol, nor the portrait of any person, 
nor the representation of a coin or of the currency of 
the United States, nor any emblem, insignia or 
symbol substantially similar to or resembling in whole 
or in part the emblem, insignia or symbol of the 
national flag of any foreign country or the Hag of any 
state, territory, colony, dominion, similar to that of 
any other existing party or independent body shall be 
chosen as such emblem. Emblems heretofore chosen 
pursuant to law shall continue until changed as 
provided in this section.”

The problem I found with the law was that, as an 
independent, achieving recognition and legitimacy for my 
candidacy I had to be assured to have a good chance of 
victory, but with a novel and unfamiliar party name and 
emblem people felt as though they were throwing away 
their vote to vote for an independent no matter what they 
felt or thought of your programs or your opponents. 1 
found the same cyclical thinking even among people who 
supported candidates in the two recognized third parties in 
New York. The people that 1 talked to who supported 
James Buckley, the Conservative party candidate, also 
found the same type of hopelessness among a great 
number of voters whom they were attempting to persuade 
that Buckley would win with their votes. Therefore, if the 
problem exists in the recognized third party candidates, 
how can an independent running on a new line with a new 
party name and emblem hope to obtain enough votes and

(Continued from page 4)
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Exam Response
(Continued from page 1)

Procedural 148 12
Contract 148 27

SECTION 3
Property 1 11 27
Torts 1 1 1 18
Procedural 1 11 24
Contract 1 11 34

SECTION 4
Property 92 19
Torts 92 3
Procedural 92 34
Contract 92 25

EVENING 133 20
The main criticism of the 

p rac tice  exam s seemed to 
revolve around the time that the 
tests were administered. Some 
students seemed to feel that 
they would have been more 
psycho log ically  attuned to 
taking the examinations prior to 
the Christmas vacation at a time 
when the rest of the student 
b o d y  w ere  tak in g  th e ir  
examinations.

Perhaps most importantly, 
the s tu d en ts  felt that the 
subsequent “ re-hash” sessions 
were invaluab le . S tudents 
expressed the opinion that they 
were as amazed to find, through 
these later sessions, how much 
they didn’t know as well as how 
much they did know, and that 
these sessions proved to shock 
them somewhat out of their 
“ euphoria” and vague ideas 
about what they were expected 
to learn. One first-year student 
in Professor Page's Torts class 
was especially impressed and 
a p p i  e v i a t i v e o I t It e 
pre-examination class held there 
in which Professor Page brought 
in some second-year students to 
go over last year’s exam with the 
calss. Issues were brought forth 
which llte students had never 
contemplated, and they were 
afforded a broader insight into 
what goes into the making of a 
“good” examination answer.
Standard Blasts 
Res IPSA

(Continued from page I)

adherence to the fundamental 
teaching of the Church on 
abortion once taught as an 
abomination at the Georgetown 
Law School. Georgetown Law 
C e n t e r ’s p u b l i c a t i o n  is 
appropriately entitled “ Res Ipsa 
Loquitur” . It tells us how they 
view abortion, albeit from a legal 
viewpoint. But Catholics who 
subscribe to the traditional 
teachings of the Church will find 
little which is representative of 
the Church’s teaching in the 
o ffic ia l publication of the 
G eorgetow n University Law 
Center.”

M a r tin  E . M cK ern an , 
Managing Editor of Res Ipsa 
Loquitur, expressed his opinion 
that the foregoing editorial was 
“ extremely disappointing and 
patently unfair” and pointed out 
that the articles in the magazine 
were assembled with the purpose 
of discussing abortion, vis a vis 
the law, from both sides. In a 
letter to the Editor of the 
Standard , which has been 
printed in their most recent 
issue, he replied to the editorial 
by saying that: “The 'most

(Continued on page 4)



Residence and Election
Date Name of signer, P.O. Box if not same district

1
2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10 
11 
12

STATEMENT OF WITNESS
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Standard Blasts 

Res Ipsa Loquitur
(Continued from page 3)

elemental legal and journalistic 
criteria would have proscribed 
any other approach. It was also 
realized, however, that if the because the middle class had just a issues discussed were to be given
any serious consideration by our 
thirteen thousand readers, a 
complete examination of both 
sides of the abortion question 
had to be undertaken lest the 
entire publication be dismissed 
as p ropaganda. 1 fe lt in 
assem bling this and I still 
feel-that if anyone read the 
entire issue objectively he could 
n o t h e lp  but reach the 
conclusion that for the law to 
sanction any form of abortion 
on demand would make it into 
something of a schizophrenic.

“ The Editorial’s statement 
that the articles contained in the 
issue were mostly ‘a rehash of 
views of rather questionable 

a pa ten t
ignorance of the fact that, to 
most people who have not 
s e r io u s ly  con sid ered  the 
question, what to us would be a 
‘rehash’ is fresh information. 
F u rth e rm o re , the brilliant 
discussion of Professor Oaks as 
regards abortion and the Due 
Process C lause, could not 
realistically be labelled as ‘of 
questionable value.’

“ What is most telling in the 
Editorial is the first sentence of 
the second paragraph, which 
notes the ‘(S)ingularly lacking in 
all but one of the articles is the 
recognition of the unborn's right 
to life.' Such an observation 
d em o n stra te s  that whoever 
wrote the Editorial hadn't even 
read the magazine.

“ The Editorial’s suggestion 
t h a t  t he  p u b l i c a t i o n s  of  
institutions maintained under 
Catholic auspices simply restate 
the teachings of the Church’s 
magestcrium is an unworkable 
one. In an increasingly secular 
age. to merely present the 
theological arguments of the 
official Church would be a 
disservice in any attempt to 
convince all men of the validity 
of the Church’s position.

“ In the area of the law’s 
relationship to abortion the best 
argument on behalf of the 
u n b o r n  c h i l d ’ s m o s t  
fundamental right is a simple 
presentation of the truth. The 
E d i t o r i a l  is e x t r e m e ly  
disappointing in its inability to 
recognize th is fundamental 
fact.”

I ro n ic a l ly  enough , the 
Standard has followed up its 
blast with a request to reprint 
the Res Ipsa article on “The Law
As A Schizophrenic.”
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confidence to overcome this self-fulfilling prophecy?
Article 6, section 138, outlines the form of the petition 

which must be signed by one thousand and five hundred 
qualified voters of the election district for which the 
nomination is made. The qualified voters who can sign the 
independent nominating petitions must be registered in th*e 
last preceding general election. The people who carry the 
petitions around and witness the signatures must also be 
duly qualified voters in the state of New York although 
their residence and party affiliation does not affect their 
witnessing independent petitions. Therefore, a person who, 
because of age or for whatever reason, was not registered 
in the last preceding general election could run for office 
as an independent, but could not sign his own nominating 
petition. Furthermore, if that candidate was not registered 
to vote because of age or any other reason, he could not 
personally take around and have his nominating petition 
signed because he lacked the qualifications to act as a 
witness to the signature.

The form of the petition itself worked against the 
independent candidate because included in the wording 
found in the election law handbook is the phrase that the 
signer intends to support that independent party’s 
candidate in the ensuing election. (A sample petition can 
be fo u  nd b e lo w .)  In my campiagn to get the
nomination as an independent I discovered a great number 
of people who were in one party or another would not sign

candidate on the November ballot was their right as 
American voters they were even more suspicious and 
adamantly refused to sign anything whether they read it or 
not. I also discovered that it was basically the middle class 
voters who were most reluctant to sign or speak out. I 
assumed this,
comfortable life and were afraid of losing it through a 
wrong move, whereas the poor and the rich could be 
persuaded to sign without fear of losing anything.

Another problem with the petition form is the 
requirement of a vacancy committee due to the fact that 
most people are in one party or another and naming them 
to a committee in another party does not seem proper to 
many people. The purpose of the vacancy committee is to 
fill any vacancies that may occur but, in most independent 
candidacies, it is a one-man party and if he is eliminated 
the party becomes nonexistent. Thus, the vacancy 
committee is in general an annoyance rather than a 
convenience because it forces one to find people to allow 
their names to be used yet, in effect, have no position or 
say in the party or the candidate.

Another major problem with the election law is that the 
time for obtaining the requireef signatures is very shgrt and 
much too*close to election time, thereby discriminating 
against an independent candidate. The necessary signatures 
on the nominating petition must be achieved between July 
10 and August 21. An independent has no nartv lists

I the undersigned, do hereby state that I am a duly qualified voter of the political unit for which a nomination for public office is hereby made, that I 
was registered to vote within such political unit at the time of the last preceding general election, that my present place of residence and my place of 
residence at the time of the last preceding general election are truly stated opposite my signature hereto, that I intend to support at the ensuing election, 
and I do hereby nominate the following named person as a candidate for nomination for public office to be voted for at the election to be held on the 
third day of November, 1970, and that I select the name Coalition Party as the name of the independent body making the nomination and a bridge, 

, as the' emblem of such body.

Name of 
candidate

Public office Place of 
residence 
and post 
office address

Place of business

v a l u e ’ displays

Barry Mavefsky Assemblyman 5 Burton Avenue 
Monticello, New York 
P.O. Box 7

Concord Hotel 
Kiamesha Lake, New Y.

I do hereby appoint. 

Name
Barbara Gregory 
Howard Hochman 
Bruce Perlmutter

Vacancy Committee
Address

124 Broadway, Monticello, N.Y. 
85 Park Ave., Monticello, N.Y. 

Starr Ave., Monticello, N.Y.

all of whom are enrolled voters of the said party, as a committee to fill vacancies in accordance with the provisions of the Election Law. IN WITNESS 
WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand, the day and year placed opposite my signature.

Town or 
city

I, . , state: I am a duly qualified voter of the state of New York, and now reside in the city, town, or village of
_____________________________________ in the county o f ---------------------------------- , in such state a t ----------------------------------------------------------------------- (fill in
street and house number and postoffice) therein. I was last registered for the general election in the year_________ from ______________ (fill in street and
house number and postoffice) in th e ___________________________________ (fill in city, town, or village) in the county of _____________________________
in such state. The said residence was then in the--------------------- (fill in number) election district of the ____________________________________ (fill in
Assembly district, if in New York city, ward in any other city, or town, if outside city). I know each of the voters whose names are subscribe to this peti
tion sheet containing (fill in number)_______________ signatures and each of them subscribed the same in my presence and upon so subscribing declared
to me that the foregoing statement, made and subscribed by him, was true.

Date

the petition even though they wanted to see more 
candidates have the opportunity to be heard, but they 
could not in all honesty say at that time they would 
support me in the coming election. Even more people were 
afraid to sign anything for fear someone, some place, 
would see their name and hold it against them in some 
way. When I explained that signing a petition to place a

Signature of witness

which can assure him the needed number rapidly so he 
must go from home to home to obtain them. Realistically, 
an independent has a limited budget and a limited staff. 
Therefore, he cannot call on his party's resources for help. 
Thus, in my campaign, I and several friends went around in 
our free time in an effort to obtain the needed signatures. 

(Continued on page 5)

TIRED OF S.O.S.?
iT

FREE SUNDAY BRUNCH 
STRIKE YOUR FANCY?

HOW ABOUT THE CITY’S 
CUTEST WAITRESSES?
THEN, MY FRIEND,

TAMMANY HALL
(2109 PENN. AVE.)

IS FOR YOU
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We were able to accomplish it due to the assistance of local 
friends who knew the area and the people and were able to 
persuade people they knew to sign.

Another problem with the timing was that it did not 
allow enough time for an independent to become known 
and thereby become a viable candidate with an equal 
chance of election. The late start is one problem, but its 
ramifications bring on an even greater problem-that of 
finances. A candidate who is not yet a candidate until his 
petitions are signed and certified has a very difficult time 
obtaining publicity, raising money, and obtaining 
volunteers, even more so than a candidate of a major party 
would. Therefore, if l could not begin getting signatures 
until July 10 and certification does not come down until 
September 24, that leaves little more than a month for an 
independent candidate to campaign and get elected, yet his 
opponents from the major parties have been on the 
campaign trail since June, if not earlier in some cases.

An explanation of certification is necessary since it 
appeared to us that the Secretary or State’s election law 
division could play “Catch 22” at any time they wanted, 
thereby precipitating a court battle or the defeat of a 
candidate even before he can get on the ballot. According 
to section 145 of the New York State Election Laws, a 
written objection to any petition of nomination may be 
filed within three days after the filing of the petition and 
the grounds for the objection must be filed six days after 
the objection. Of course, attempting to find out if there 
are any objections or what has been held objectionable in 
the past is almost an impossibility. If there arc no written 
objections, then the Election Law Division (supposedly) 
goes over your petitions in an attempt to insure their 
validity and legality. Then if everything is in the proper 
order, you discover on September 24 whether you are 
certified or not. Unfortunately, the number of things that 
can be wrong in a petition is infinite, especially when you 
are dealing with fifteen hundred signatures on one 
hundred-sixty separate petitions and people not familiar 
with the election law (Who is?) are taking those petitions 
around. Therefore, you are never sure as to what could 
have been wrong: whether it is someone’s address, election 
district, town, etc., and whether it would invalidate the 
signatures on that petition and thereby eliminate a 
candidate before he “gets off the ground.”

In order to avoid some of these specific problems. I 
took the liberty myself of tilling in the date, residence, 
election district, and tow'n whenever I took the petitions 
around personally. Thus, I could check all that 
information from the list of registered voters, which 
included all the necessary information. The election law 
allows someone other than the signer of the petition to fill 
in the necessary information. I took around the registered 
voters lists and, as they signed, I could look up the 
information since, afterwards, there is no way anyone 
could read the signature to tell who had signed and who 
had not. A person signing the petitions may use his title, 
in itia ls, or any customary abbreviation without 
invalidating his signature, but his identity as a registered 
voter must be readily established by reference to the list of 
registered voters. Here, again, the vagueness of this section 
works, in effect, to give the election law officer sole 
determination of whose signature can be established as a 
registered voter in the district and, from personal 
experience, most persons’ signatures are impossible to 
read. I still do not understand how it was possible to check 
the accuracy of any nominating petitions without calling 
various persons on the list of signatures, or witnesses, and 
questioning them as to the fact of their signing and the 
date. I personally know of no calling-checks made by the 
election law office and disqualification for mere mistake in 
form, address, district or town seems, to me, likely not to 
be upheld in the courts. Therefore, 1 believe the election 
law division investigates thoroughly only when political 
pressure is brought to bear. I came to that conclusion 
when George Wallace’s party petitions were thrown out 
only after the conservative party complained loudly. Adam 
Clayton Powell-after being elected for years, seemingly 
without any election law problems- when running as an 
independent had his petitions thrown out and, in my own 
case, only after I received publicity and came out with 
programs and ideas did my petitions, which were 
supposedly certified, come into question without 
explanation.

Having called, on September 24, the Albany election 
law division of the Secretary of State’s office and having 
received a vague, noncommittal assurance of certification, 
and having seen my name on the unofficial sample ballot a 
few weeks later, it came as quite a shock to me in 
mid-October to discover one of the two officers of the 
local election board telling one of my aides that 1 was not 
certified yet! That official, realizing our unawareness of 
that fact, assumed that it was a secret of the election law 
division and would not say anything further to my aide. 1 
decided that, eventually, 1 would have to be informed and, 
therefore, I would wait and see. I never heard about it 
again, although members of the local election board 
dropped pointed hints to the fact that it was a battle 
getting me on the ballot, which 1 had a right to be on in 
the tirst place. That is an example as to what can occur to 
an independent after he has gotten all the required 
signatures and waited until September 24, only to find 
out. in mid-October, a few weeks from election time, 
everything is still in doubt.

Next in an independent’s game of waiting is the 
all-important ballot position, which I personally had no 
way of knowing until October. This is so important to an 
independent because he must tell the voters how to vote or 
they will never find him on the ballot come election day. 
Each piece of material that 1 had printed told the people 
exactly how to vote for me and so, as a result, we could 
not order any of the printed matter until our position on 
the ballot was decided. 1 was placed in the middle of the 
ballot. But instead of placing me directly below my 
opponents in the assembly race on the row headed by 
Rockefeller’s Civil Servant’s party, they placed my party 
on row “F”. the sixth row down, which happened to be 
the Socialist Worker party’s row also.

The obstacles not being hard enough to 
overcomc-on the absentee ballots, omitted was the big 
black “arrow” bearing the name of my Coalition Party, so 
as to obscure completely or brand me as a socialist 
worker neither very conducive to victory.

The next problem with the ballot, as though that were 
not enough the eye level of the ballot was the Republican 
party; thus, voters had to look down to find my name, 
which enabled a metal obstruction to almost block out 
entirely the name of my party and the nice black “arrow" 
shown on the sample ballot. All these assumptions are 
borne out by the election results in Sullivan County, the 
most populous of my three-county district. The New York 
State Proposition was placed on the top of the ballot in 
the voting booth and, thus, above the eye level of the 
average voter. Out of the 21.685 people who voted in 
Sullivan County, only 9,168 voted for or against the 
proposition, leaving 12,517 voters either abstaining from 
voting or missing the proposition due to its poor ballot 
position. 1 believe it is safe to assume that most of the 
12,517 people who did not vote did not see it. Another 
example is the fact that James Buckley carried the county 
on the conservative line placed third on the ballot, getting 
7,626 votes, yet on his other line, which was placed last, 
he received only 245 votes. In my election, as was stated 
previously, I found it hard to find myself on the ballot, 
due to the height of the ballot and the obstruction 
covering my party’s name, even though I knew exactly 
where I was placed. The top party officials in both parties 
came to me afterwards and informed me that many people 
had come to them after they had voted, inquiring as to 
why I was not placed on the ballot. The number of votes 
lost by my poor position on the ballot can never be 
accurately determined, but an interesting fact is that I did 
much better votewise where I had people standing in front 
of the polls instructing people how to vote for me as they 
entered the polling areas.

Next is an interesting note as to how the poor ballot 
position could have been corrected and why it was not 
attempted on my part. I was told by the local election 
board that the decision as to my position was arbitrary and 
that it was the Secretary of State’s office’s decision. The 
board implied it would be futile to attempt a court battle 
to change the position; besides, the time was running short 
and the absentee ballots would have to be printed 
immediately. Three weeks after the election, a very high 
Republican official told me that the county attorney’s 
office would have to make the decision concerning the

(Continued on page 6)

(Continued from page 1)

each year would agree with 
Alice. Some of them admit that 
they are confused by our new 
grading system; others are not so 
open. Who are the real losers in 
such a situation the firms that 
don’t hire Georgetown graduates 
or the students who might have 
gotten the job under a more 
in te llig ib le  grading system? 
While GULC is a professional 
school with goals loftier than 
s a t i s f y i n g  in te r v ie w e r s ,  
post-graduate job prospects are a 
p r a c t i c a I m a t t e r  w o rth  
considering in the choice or 
m od ifica tion  of a grading 
system.

GULC’s present system is a 
compromise. Its old system was 
a strict numerical system which 
supported a ranking capable of 
distinguishing among as many as 
one hundred students within a 
single point (the double decimal 
system was used to tabulate final 
grade point averages). Yale 
presents the other extreme in 
grading systems a strict pass-fail 
(for freshman courses). It is 
between these extremes that 

.G U L C ’s s tu d e n t - f a c u l ty  
Co m m i t tee on Academ ic 
S t a n d a r d s , tin d e r Prof cssor 
Bradley (now  under Prof. 
McCarthy), had to struggle.

The Committee, as far back 
as 1962, began to examine the 
numerical system and found a 
relatively consistent 25 -50  25 
distribution, with fifty per cent 
of the class in the 72-76 grade 
point category. This group has 
since becom e classified as 
“GOOD” . The idea was to give 
this big middle a better chance 
to  “ sell themselves” in an 
in te r v ie w ;  h o pe tu  11y t he 
interviewer, satisfied with this 
s e m i - o b j e c t i v e s 1 a n d a r d 
(although it was less specific 
than b e fo re ), cou ld  then 
concentrate on more subjective 
factors.

What has been the practical 
e ffec t of th is experiment? 
Ironically, it has hurt precisely 
that group it was intended to 
h e lp .  T h e  old 25-50-25 
distribution has been replaced, 
in most interviewers’ minds at 
least, by a new distribution: 
15 85; namely “ law  Journal” 
(one of the the three) and 
“ non-Law Journal” . As a result, 
those in the top 16 30 per cent 
category have a difficult, if not 
impossible, task of explaining 
where they stand. They must use 
loosely defined terms in a 
shifting and uncertain grade 
distribution.

T he qu estio n  th en , of 
am end m en t: How can the
s y s te m  be c h a n g e d  to  
accommodate both law school 
and interviewers? The two 
following ideas may be wort1' 
considering. If an accurate scale 
of the relative worth of each 
ad jec tiva l grade could be 
tabulated Irorn the first year 
courses plus a representative 
cross-section of second and 
th ird year courses, then 
this scale could be 
illustrating the relative difficulty 
of achieving the various grades. 
Under the present system each 
applicant shows the interviewer 
GULC’s most recent catalogue, 
which exp la in s th a t “ the 
incidence of the use of the 
designation DISTINGUISHED, 
in each section of each course, 
ranges between 15 and 30 per 
c e n t . . .” ; this is like saying 

(Continued on page 6)
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ballot position and, of course, I would have won. 
Meanwhile, members of both parties gave me conflicting 
advice as to what I should do and how I should act each 
stating his confusion with the law. Personally, time was of 
the essence and 1 had to order campaign materials with my 
location  printed on them. As I said previously, 
independents are pressed for time. Also, the press might 
have picked it up and this would have probably appeared 
as “sour grapes” and petty to the electorate, who were not 
informed of the difficulties involved. Finally, as shown on 
the sample ballot, I did not appear to be as bad off because 
I did not consider the eye level or the obstruction and so I 
decided, mistakenly, to leave the ballot as positioned. 
Today, if 1 had it to do all over again, I would definitely 
fight the arbitrary decision as to my position on the ballot 
although, presently, I am still uncertain as to who to file 
my objection with!

Another note is that, according to my treasurer, there 
was a contradiction in dates for filing monetary statements 
between the election law handbook and the letter sent out 
to candidates by the Deputy Secretary of the State for the 
Flection and Law Bureau. Also, it would be very easy for a 
candidate with a vast quantity of resources to get around 
the spending limitations imposed by the election law of 
the state of New York. Section 455-1 (c), (d).(2) of Article 
16 specifically states:

(c)
“In any general or special election if the total number 
ol votes cast in such political subdivision for all 
candidates for the office of governor at the last 
preceding state election shall be fifty thousand or 
less, the sum of five thousand dollars: if the total 
number of votes cast in such political subdivision at 
such last preceding state election be in excess of fifty 
thousand, the sum of ten dollars for each one 
hundred votes in excess of such number may be 
added to the amounts above specified.
(d)
“Any candidate for a public office who shall expend 
for the purposes above mentioned an amount in 
excess of the sum herein specif ied shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor.
( 2 )

‘The amount expended in the election of an 
individual candidate by all committees taking part 
solely in his election and by all persons other than the 
candidate shall not exceed in all the amount 
authorized by the preceding subdivision to be 
expended by such candidate. Any person who 
knowingly shall aid or participate in the expenditure 
lor the purposes mentioned in this subdivision of an 
amount in excess of the amount specified in this 
subdivision shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.”

(I •nip basis added.)
It appears that the key is "knowingly”. Committees can be 
found and money can be easily spent on behalf of the 
candidate in excess of the amount prescribed without the 
knowledge of that candidate.

The election day procedures that we followed were 
within the rules as laid down in the election law and 
whenever we did commit a violation it was purely by 
accident and was quickly corrected. 1 found that a great 
many persons sitting at the polls did not know the distance 
requirement or the other rules and regulations set down. In 
a number of polling areas in Delaware County, the distance 
was stated on signs, but not marked off due to a lack of an 
object to place the signs on! 1 observed that I was the only 
candidate who had people handing out literature and 
instructing the people how to vote for me. 1 assumed this 
was due to my independent status. What 1 did find that 
was very effective in my estimation was well-known local 
party leaders stationed in front of the polls, within one 
hundred feet of the polls, shaking hands and using silent 
pressure to get the electorate in their community to vote 
party lines. Thus, my people would be one hundred feet 
out trying to urge people to vote for me while party 
leaders would be practically inside the polls creating an 
aura of watchfulness and inspection as to whom the people 
should vote for. I discovered that my aides standing one

hundred feet from the polls created such a “fuss” at places 
that the police were sumoned (although they did not 
respond) while established local people working for one 
party or another could do almost what they pleased 
without complaint.

RECOMMENDED ELECTION LAW REFORM
1. The legislature should clarify and specify the 

requirements to hold office as a member of the New York 
State legislature so as to avoid confusion and/or expense to 
a sincere candidate who is placed in a disadvantageous 
position due to the vagueness in the present law.

2. That the election law should be revised in order to 
provide that local election boards publish lists of 
candidates and their parties four times between the time of 
certification by the Secretary of State’s office of any 
candidate and party and the forthcoming elections. The 
times for publication I recommend are once as soon after 
certification as is feasible, and the three days preceding the 
elections. Also, the posting of a sample ballot in as many 
public places as is feasible, so as to allow the public to 
study the ballot before the election. I would recommend 
at the very least the posting in the local post office, lire 
department, police station; village, town, and city official 
buildings and court facilities of a sample ballot. This would 
help overcome the independent candidate’s lack of 
exposure for his party, emblem and ballot position. -

3. I urge the following of Arthur Goldberg’s 
recommendation in his book. A Program for the '70’s, in 
which he states, “Even before a candidate begins to 
campaign he must successfully pass unscathed through the 
thickets of the election law, a law which has often been 
strictly construed. The use of ditto marks, attempts to 
correct obvious errors, and the improper numbering of 
pages have been held by the courts to be fatal errors on 
independent nominating petitions. Failure to name a 
committee to fill vacancies, even when no substitution is 
desired, may invalidate a designating petition.

“We need to simplify petition procedures to remove 
booby traps by which candidates with genuine substantial 
support are thrown off the ballot. I (Mr. Goldberg) 
therefore endorse the recommendation of Mayor Lindsay’s 
task force on Election Reform, that language be added to 
the election law to the effect that the section which deals 
with the designation and nomination of candidates be read 
liberally.

“Citizens should be able to get on the ballot without 
encountering artificial and technical objections to their 
candidates.”

In addition. I would urge that any registered voter, even 
though not registered in the last preceding election, be 
allowed to sign a nominating petition for the candidate of 
his choice. If checks are needed, then possibly a special 
indication of some kind next to that person’s name 
showing that he is newly registered can be checked 
through the local election board where he is registered. I 
believe this would also spark an interest in voting by a 
greater number of people, so they would feel a personal 
commitment in the elections.

1 would also recommend that any person should be 
allowed to carry around a petition for a candidate, 
regardless of his age, and be held to be liable as a witness 
to the validity of the signatures as any qualified voter 
would be held liable. This would not only stimulate 
younger peoples’ interest in the election process, but get 
more potential voters to register and vote by. again, giving 
them a personal commitment in the election and the 
election process. In the alternative, if that proposal is too 
radical to be accepted, at the very least any person who 
has reached the age of fifteen should be allowed to take 
around a nominating petition and act as a witness to the 
validity of the signatures.

The legislature should pass a law to the effect that no 
harm or retribution of any kind will be allowed to be 
enforced against any registered voters who exercise their 
legal right to sign an independent nominating petition. The 
legislature should pass laws subjecting anyone found guilty 
of any offense against a person because that person signed 
an independent petition to appropriate punishments under 
the law of the state. In addition, emphasis and publicity

(Continued on page 7)

A Proposal
(Continued from page 5)

EXCEPTIONAL is a “ rare” 
mark. So what? The percentage 
distribution in the new catalogue 
represents only one year’s grades 
(from the class which entered 
two years ago). The statistics 
were to become more concise 
with last spring's Cambodia-Kent 
State-influenced grades. Now it 
looks as though it may be a year, 
and probably two. before a 
precise grade scale is available.

The Dean’s Scholars idea 
number two-would comprise 
the top 20 per cent of the 
graduating class. This top fifth 
would include more than those 
who made one of the three Law 
Journals. A second 20 per cent, 
perhaps dubbed the Ass’t. D ean’s Scholars, would be 
chosen in an effort to satisfy, at 
least partially, the interviewer’s 
appetite for objectivity. Thus 
assured of the applicant’s relative 
academic ability, the interviewer 
could concentrate more on 
subjective factors.

Again, this system has the 
smell of categorization, ranking: 
but it is a generalized grouping, 
in contrast to the highly specific 
numerical system. Admittedly 
“ Dean’s Scholars’’ is yet another 
compromise. Before it is too 
quickly dismissed, however, its 
benefits should be examined. 
Basically it would compensate 
for two shortcomings in the 
present system. First, it would 
broaden the top category to 
include more than those who 
have made one of the three 
Journals. Secondly, it would 
estab lish  a standard against 
which other applicants’ records 
could be compared, and in so 
doing would shatter the present 
misconception, held by many 
i n t e r v i e w e r s .  t h a t  
EXCEPTIONAL equals A, 
DISTINGUISHED equals B. etc..

This amended system would 
r e t a i n  a d i s t r i b u t i o n  
(20 20 hO) but would be a 
more equitable representation. It 
would, of course, as those used 
before it, have its defects. But in 
light of the competing factors, it 
is possible it would help the 
maximum number of students. 
C erta in ly  if we arc being 
shortchanged in the job market, 
now is the time to determine 
whether it is because we are 
using an unfamiliar currency or 
speaking a foreign language.

NOTICE

Entries in the 1971 Patrick 
G. Horan Memorial Writing 
C o m p e t i t io n  a re  due 
February 15. First-year |  
students only are eligible. The 
w in n in g  paper w ill be f  
p u b lish ed  in Res Ispa 
Loquitur, and a cash prize 

|  w ill be awarded to the |  
au th or. Those interested 

| should contact Dick Magid.|;

Student
Bartender

Service
"Add a

professional touch 
to your parties”

* 7 8 3 -3 9 1 2  

5 pm—11 pm Weekdays

Tuesday, January 26, 1971
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should be given this law, or similar protection provisions, 
so that the public is made aware of it and their fears 
alleviated.

The form of the sample nominating petition should be 
revised with the deletion of the words “intend to support” 
in the new form, thereby allowing people who are not sure 
of their support at that date, but feel that a candidate 
deserves a position on the ballot, to sign his petition. Also, 
the wording and the public nature of the petitions appear, 
by indicating who the signer will support and vote for. to 
defeat the secret ballot, which is one of the foundations of 
our election system. Thus, even somebody who had no 
intention of supporting that candidate could sign a 
candidate’s petition because he believed all candidates 
should be heard and all issues brought out. and all 
candidates would have a chance for election on those 
issues.

4. The legislature should revise the election laws so that 
independent nominating petitions can be circulated and 
returned at the same dates as are designated to the 
recognized parties, thereby giving all candidates for an 
elective office the same time to bring their qualifications 
and platforms before the electorate. Presently, the dates 
for obtaining signatures are during the summer months, 
from mid-July to mid-August, when people are most likely 
to be away vacationing or relaxing and unconcerned with 
politics at the moment. It would also enable the public to 
be better informed as to all the candidate’s positions so as 
to be able to make an educated choice on election day.

The certification process should be as rapid as possible 
and the results made public again to insure fairness to all 
candidates, especially independents who may have 
difficulty gaining recognition and legitimacy. If rapidity is 
hampered by the fact that all petitions must be approved 
through the election and law bureau of the Secretary of 
State’s office, then the responsibility for certification 
should be changed to the county boards of election, with 
review by the Secretary of State’s office if certification is 
objected to for whatever reason.

5. The legislature should revise the election law to 
enable all candidates of any and all parties to have a fair 
chance of election. A party’s ballot position should be 
determined by lot rather than by parties being listed in 
descending order according to the results in the preceding 
gubernatorial election, including all parties receiving more 
than 50.000 votes. Thus, any candidate would have a fair 
chance and the change would eliminate the perpetuation 
of the party in power.

In addition, l would recommend that the ballot be 
positioned so as to enable an average person of average 
height to view the entire ballot easily and comfortably. 
Also. I would suggest that the ballot be enlarged so as to 
allow all candidates and parties to be readily seen. At 
present, the ballot favors heavily the incumbent and 
recognized parties, placing all independent parties at a 
disadvantage impossible to overcome.

6. No party officials should be allowed to stand directly 
in front of the polls within the one hundred foot 
limitation except when they are voting or involved in a 
legitimate activity for their party. They should not be 
permitted to stand in front of the polls for long periods of 
time shaking hands, talking or advising people entering to 
cast their votes. Their presence may unduly influence the 
electorate, thereby placing all other parties, especially 
independents, at a distinct disadvantage.

LAW BOOKS LEGAL FORMS

NEW & USED STUDENT SUPPLIES

Aextt&t Jlaw- >̂046
5 0 9  E STREET, N .W .  

W A S H IN G T O N , D .C . 2 0 0 0 1

NAtional 8-5785

Superstars Deceased
Pearl. Janis Joplin (Columbia KC 30322)
Two (ircar Experiences Together, Jimi 
H endrix & Lonnie Youngblood (Maple 
Record LM 6004)

It seems the golden age of ’bO’s rock is at an 
end, splattering to a close in a series of ripoffs, 
tragedies, and spleen-venting. Altamont. Beatle 
split, Hendrix and Joplin, the dominance of 
violence-oriented shit groups, and evidently a 
general loss of creative drive. The best died out 
and the rest of the superstars are in degeneration. 
No two IPs point all this up better than these 
two, and also perhaps 1 ennon's (next week).

So far, .lanis at least went out in style. I think 
this last LP o f tiers fulfills the expectations 
created by her emergence several years ago. 
Cheap Thrills established Janis as a genuine right 
from the start and. at least locally, before 
Monterey. But her next, and last I P while alive, 
w as a d isa p p o in tm e n t, being grossly 
overproduced. Influenced by a lot of raps about 
how Big Brother was not up to her talents, etc., 
she was conned by the producers into a slick, 
overblow n production with large, sloppy, 
i n s e n s i t i v e  s t u d i o b a n d . over w o r k e d 
arrangements that often drowned her out. and 
less than exemplary material (or again, maybe it 
was the treatment). By sheer force of personality 
and talent, she managed to rise above the whole 
Knzmic Hlue.s production somewhat, but it 
certainly was a poor epitaph for the most revered 
female performer in recent times.

Pearl vindicates her. The LP w'as unfinished 
when she died, and tho’ maybe some polishing 
retakes might have been necessary, and it’s one 
cut short, you’d never know it was incomplete. If 
it’s a little rough, that adds to its effect. There’s 
one filler instrumental, “ Buried Alive in the 
Blues.’’ but what the hell, it’s a decent 
instrumental. A new band, small: guitar, organ, 
piano, drums, and bass. Clean, funky, competent. 
She was reportedly quite excited about her new 
band and new approach. The band, including her, 
called Full Tilt Boogie, is very much with her. 
sympathetic and understanding ot her abilities, 
and how to approach the music with hei But the 
important thing is that tho’ she’s the centei of 
the spotlight, she’s a part of the band, one of the 
members, and not a “star" being draped with

ornaments like a statue in a big, concocted 
production. With Janis’ approach to music, 
making music with people as part of the group is 
the only context in which she really functions.

Her singing is different also. Subdued, 
matured, more lyrical, singing instead of shouting 
and screaming. And it is more effective that way. 
She’s lost none of her edge or desperation, and 
the emotion is there in spades, but she 
communicates better than before. This time you 
listen and feel and understand instead of being 
overwhelmed by intense, neurotic torrent of 
sound that leaves your head ringing.

But she still gets it on, better than ever. “Cry 
Baby" and "My Baby” are like the all-stops 
productions of yore but better less exaggerated 
and twice as heavy. “ Move Over,” a Janis 
original, tho’ a bit clumsy in arrangement, shows 
how she and the band interact to make a whole 
that was lacking in Kozmic /lines. “ Mercedes 
Benz" is. of all things, an a capella humor 
number, a country parody, deliberately flat and 
broken-voiced, followed by a mischievous cackle. 
"Half Moon" is a rocker of sorts; “ (let it While 
You Can” is actually optimistic,ahumane“Turtle
Blues.......Trust in Me” is acoustic accompanied, a
ballad-blues kind of thing that failed on the 
previous LP. with a decided tho’ gentle Bessie 
Smith influence. And the surprise winner, Kris 
Kristofferson’s country classic, "Meand Bobby 
McGee,” low-keyed, mellow, off-hand and so 
smooth, with some beautiful hut genuine stylistic 
touches, and a flurried finish. Really pure.

I don’t know about rock superstars, but Janis 
proved in the end to be a really fine blues (real 
blues) singer, and that’s more important and 
lasting. This I P reminds me how much I really 
liked her. Damn shame she died.

The Hendrix record, short and sweet, is a 
ripoff. Jimi played with several dozen bands 
while developing, and this record is evidently 
tapes from one ot those gigs. “Soul” music, 
mediocre fare, alternate takes of a couple of cuts. 
Young Hendrix (JO or so?), not even playing on 
a couple, playing mosll> rhythm choids for a 
sax, with a couple ot minutes ol lukewarm blues 
guitar. Blatant exploitation, a ripoff. They would 
not have had the nerve to release this were he 
alive (even worse than the Curtis Knight stutl ). 
Stay away from it It’s not that last I P Hendrix 
i ill bet ore his deal h.

IMPORTANT NOTICE

TODAY IS THE LAST DAY  
FOR REGISTRATION AND  
F R E E  S C H E D U L E  
CHANGES.

HANDMADE LEATHER 

GOODS MADE TO 
ORDER BY SKILLED  

CRAFTSMEN AT 
REASONABLE PRICES!

&>Q.nCT<rr
CD3a

CALL JERRY 
After 5 weekdays 
Weekends anytime 

938-0566

LEA T H ER

belts, clothing, things

'iP J e ic a m .e  S t u d e n t s

PLEAD YOUR LUNCH

at the

COURTHOUSE
CARRYOUT

402 5th Street, N.W,

Sandwiches ready made or specially prepared 
for your taste.

Coffee Donuts Cake Drinks 
Savor our Specialty
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ANNOUNCEMENT

|
The S tu d e n t-In -C o u rt  

p Seminar has an additional slot 
|  fo r the spring semester. 

Interested persons are to 
submit resumes to the Legal 

|  O f f i c e .  For  f u r t h e r  
in form ation  contact Curt 
White through Legal Aid.
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Order In Court
(Continued from page 2)

league's Board of Governors had 
expressly forbidden him to do 
so. The league, which could have 
blocked the signing by applying 
th e  e lig ib i l i ty  ru le , was 
prevented from doing so by 
Maywood’s lawyers. They sued 
the league (including Schulman) 
and obtained an injunction that 
barred the NBA from employing 
the rule. The judge, without 
ruling on the validity of the 
Denver contract, has issued a 
temporary injunction that allows 
Spencer to play with Seattle. 
S everal NBA team s have 
p ro te s ted  the presence of 
Haywood on the Seattle bench 
even when he is not in uniform, 
and this has led to a series of 
protested games. The NBA. 
apparently awaiting a ruling on 
the contract question, has not 
ruled on any of these protests, 
and Spencer has continued to 
play for the Sonics.

THE REAL PROBLEM
T h e r e  a r e  s e v e i a I 

ramifications of this tableau. 
The most ironic point of all is 
that NBA teams screaming about 
the illegality of Haywood’s 
signing wanted to sign him for 
their own clubs. I’hey are afraid 
that if the court upholds the 
Seattle contract, they won’t 
have a chance to draft him this 
spring. This would be unfair to 
the expansion teams, but, if the 
contract is ruled valid, some sort 
of compromise will undoubtedly 
be reached, because the owners 
are too self-interested to let that 
possibility ruin the league. A 
more important question is 
whether the league is violating 
antitrust laws. Basketball, like 
every o th e r spo rt except 
baseball, is subject to these laws. 
There is a real question as to 
whether or not these are being 
violated, as the ABA charges 
they are in its present suit 
against the older league. This is 
another issue for the judge to 
decide. There also remains the 
merger question, which at this 
point is making the AFL-NFL 
struggle look like a walk in the 
E 1 y s i a n F ie ld s .  This is 
momentarily secondary to the 
Maywood problem, however, 
which will be settled in the very 
near future. No matter what the 
judge decides, Spencer has 
already indicated that there is no 
way he is returning to Denver. 
There are strong hints that the 
Denver contract will be ruled 
v o id ,  w h ich  m eans th a t 
Haywood will be able to play for 
the Sonics. A ruling such as thus 
could  abolish the four-year 
eligibility rule, which would 
drastically change the draft 
s y s te m  and the  leag u e’s 
relationship with the colleges. 
Once the immediate Haywood 
problem is solved, the real legal 
entanglements of antitrust and 
merger will recommence.

GEORGETOWN LAW WEEKLY

Fadden, Fox Join 
Staff as News Editors

The Law Weekly is pleased to 
announce the appointment of 
John Fadden and Larry Fox as 
News Editors. Both Fadden and 
Fox are members of the class of 
1973 at GULC. John, a 1970 
graduate of Penn. State, is from 
S c ran to n , Pennsylvania, and 
Larry, a native of New York 
( ity, graduated from Boston

University last June.

In addition, the Law Weekly 
welcomes the return of Willie 
Schat/. as Co-Features Editor. 
Willie, one of the nation’s 
f o r e m o s t  fea rless  spo rts  
p ro g n o s t ic a to r s , has just 
completed a six months’ stint 
with the Army.

Jail Abuse
Help eliminate jail abuse by 
joining Ralph Temple of the 
ACLU and the Georgetown ; 
L ega l Aid Socie ty  on 
Wednesday, January 27 at 
I 1:30 A.M. in Mall IV in a 
Discussion and meeting to$ 
recruit student volunteers to |  
interview inmates with a view 
to litigation. All are welcome

Tuesday, January 26, 1971

Research Available
To Second-Year Students
The Law Center needs five reporters for panels to be held 

in September at the dedication ceremonies for the new Law Center.
As part of our effort to assure substantially solid and 

valuable panels, we want the reporters to help develop and 
coordinate their respective panels. To do this, each reporter 
must be knowledgeable in the subject of his panel.

The dedication theme will be Legal Institutions in Crisis, 
and one panel will focus on each of the following problem 
areas: a) the courts; b) the Congress; c) the bar; d) the ad
ministrative process; e) the law schools. The reporters 
will participate in the panels and report the discussion and 
conclusions at the panels' culmination. The students will be 
required to have a scholarly familiarity with the problems 
of the subjects, so that we may have a aolid panel and a good repiort.

Any second-year student who is interested in doing this 
independent research for credit, please see either Anne Marks 
(Registrar’s Office), or Mr. Schotland.

This work will be for three (3) credits, to be allocated over 
the current term and next fall term so as to avoid a student’s being overloaded.

N O W  A V A IL A B L E  T H E  N E W  E D IT IO N -
A Stream lined 
Brief in 
Technique
W R I T T E N  B Y
Clyde Lmcry
PfpR’SM'r I:mcriins ot I ,m 
Southern Methodist University

For all states except California. Florida. 
Illinois. Indiana. New York. Ohio. 
P ennsylvania. Texas, V irginia  <Sc 
W est V irginia

P  U B L I S H E D  B  Y
Law Student Division 
American Bar Association

For the states of California, Florida. 
Illinois, Indiana, N ew  York, Ohio, 
P enn sylvania , T exas, V irgin ia  &  
W est V irgin ia

ABA Law Student Division members may have a copy ot either Book A or B of A STREAMLINED 
BRIEFING TECHNIQUE sent to them at no charge by mailing the form below to the American Bar 
Association. Law Students not members ot tiie ABA Law Student Division may obtain copies at S2.00cach by 
sending in this remittance with the order form. Law school professors and others mav also order copies at 
S2.00 each.
Send__copies ot check appropriate box or boxes) Book A

Book B 2 ]
of A STREAMLINED BRIEFING TECHNIQUE to:
Name ........................ ...................................... ........ ..... .... .....................................................................................................
Address_______ ___ ____________________________ _ .____________________________________________
City-------------------------------------------------------------------State —— ------------------------------- Zip C ode--------------
•

1 1 am a member ot the ABA Law Student Division Mail coupon to: American Bar Association
_J I enclose a check in the Amount of S---------------- Circulation Department 3042

11 55 East 60th Street 
Chicago. Illinois 60637
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Nader Calls for Accountability of Bureaucrats
by Robert Vaughn 

LLB University of Oklahoma 
School of Law ’69,

LLM Harvard Law School ’70

Joining the Peter Principle 
and Parkinson’s Law, is Ralph 
Nader’s observation on federal 
bureaucrats: “The speed of exit 
of a civil servant is in direct 
proportion to the quality of his 
se rv ice .”  Nader told the 
American Society of Public 
A d m in is tra to rs  meeting in 
Washington, D.C. recently that 
the federal government could 
function as efficiently with 
one-third fewer employees.

Federal administrators, rather 
than carry  out statutory 
mandates couched in public 
interest terms, react to a series 
of special interest pressures, 
including a system of “deferred 
brittes” by which government 
employees expect to accept jobs 
in the industries which they 
regulate at the end of their 
government service. There has 
developed in the federal 
government a new, covert, spoils 
system led not by ward heeling 
politicians but by corporate and 
special interests. This system 
uses the government to dispense 
subsidies and favors to special 
in terests. Often the favors 
consist of a refusal to enforce 
laws designed to protect the 
public.

To protect this spoils system, 
agencies have developed a set of 
defense mechanisms. These 
include secrecy, delay, the 
institutionalization of lobbying 
w ithin agencies, abuse of

discretion, and failure to give 
reasons for decisions.

An administrator who wishes 
to protect himself must be 
sensitive to the pressures that 
can be expected by special 
interests. For example, agencies 
reserve the severest sanctions for 
those employees who expose 
illegal action. William Fitzgerald, 
th e  Defense D epartm ent 
efficiency expert who exposed 
millions of dollars in cost 
overruns in the C5-A contracts, 
was fired by the Department for 
“ econ om y  rea so n s .”  No 
b u r e a u c r a c y  can  stand  
disloyalty. No bureaucracy can 
allow moral rules to determine 
policy.

At present there is so little

accountability to citizens that a 
civil servant who refuses to 
uphold his oath of office and 
enforce the law cen sneer at the 
public. The only sanctions are 
directed toward the reputation 
of the agency. There is little 
s e n s e  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  
responsibility.

It is the administrator acting 
to fulfill his oath of office by 
enforcing the laws or the 
employee seeking to expose 
waste to dishonesty who takes 
the risks under the present 
s y s te m . 1' h e cl i m ate in 
government must be changed so 
that action in the public interest 
will not bring reprisals, and 
employees can make moral

choices on the proper course of 
action.

Far more efficient methods 
of citizen access are necessary to 
insure accountability, such as 
public initiatory rights. A citizen 
should be entitled to initiate a 
public hearing to review the 
actions of an administrator, to 
maintain the pressure necessary 
to counter well-organized and 
w e 11 - f i n a n c e d c o rp o ra te  
interests. Rhetoric about the 
rights of citizens in a democracy 
m ust be substantiated In
effective remedies and the 
availability of lawyers.

All large corporations place 
“ institutional dictates” over 
morality and professional ethics. 
However, doctors, lawyers, and

engineers are beginning to realize 
that their status as professionals 
demands their commitment to 
prevent specific problems. They 
must place external standards of 
professional conduct above the 
demands of the organizations for 
which they work, standards of 
professional conduct drawn and 
applied with the broader public 
interest in mind.

A change in the climate of 
government, in the nature of 
risks, will not only enable 
government to protect the 
consumer better, but will also 
free the bureaucrat from many 
of the institutionalized restraints 
that restrict his imagination and 
deny his creativity.

Univ4 of Denver Summer Clinical Legal Ed Course
The University of Denver 

College of Law will offer a 7 
week special course in clinical 
legal ed u ca tio n  for law 
students during the summer 
of 1971. It will begin June 21 
and end August 20, 1971. 
The course will be offered as 
part of the usual summer 
curricu lum  for which 5 
quarter hours of credit will be 
aw arded upon successful 
completion.

Participants will have the 
o p p o rtu n ity  to work in 
numerous programs offered 
by the College of Law 
including but not limited to: 
Criminal Law, Legal Aid,

Administrative Law, lirban 
Studies, Juvenile Law and 
Public Interest Law.

U n d e r the C o 1 o r a d o 
Statute and Supreme Court 

. Rule, second and third year 
law students may appear “as 
if licensed to practice” in 
M unicipal, C o u n ty , and 
District Courts, representing 
indigents in both civil and 
criminal cases. Students in 
these cases appear as the only 
counsel of record.

The University of Denver 
Student Practice Program has 
been active in public interest 
and environmental fields and

is constantly looking for new 
student projects in these 
areas. Summer students may 
wish to participate in one of 
these areas of s tu d en t 
practice during the 1971 
summer courses.

In conjunction with the 7 
week course of experience, 
classroom, and written work, 
a one-week workshop in 
clinical legal education will be 
conducted. Agenda for the 
w o rk s h o p  will include 
adm inistration of student 
practice programs, problems 
of funding such programs, 
s c o p e  o f p r o g r a m s , 
establishing new programs.

and other releated problems. ;i| 
T he o b ic e t iv e  oI the |i! 
w orkshop is to  provide § 5  
assistance to law school 
stud e n t p r act ice progra m 
d i re c to rs  in expand ing  §: 
e x i s t in g  program s and 
establishing further emphasis 
in this developing area of 
legal education.

For further information, 
contact:
University of Denver 
College of Law 
Student Practice Program 
200 West 14th Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 80204 
(303) 753-3193

Newspaper

8505 Dixon Ave., Silver Spring, Md.

DEADLINE FOR FRIDAY PUBLICATION, 
Wednesday, 11 A.M.

LEGAL NOTICES - Promptly and accurately handled.

Pick up & Delivery.

PRINTING -  TYPESETTING - NEWSPAPERS

Legal Briefs, Brochures, Legal Forms & Stationery.

Fast Accurate Service. Pick up & Deliver, Free Estimates.

589-6400
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ABA Committee To Investigate 
Law Book Marketing Practices

Entrants Sought For 
Moot Court Meet

T h e  A m e r i c a n  B a r  
Association has created a new 
c o m m it te e  to  investigate  
‘ ‘u n d e s i r a b le ” law book 
marketing practices and improve 
o th e r aspects of law book 
publishing. The Committee on 
Law Book Publishing Practices, 
meeting for the first time during 
November in New Orleans, will 
lo o k  in to  a num ber of 
q u e s t i o n a b l e  te c h n iq u e s  
currently being used by some 
law publishers.

Among the practices most 
commonly criticized are: falsely 
advertising old books as new; 
reselling old books disguised as 
new ones, with changed titles 
and fresh bindings; including the 
same book in different sets; 
f a i l i n g  to  issu e  needed 
su p p lem en ts , or overpricing 
them ; using unnecessarily  
expensive bindings on books 
which are soon out-of-date; and 
failing to advertise prices of the 
more costly works.

The Association's Board of 
Governors approved a resolution 
calling for the creation of the 
Special Committee with two 
objectives:

( I ) To resolve questions 
which have arisen or may arise 
concern ing practices in the

Club I or II

publication, promotion , and 
marketing of law books and 
services and cooperate with 
publishers in the resolution of 
such questions;

f2) To provide for protection 
of the bar and the public from 
any undesirable or improper 
practices in the pubication, 
promotion or marketing of law 
books and services, and for 
cooperation by the Association 
with appropriate federal and 
s ta te  regu la to ry  and law 
enfo rcem en t agencies with 
respect thereto.

The Committee also will 
study ways to improve the 
overall quality of law book 
publishing and related services. 
A spects under consideration 
include making law research 
materials more readily available 
and providing earlier reviews of 
new publications.

Law School Tests
The initial thrust of the new 

Committee will be in the area of 
law books and other printed 
materials used by the practicing 
a tto rn e y . The C om m ittee  
however, has a vital interest in 
the practices of publishers of 
texts used principally by law

school students. The cost factor 
of texts is of immediate concern 
to students and the readability, 
accuracy and educative value 
and effectiveness of law school 
texts are of concern to students 
and professors alike.
The Committee Invites Your 

Comments
The Committee on Law Book 

Publishing Practices invites law 
professors and law students to 
give their comments, critiques 
and suggestions concerning 
publishers of texts and the 
c o n t e s t  a n d  te a c h in g  
effectiveness of contemporary 
law school texts and other 
printed material. All comments 
addressed to the Committee will 
be given final careful study and 
will be considered by the 
Committee in its evaluation and 
recommendations.

Students and professors are 
urged to write to:

Committee on Law Book 
Publishing Practices 
c / o D e p a r t m e n t  o f 
Professional Standards 
American Bar Association 
II 55 Last 60th Street 
Chicago, Illinois 
60637

Which Comes First ?
by Phil Armstrong

I he beginning ol the spring, 
semester is hardly a time of 
apocalyptic change for the first 
year students. Then courses and 
teachers are essentially the same; 
only m Criminal Justice do they 
receive a tall term grade or a 
change in subject matter. But 
there has been a change, and it 
vitally affects every first year 
student. This semester I aw Club 
I becomes Law Club II. and not 
only that, one received credit for 
it (one credit, to be exact, the 
academic equivalent of a gold 
star beside the grade on your 
sixth grade spelling test). There 
is. however, a catch before this 
dollop will appear, l aw Club II 
h a s , y o u  g u e sse d  it, a 
p re req u is ite . Law Club I 
Sticklers are today debating the 
exact status of Law Club I does 
one merely take it gratuitously, 
or is it worth one-half a credit in 
disguise and they’ve been fooling 
us about one full credit for Law 
Club II?

Law Club is not totally 
worthless; in fact, many of the 
practical skills acquired from it 
are useful, especially for tin- 
practicing lawyer, which the 
school seems to assume every 
first year student has every 
intention of becoming, l-ven 
assuming this is the case, the 
q u e s t i o n  s o o n  pr e s e nt s  
i t s e l f  what is Law Club 
supposed to do for the student? 
Most of those talked to said: 
“Oh, doing legal research and 
using the library and writing 
memorandums and writing briefs 
and giving oral arguments.” And 
how much time do you usually 
spend on all of this, say, 
com pared  to  your average

regular course? “Oh, very close 
to ax much, and more during 
brief-writing time.”

lx it worth it? Not just in 
terms of grade and credit terms, 
but in terms of the number of 
hours invested against the 
return. Is it possible that there's 
a certain point at which Law 
Club becomes a pain in the 
neck? Weekly meetings at 
in co n v en ien t hours, large 
amounts of time spent writing 
the second, or the third brief... 
All the first year students have 
just so much time, which has to 
be apportioned among classes, 
serious study, work and/or 
volunteer activity (for many) 
and maintenance of life-support 
system s, inc lud ing  serious 
relaxation. Where can Law Club 
be made to fit in most 
painlessly?

A few suggestions. There 
should be a little book published 
for all the first year students, 
which explains under one roof 
the essentials of deciphering and 
writing citations, doing legal 
research inc lud ing  use of 
various guides and location of 
relevant materials, and writing a 
brief and a memorandum. Fnd 
of Law Club I at least. As to 
law  Club II, it could be devoted 
to a few meetings to dispel 
confusion, if any, about the 
c o n te n ts  of the first-year 
students’ guide. Subsequent to 
this, students could write briefs 
and present oral arguments.

Even beyond this, there 
seems to be no logical reason not 
to let Law Club stand or fall on 
its  own m erits . Make it 
voluntary. Let those who feel

the interest or the need sign up 
tor l aw Club; let them remain 
active in it so long as the interest 
and need remains. The only 
other feasible alternative is to 
make its credit status correspond 
with its work load.

The Barristers Council 
urges all third-year day 
students, and all third and 
fourth-year evening students, 
to consider participating in 
the 1971 Edward Douglass 
White Public Law Argument. 
This is the annual moot cour 
competition which will select 
the Best Advocate in the 
third year (and fourth year) 
class. The competition offers 
many rewards to those who 
participate, not the least of 
which is satisfaction of the 
th ird  year Legal Writing 
Requirement. All entrants 
who submit an acceptable 
brief and who argue at least 
once may benefit from this. 
You do not have to win 
anything. Finalists in the 
competition will each receive 
a S25 prize and transcript 
credit, and the final winner 
will receive an additional S25 
prize and will have his or her 
n a m e  i n s c r i b e d  on 
Georgetown’s Roll of Best 
Advocates. There are other 
advantages to entering the 
White Competition, however: 
the real enjoyment of doing 
it, and the truly valuable 
things which you will learn. 
Only those who have done 
this sort of thing know how 
valuable it is, and any former 
participant will attest to the 
worth of a good moot court 
competition.

Military Issue
The White Competition is 

a good moot court. This 
year’s Competition Problem 
is extrem ely  timely and 
stim ulating . The Problem 
deals with a situation in 
which American Gl's are 
challenging the validity of the

Korean/American Status of 
Forces Agreement, claiming 
that through that Agreement 
the President bartered away 
th e ir  constitutional rights. 
The Army is threatening to 
turn these soldiers over to 
Korean civilian authorities for 
trial on charges of rape and 
murder of Korean civilians, 
and the real problem is that 
Korean crim inal process 
recognized few if any of the 
r i g h t s  g u a r a n te e d  to 
American citizens. The legal 
and political aspects of the 
case are very topical and are 
m atte rs  of very current 
controversy. Copies of the 
Problem and the Competition 
Rules are available in the 
boxes located in the F, street 
lobby.

Although the final round 
is not until April 15, it is not 
too early to begin researching 
material for the birefs. Briefs 
will be due sometime in 
March (date to be announced 
soon), but within the next 
tw o weeks the Barristers 
C o u n c i l  w ill ask for 
statements of intention to 
enter the competition, so that 
plans can be made. Although 
names cannot presently be 
an n o u n ced , the Council 
p ro m ise s  an ex trem ely  
distinguished panel of Judges 
for the final round, which 
will be held in the main 
courtroom of the United 
S ta tes  Court of Military 
A ppeals. Any questions 
r e g a r d i n g  th e  W h ite  
Competition may be tacked 
onto the Barristers Council 
bulletin board (across from 
the placement board in the E 
street lobby). The Council 
office is Ext. 231.

:5s
INTRAMURALS

Basketball Season Begins
January 16 was the first 

m eeting  of the law school 
basketball league. Eleven teams 
have been entered this year with 
the “ Loyas,” bridesmaids the 
past two years, early season 
favorites. They started off on a 
winning note by trouncing “The 
T hird  W orld”  72-33. The 
“ Loyas” were led by Lloyd 
Levenson’s 25 points, while the 
losers were paced by Johnny 
Barnes' l 2 points.

In  o t h e r  g a m e s  th e  
“ Tortfeasors,” a strong first year 
team, defeated a surprisingly 
tough “ Murder Inc.” team 
38-27. The “Tortfeasors” were 
led by Ron Gabler's 10 points 
while Rusty Renaudin had 13 
points for the losers.

The “ DC. Twelve,” behind 
strong performances by John 
Fenrich and Henry Renk, beat 
“Goldfingers” 40-33. The losers 
were paced by Roger Epstein's 
19 points.

Gary McDavid sparked the 
“ Parman’s” over the “Silent 
Majority” by a score of 43-33. 
Ronnv Margolis led the losers.

“The Spanish Flyers,” behind 
Rick Conway’s 15 points, upset 
a strong “ Hustler's” team by a 
score of 47-39 with Rick 
Minton’s 12 points high for the 
losers.

“ Section Three,” a first year 
team, received a bye but will see 
action next week.

Games are held Sunday 
mornings at 10:00. All arc 
welcome to attend.

William & Mary Summer 
Session Held at Cexeter

The Marshall-Wythe School 
of Law of the College of William 
and Mary will conduct its fifth 
annual sum m er session in 
cooperation with the School of 
Law. University of Exeter, July 
5 - August 13. 1971.

A faculty consisting of both 
A m e r i c a n  a n d  E n g lis h  
instructors will offer a program 
of approximately 20 hours of 
courses (from which six or seven 
hours may be selected) covering 
A m e r ic a n ,  E n g lis h  and 
comparative law and including 
Admiralty, Conflicts. Consumer 
R i g h t  a n d  P r o t e c t i o n ,  
C om parative Administrative 
L a w . C r im in a l  J u s t i c e  
Administration, Civil Law, Law 
and Medicine, Legal History and 
Urban Land Use. In addition 
v isiting  lecturers from the 
English Judiciary and practice 
and short trips to Exeter’s and 
London’s Courts and Inns of 
Court are planned.

Group flight travel plans now 
being formulated will permit 
time for travel throughout the 
British Isles as well as on the 
continent.

An law student over 21 years 
of age who has successfully 
completed his first year of law 
stu dy  is eligible to attend 
although space limitations will 
necessitate limiting enrollment 
to 100. For complete details and 
an application form write:

Summer School in England 
Marshall-Wythe School of 
Law
College of William and Mary 
Williamsburg, Virginia 
23185
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Public Opinion Poll On Legal Abortion
Nationwide Survey Planned

The Council on Abortion Research & Education is 
conducting an in-depth, nationwide survey on public 
awareness and attitude towards legal abortion, it was 
announced by Richard Roman, executive director of the 
non-profit organization.

The poll was developed by the Council as part of its 
research and education program and to further its efforts to 
provide information and assistance regarding legal abortion. 
According to Mr. Roman, the poll is believed to be the first of 
its kind to be undertaken since the liberalization in July, 1970 
of New York State's abortion law.

Since then an estimated 60,000 legal abortions have been 
performed in New York and the controversy here and across 
the country over legal abortion has grown even stronger. Those 
opposed are seeking to repeal what they consider the 
liberalized section of the law or, at the very least, to sharply 
limit the number of weeks of pregnancy during which a legal 
abortion may be performed. Those in favor are striving to 
further liberalize the law or to at least remove what they 
consider roadblocks imposed by local authorities such as 
certain requirements that make it a practical impossibility to 
have a legal abortion performed at a physician's office.

The in-depth poll, first of a series planned by the Council, 
was sent to some 1,700 daily newspapers and 900 college 
publications across the country.

Mr. Roman noted that the results of the poll will be 
published and made available upon request. He pointed out 
that the identity of those who participate in the poll will be 
kept in complete confidence, but that incomplete polls would 
be invalidated. Completed polls should be mailed to the 
Council on Abortion Research & Education at 342 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017.

PUBLIC OPINION  
POLL ON LEGAL 

ABORTION

Please answer the following questions by filling in the 
information requested and/or circling the most appropriate 
choice.
1. Assuming that legal abortions are performed by duly 
licensed physicians under the highest medical standards, 
should a pregnant woman be allowed to obtain a legal abortion
(a) if she is single and does not wish to marry the man and
does not want to place the baby for adoption or with foster 
parents? Yes__ No___Undecidfed__
(b) if she is married and childless and she and her husband do 
not wish to have a child? Yes No Undecided—
(c) if she is married and has 2 or more children and she and her
husband do not wish an additional child? Yes__  No 
Undecided__
(d) if she is married and the family cannot afford a child or an
additional child? Yes__ No__ Undecided__
(e) if her physical and/or mental health is dangerously
jeopardized by pregnancy and/or childbirth? Yes___No___
Undecided__
(f) if there is a strong medical indication that the child will be
born with a severe congenital defect? Yes__  No 
Undecided__

2. New York State law provides that an abortion is justifiable 
when committed upon a female with her consent by a duly 
licensed physician acting (a) under a reasonable belief that 
such is necessary to preserve her life, or, (b) within 24 weeks 
from the commencement of her pregnancy. Do you think that 
the 24-week period should be
(a) lengthened (specify the number of weeks)
(b) shortened (specify the number of weeks)
(c) remain unchanged
3. Which of the following choices best describes the status of 
legal abortion in your State?
(a) therapeutic abortions only (only to save the mother's life).
(b) (a) above and if the mother's physical or mental health is 
dangerously jeopardized by pregnancy.
(c) (a) above and if there is a strong medical indication that 
the child will be born with a serious physical or mental defect.
(d) (a) above and if the pregnancy resulted from rape.
(e) (a) above and if the pregnancy resulted from incest.
(f) (a) above and upon demand (as in New York State).
(g) (a) above and upon demand with the approval of two or 
more physicians.
(h) Other: Please specify
4. Of the choices listed in Question 3 above, which one would 
you prefer to have adopted for your State7
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h)
5. Which of the following best describes the need for 
information regarding legal abortion in your community?
(a) great need (b) moderate need (c) little need (d) no 
need
Through which of the following should information regarding 
legal abortion be made available?
(a) Local physicians & medical societies . (b) Religious
groups . (c) Social welfare agencies . (d) High schools & 
colleges . (e) Private, profit-making abortion referral
agencies . (f) Non-profit abortion information & education 
organizations . (g) Monthly newsletter consisting of current 
information about the status and availability of legal abortions 
across the country .
PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION  
(please print legibly).
Name (optional):________________________________________
Address (optional):______________________________________ „
If you do not wish to give an address, please indicate your
City:________________________ State:_____________________ _
Age:________________ Sex: Male_______ Female____________

Religion (optional):
Married___Divorced___Separated__

Race (optional)
Marital Status: Single 
Widowed___
Number of children:_____
Occupation:_________________________________________— —.
Education: Elementary (grades 1-8) High School (grades 
9-12) College Graduate (please specify)
Additional remarks:______________________________________

Requirement 
Options Listed

S tu d e n t s  in te re s ted  in 
satisfying their 2nd or 3rd year 
legal writing requirement may 
do so by basing their paper on 
research  performed for the 
Migrant Legal Action Program. 
MLAP is an OLO-funded center 
which both initiates suits on 
behalf of the migrant labor 
force, and provides necessary 
research  fo r R ural Legal 
Assistance lawyers throughout 
the country.

At the present time, Migrant 
Legal Action Program is badly in 
need of law st udents to assist 
them in in-depth research of 
various administrative agencies.

whose relationships with migrant 
labor are in question. They also 
need legal research doen to assist 
them in the various major cases 
they are involved in - the subject 
matters ranging from access to 
labor camps and fair labor 
standards to minimum wage 
d ispu tes and food  stam p 
certification.

P rofessor Joe Page will 
supervise those students who are 
in te re s te d  in the MLAP, 
(462-2475) will answer any 
questions you might have as to 
his organization’s interests and 
needs.

il|s»  A  »  »  V  »  »
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Pollution Promotion 
At Commerce?

by Peter J. Petkas, University of Texas Law School, ’70 
.and

Karin P. Sheldon, University of Washington Law School, ’70

The following statement was distributed 
at a recent meeting of the National 
Industrial Pollution Control Council at the 
Commerce Department in Washington, DC. 
Ralph Nader’s Public Interest Research 
Group learned about the meeting of the 
Council made up of government and 
business representatives one clay in advance. 
With no time to initiate legal action, a 
confrontation was planned.

Members of Friends of the I arth, the 
Sierra Club, the National Wildlife 
Federation, the Conservation f oundation, 
the Council on Economic Priorities and 
other groups arrived at Commerce before the 
announced meeting time, only to find that 
the Council had been forewarned and was 
already in session. A hastily drafted 
Commerce press release was handed out; a 
veteran reporter paced the halls chortling 
about the stupidity of the Administration 
and the myopia of the Commerce 
Department in allowing, indeed encouraging, 
secret meetings between the polluters and 
the officials charged with controlling 
pollution.

"Confrontation”
The "confrontation” was a bust by 

toda y ' s  standards. NIPCC made no 
immediate concessions. TV crews walked 
away disgruntled because there was no 
pushing or shoving. But the assembled 
conservationists had made their point: 
Commerce (which controls much of the 
action on environmental matters under the 
latest Nixon reorganization plan) and its 
business cronies were spotlighted, and the 
public was once again reminded that the 
"public interest means if government and 
business are allowed to define it.

flic statement follows:
On April 9, |970 President Nixon created 

the National Industrial Pollution Control 
Council .  Conservationists and other 
concerned Americans thought then and are 
convinced now that this group should have 
been named a "Pollution Promotion", not a 
“ Pol lut ion  C o n t r o l ” , counci l  Its 
membership list reads like a Who's Who of 
American polluters.

Council to “Advise"
The Council is to "advise” the President 

and the Chairman of the Council of 
Environmental Quality“on plans and actions 
of Federal. State, and local agencies 
involving environmental quality policies.”

But serious questions are raised about the 
nature and impact of that advice when the 
meetings of the Industrial Council and its 
30 odd subcommittees meetings with 
Russell T rain and his Council on 
Environmental Quality and with other 
governm ental agencies charged with 
formulating pollution control standards and 
policies are essentially unannounced and 
closed to the public and to environmental 
organizations, to say nothing of small 
businessmen and farmers.

More Than Informal Briefings
These meetings are not merely informal 

briefings of the sort government provides 
every day to various interest groups. Rather, 
they are plenary sessions of a Presidential^ 
created and Commerce Department funded 
and staffed lobby group which is given free 
office space in the very department which 
now has much of the responsibility for 
controlling the lobby’s polluting activities. 
These powerful men share a unique access to 
the decision and policy making process, not 
granted to any other citizens.

Even if environmental groups were to 
meet in similar fashion with the same 
officials they could not hope to equal the 
enormous economic, social and political 
power possessed by these 63 men.

Granting, for purposes of argument, that 
these men have something to say to the 
President and his counsellors, why must the 
public and the press be shut out? Why must 
we settle for a sanitized insider’s minutes, 
when only a verbatim transcription could 
reveal with certainty how the public interest 
is faring in these secret deliberations?

Closed Sessions
Closed sessions, we are told, promote 

"frank and open discussions” . But what have 
they to hide? Industry advisory committees 
are prohibited by law from discussing the 
“current or projected commercial operations 
of identified business enterprises. And if 
they are trading information, they may very 
likely be doing so in violation ol the spirit, if 
not the letter, of our anti-trust laws.

Or, suppose a particular board chairman, 
indiscreetly or otherwise, admits in the 
course of a meeting to a gross violation of an 
anti-pollution regulation or ordinance. Will 
bis membership on the Council and presence 
at a meeting attended by government 
p o llu tio n  law enforcem ent officials 
effectively immunize his company from the 
sanctions of the law? Since the meetings are 
closed and since no transcript is made, no 
one will ever know the answers to any of 
these questions. The public is being asked to 
p.iy a high price for “ frank and open 
discussions" among these gentlemen.

In a democratic society closed meetings 
o I sii c h i m m e n s e I y p o w e r f u l ,  
q uasi-governmental groups as this are 
justified only for the most compelling 
reasons. The Congress recognizes this 
principle and holds executive sessions only 
for ilu* most extraordinary reasons. There 
are clearly no such reasons here.

Carry Out Responsibilities
At a recent gathering of conservationists. 

Secretary STans suggested that NIPCC is an 
example of the efforts of the Commerce 
Department to carry out its responsibilities 
for environmental quality under the 
President’s Reorganization Plan No. 4. We 
can only conclude that the Secretary, and 
perhaps the President, have a very limited 
vision of their responsibilities and of the 
pollution crisis, to place such men as these in 
such a critical position in the pollution law 
enforcement system.

Most disturbing of all, this practice is 
occurring when citizens' groups have been 
systematically excluded from other avenues 
of redress. Out lobbying laws are straight 
jackets for ordinary citizens and carte 
blanche for powerful economic pressure 
groups.

Our corrupt electioneering practices laws 
are openly  flaunted by self-seeking 
politicians and some of our less scrupulous 
corporations. The ordinary citizen, the 
consumer, the small businessman and the 
conservationist are disarmed in our national 
legislature. They will be effectively barred 
from the courts if the Internal Revenue 
Service has its way. Through NIPCC and 
similar industry/government fraternities they 
will be systematically denied access to the 
one branch of government that is supposed 
to represent all of the people and the public 
interest the executive.

And the supreme irony of their plight is 
that all of this is happening under an 
Administration that has pledged a return to 
law and order.
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DISC: A Billion Dollar 
Boondoggle The Public 
Doesn’t Know About

by Tom Stanton 
(Harvard Law ’70)

DISC is a billion dollar 
program  cu rren tly  under 
consideration by Congress as a 
part of the l 970 Trade Bill. One 
billion dollars is more than five 
times what we spend on the 
entire federal judicial system. 
President Nixon vetoed the 1970 
education bill because, in his 
view, it was $453 million too 
much. DISC will cost twice as 
much. As Ralph Nader wrote to 
Senator Long of the Finance 
Committee recently. DISC is a 
billion dollar boondoggle.

Yet, almost no one in the 
general public knows about 
DISC. It shows, once again, that 
if powerful industry interests are 
able to mask their intentions in 
the complex language of a tax 
proposal, they can raid the U.S. 
Treasury with impunity.

Exempts U.S. Exporters
The DISC proposal is 

designed to improve our balance 
of paym ents by virtually 
exempting U.S. exporters from 
U .S . ta x a t io n .  Tax-wise 
companies will be invited to set 
up dummy corporations, called 
Domestic International Sales 
Corporations ( DISCS), to receive 
their foreign sales income. These 
shell corporations will not be 
subject to tax as long as they 
fulfill a multitude of technical 
r e q u i r e  m cuts A DISC’S 
accumulated untaxed profits can 
then be placed at the disposal of 
the parent company by means of 
inlia-company “ loans" at low 
interest rates.

Currently, the United States 
annually exports $36.5 billion of 
goods. Even the Treasury 
D e p a r t  in e n t . an a c t i v e 
proponent of DISC, concedes 
that the proposal will increase 
exports by only a billion or 
billion and a half dollars. This 
means that 96 % of DISC’s 
benefits will be spent as a tax 
windfall for current exports,with 
only 4% directly applicable to 
new exports. DISC is designed so 
that exporters will receive huge 
subsidies without being required 
to increase exports at all.

The inefficiency of DISC as a 
tax incentive has aroused the 
concern of professional officials 
of the Treasury Department as 
well as the staff of the 
C o n g re ss io n a l Jo in t Tax 
Committee. In a confidential 
report, the Tax committee staff

no ted  th a t the optimistic 
Treasury figures for the DISC 
p ro p o sa l had no strong  
foundation. The staff found that 
the American taxpayer might 
actually be granting to exporters 
a subsidy of $2 for each dollar 
of new export sales which can be 
expected!

The large corporate exporters 
and tax law firms have been 
studying the DISC proposal 
since last year. They are the 
beneficiaries of the proposal. 
Indeed. DISC will primarily 
b e n e f i t  the I 00 largest 
corporations which already have 
the lion’s share of the export 
trade. Only the benefactors -- 
the American public -- remain 
unaware of the billion dollar gift 
they are making.

It’s Not Unusual
This is not an unusual 

happening in tax law. One of the 
most notorious examples in the 
1954 l ax Code was Sec. I 240. 
which granted a $2 million tax 
loophole to a large Hollywood 
producer. Sec. I 240 was written 
in inscrutable legal language 
which did not alert Congress to 
the fact that this was a personal 
provision designed so that only 
one influential taxpayer could 
obtain its benefits. But Sec. 
I 240 only cost S2 million, for 
only one tax year. DISC 
promises to cost a billion dollars, 
year after year, for decades to 
co me.

The public must become 
more aware of such loopholes in 
the tax law and prevent DISC 
and similar corporate welfare 
grants from becoming law.

I get off at five.


