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Six New Professors 
Added For Next Year

New Admissions 
Team: Winograd 
and Patterson

Graduated Rate Hike 
Scheduled Next Year;

Faculty Affairs Committee 
Excited Over Appointments

GULC will add six new 
full-time faculty members for 
the 1971-72 academic year.

Frank L. Flegal, a 1966 
Georgetow n Law C enter 
graduate and presently an 
adjunct Professor of Procedure 
at GULC, is a partner with the 
Washington firm of Dickstein, 
Shapiro, & Galligan. Mr. Flegal 
r e c e iv e d  h is  B.A. from 
O ccidental College in Los 
Angeles and served as a law clerk 
in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of 
Columbia in 1966-67.

John R. Kramer, who is also 
currently an adjunct professor at 
GULC, is Fxccutive Director of 
the National Council on Hunger 
and Malnutrition in the United 
S ta te s .  Mr. Kram er, 33, 
graduated magna cum laude 
from Harvard College in 1958, 
was a Fulbright Scholar in 
English at Cambridge University 
in England, and received his 
LL.B. magna cum laude from 
Harvard Law in 1962. Before 
assuming his present position, 
Mr. Kramer was law clerk to 
Judge Charles Merrill of the 
Ninth Circuit, was Assistant U.S. 
Attorney in the District of 
Columbia, served as Education 
C o u n se l fo r  th e  House 
E d u c a t i o n  and  L ab o r 
Committee, and was associated 
with the firm of Shea & Gardner 
in Washington.

A 1934 law graduate of 
Columbia University, Martin 
Riger comes to GULC from his 
p resen t position  as Vice 
P resid en t, S ecretary , and 
G e n e ra l  Counsel of the 
Federated Department Stores,

Third Edition Of 

Law Journal Set 
For Distribution

The Law Journal has 
announced that Issue 3 of the 
Journal is in the mails to paid 
subscirbers and should be 
available for distribution to 
students on Wednesday and 
Thursday, 11:30 to 1:30 and 
4:00 to 6:00. This is the Annual 
Circuit Note issue analyzing the 
criminal decisions of the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia 
Circuit. The Circuit Note is 
prefaced by the remarks of the 
Honorable Gerhard Gesell. 
Wesley Williams Jr., formerly 
counsel to the Senate District 
Committee, has written an 
article describing the structural 
reform of the D.C. Court 
system.

The Journal is quite pleased 
to have overcome the traditional 
lag between due date and 
publication, which has in the 
past amounted to three months. 
Issue 3 is the Februarto three 
months. Issue 3 is the February 
Issue and is thus “on time” 
Issue 4, the March Issue, is now 
in galleys and should also be 
published on schedule.

Inc. Previously, Mr. Riger held a 
position with the S.E.C. as Chief 
Counsel and Director of the 
Reorganization Division and as 
A ssistant D irector of the 
Corporate Finance Division. In 
addition, he was the draftsman 
of Chapter X of the Bankruptcy 
Act.

Paul F. Rothstein, 32, is a 
native of Chicago and a graduate 
of Northwestern Law School. 
From 1961 to 1963, he studied 
at Oxford University as a 
Fulbright Scholar. During the 
1963-64 academic year he was 
an instructor at the University of 
Michigan Law School, and 
thereafter joined the faculty of 
the University of Texas Law 
School, from which he took a 
leave of absence to assume his 
present position as litigation 
attorney with the Washington lar 
firm of Surrey, Karask, Greene, 

(Continued on page 4)

Peter A. Winograd and 
Jerom a A. Patterson were 
appointed recently to the post 
of D irector and Assistant 
D irec to r, respectively , of 
Adm issions at GULC. Mr. 
Patterson will assume his new 
position on March 1, followed 
by Mr. Winograd in June. Mr. 
T h o m a s  F ischer, present 
Director of Admissions, was 
named Assistant Dean in charge 
of the new Law Center.

Mr. Winograd, presently the 
Director of Admissions at NYU 
Law School, is a graduate of 
Brown University (B.A., I960), 
Harvard Law School (LL.B., 
1963), and NYU Law School 
(LL.M., 1965). He comes to 
GUL C  w i t h  f ive y ears’ 
experience in the Admissions 
D epartm ent at NYU Law 
School.

Mr. Patterson, who earned a 
B.S. from Columbia in 1968, is 
presently a third year night 
s tu d en t at GULC. He will 
graduate in the Spring of 1972.

Both men have at least one 
thing in common: their concern 
for the special problems faced 

(Continued on page 7)

Sr. Students Exempted
The President o f Georgetown University, Father R.J. Henle, S.J., 

announced an across-the-board tuition increase this week. Dean 
Adrian Fisher explained the significance to the Law Center and 
attributed the tuition hike to increased operating costs, an addition 
of six full-time faculty members, and tuition increases among 
comparable law schools. First and second year students will be most 
affected by the increase, according to Dean Fisher. The following is 
the Dean's report:

As you may no t a ll have received the President's 
announcement of our tu ition increase for next year, and as 
further detail is necessary and appropriate, I announce that 
pursuant to the recommendation of our faculty-student 
Committee on Finance, next year tu ition w ill be as follows:

FULL-TIME DIVISION
First Y e a r...................................................................... $2,250.00
Second Y ear.................................................................... 2,100.00
Third Y e a r .......................................................................1,950.00

PART-TIME DIVISION

First Y e a r.................................................. $80 per credit hour
Second Y e a r..............................................$75 per credit hour
Third Y e a r ................................................ $70 per credit hour*
Fourth Y e a r..............................................$70 per credit hour*

‘ Unchanged.

Government Abandons 
Case Against Gay Lib

GRADUATE AND UNCLASSIFIED 

$70 per credit hour (unchanged)

The criminal charges against 
four members of the Gay 
Liberation have been dropped 
by the U.S. Attorney who was 
prosecuting the case. In 
addition, the U.S. Attorney’s 
office has promised a full 
investigation to determine if key 
government witnesses have 
perjured themselves.

On Jan. 29, 1971, when the 
case went to trial in D.C.’s 
newly-formed Superior Court, 
the charges had already been 
dropped against eight of the 
original 12 who were arrested. 
After three weeks of preliminary 
hearings in which a motion to 
suppress was being argued, the 
charges against the remaining 
four were finally dropped.

The events that ended with 
the arrest of 1 2 Gay Liberation 
members began on Nov. 28, 
1970, when two homosexual 
“couples” were refused service 
in a D.C. restaurant. The four 
left and returned a short time 
later with other members of the 
Liberation who were attending 
the Revolutionary People’s 
C onstitu tional Convention. 
Following an altercation that 
ended in a free-for-all, the 12 
members of the Gay Lib were 
arrested as they drove from the 
scene in a VW bus.

The controversial series of 
events between the time of the 
suspects’ arrest and their 
appearance in a “lineup” was the 
primary'reason that the charges 
were dropped. Complaining 
witnesses from the restaurant 
who went to the precinct station 
to file formal complaints against 
the Gay Lib members were 
allegedly taken to the cells 
where the 12 men were 
confined. Later, at the “lineup,” 
the men were identified by these 
witnesses. At the preliminary 
hearing there was conflicting

testimony as to whether, in fact, 
these witnesses had visited the 
cell block before the lineup.

The seven full-time lawyers 
who worked on the case, 
imitating the technique used in 
the Spock trail (to test 
antipacifist sentiment), had 
hoped to expose the general 
antihomosexual bias during voir 
dire (questioning of the jurors) 
and later during the trial itself. 
This intention was never realized 
because the charges were 
dropped during the preliminary 
proceedings.

At a news conference held on 
Thursday, Feb. 18, 1971, the 
freed members of the “D.C. 1 2” 
announced that civil suits are 
anticipated for damages resulting 
from lost jobs, forced travel 
(some were from out of town), 
and uncompensated living 
expenses during the three 
months between arrest and 
dismissal of the charges.

This tuition rise is identical 
with that recommended by the 
faculty-student committee in 
connection with the I‘>71-72 
b u d g e t .  T h e  c o mmi t t e e  
recom m ended this rise for 
several reasons. First, steadily 
rising costs, amplified by our 
move to the new building, 
compelled an increase. It is 
important to note that tuition at 
c o m p a r a b l e  s c h o o l s  i s 
significantly higher than ours, 
and is going further up. There is 
no alternative to tuition raises if 
quality is to be preserved.

S e c o n d ,  the increased 
revenues are making possible the 
l a r g e s  e x p a n s i o n  in 
resources—and therefore, we 
hope, in quality in many years. 
Next year’s faculty will be 
enlarged by five new full-time 
a p p o i n t m e n t s ;  t h e  new 
personnel have been hired, and 
we expect you will share the 
enthusiasm of the faculty and 
students who have met them. 
(As the hiring was completed

Third Year Night Student 
Killed In Auto Accident

We regret to announce the 
death of John Paul Potts, a 
third year student in our 
Part-time Division.

Mr. Potts was killed in an 
au tom obile  accident on 
Saturday, February 13. Mr. 
Potts, a 1960 graduate of 
ViUanova University, worked 
for the Pentagon at the time 
of his death. He is survived by 
a wife, Ruby, and two young 
sons. The family resides at 
6 6 0 0  D o r s e t  Dr i v e ,  
Alexandria, Virginia.

A memorial mass was held 
on Friday, February 19, in 
St. Thomas More Chapel at 
the Law Center. John Paul Potts

Dean Adrian Fisher

o n l y  l a s t  w e e k ,  an  
announcement introducing the 
new  p e r s o n n e l  is being 
prepared.) In addition, while our 
precise budget for next year is 
not yet final, a substantial 
improvement in the library and 
some sorely-needed additions to 
administrative staff will occur, 
among other obviously necessary 
improvements.

Third, to sustain this enlarged 
commitment, to support further 
improvement and to assure our 
preserving and improving our 
competitive position, it is clearly 
necessary that our future tuition 
levels be more in line with 
comparable schools. Because we 
have been charging lower than 
comparable schools’ rates, the 
realighinent presents obvious 
problem s. We thought  it 
unnecessary and unwise to 
impose that rise on our present 
th ird -year and fourth-year 
(part-time) classes, because their 
comparatively small class size 
would mean only a modest 
addition to our overall revenues 
unless the full increase was

(Continued on page 4)
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Id Est

Suggestions
Please??

At the time of the original noon, February 17, deadline 
only three candidates had filed petitions for the S.B.A. 
Presidency. On the other hand, five had decided to run for 
Vice-President. At the risk of boring you with constant 
reminders of student apathy, the situation presents a 
provocative example of yet another facet of a prevalent 
student disease which may or may not be peculiar to 
GULC.

This particular malady may be called, for lack of a 
shorter or better label, the “I’ve-Got-A-Great-Suggestion- 
For-You-But-Fm-Too-Busy-To-Work-On-it” Syndrome or 
the “This-Place-ls-A-Dump-But-Fve-Got-More-Important- 
Things-To-Do-Than-Help-Correct-I t” Neurosis.

There is an abundance of important and relevant issues 
to be dealt with within the Law ('enter Community-from 
the very lack of a sense of unity or communication within 
the body itself to more tangible, concrete proposals to 
facilitate student tuition financing as the cost of education 
continues to soar. What’s more, most students are quite 
aware of the existence of such problems and the 
potentialities for solving them. But it’s much easier to run 
for Vice-President and gain the transcript glory of such an 
“impressive” title than to devote the time and, 
all-too-often, frustrations of the efforts involved in being 
actually responsible for effecting real change through the 
office of the Presidency.

Anyone who is actively involved in any student activity 
at Georgetown will tell you how easy it is to get 
suggestions and good talk from students who have brilliant 
ideas for re-structuring and changing many facets of 
student life here. But what happens when these “Idea 
Men” are invited to actually put forth energy toward 
implementing their great plans? You guessed it-the  
sudden paralysis of the syndrome takes over, and without 
the manpower, the idea dies with the last words spoken.

The ground at GULC is fertile for change, but change 
doesn’t come about through talk alone. Moreover, at the 
risk of being heretical, law students aren’t half as driven 
and hard-pressed for time as they might like for others and 
themselves to believe. Parkinson’s law applies to legal 
eagles, too.

It's time for us all to do more caring than simply coming 
up with bright ideas it's time to re-direct and transform 
our concern into action. And believe it or not, it will still 
leave time for the casebook and a few hands of bridge in 
the Lounge.

V.A. Benefits

NOTICE

I REGRET THAT SOME STUDENTS WHO REGISTERED  
BY M AIL IN SPRING WERE MISINFORMED AT 
REGISTRATION REGARDING THE PROCEDURE 
NECESSARY TO CONTINUE THEIR V.A. BENEFITS.

ANY STUDENT WHO IS ATTENDING UNDER THE V.A. 
PROGRAM MUST COMPLETE A V.A. BENEFITS CARD AT 
THE BEGINNING OF EACH SEMESTER.

IF YOU ARE ELIGIBLE FOR V.A. BENEFITS AND HAVE 
NOT COMPLETED THIS CARD, PLEASE COME TO THE 
REGISTRAR'S OFFICE AT ONCE. WE W ILL N O TIFY  THE 
V.A. IM M EDIATELY THAT YOU ARE ENROLLED. IN 
A DD ITIO N, WE W ILL SEND AN EXPLANATORY LETTER  
ASKING THE V.A. TO EXPEDITE PAYMENTS.

MAY I REMIND ALL V.A. STUDENTS THAT THEY MUST 
COMPLETE THIS CARD EACH SEMESTER AT  
REGISTRATION?

IN THE FUTURE WE W ILL INCLUDE THIS  
INFORM ATION IN OUR REGISTRATION PACKETS.

—Eleanor R. Higdon, Registrar

Survey Finds Most Georgetown 
Students Liberal, But Nonradical

An o p i n i o n  po l l  of  
undergraduate students indicates 
t h a t  mo s t  s t u d e n t s  at  
Georgetow n University are 
neither radical nor alienated 
from American society. In fact, 
most are rather happy with their 
lot.

The survey was made during 
the fall semester by students in 
the Analysis of Political Data 
course taught by Dr. Robert 
Hitlin, assistant professor of 
government.

In response to the question, 
“ Are you happy with your 
d e c i s i o n  t o  c o m e  to 
Georgetown?” 77.1 per cent 
( l 2 l ) of the respondents 
answered “yes,” 12.7 per cent 
(20) answered “no,” and 10.2 
per cent (16) were undecided. 
The contentment was strongest 
among upperclassmen, with 
juniors and seniors marking 
“yes” 85.2 and 82.9 per cent, 
respectively.

“This probably bodes well for 
future fund raising drives,” Dr. 
Hitlin said.

A ques t i on  concerning 
prevailing student ideologies 
shows the student body to be 
primarily liberal. Students were 
asked, “Which of the following 
people do you feel ideologically 
closest to?” The results were: 
former Rep. Allard Lowenstein 
(D -N .Y .), 56.8 per cent ;
President Nixon, 17.3; William 
F. Buckley, 16.6; and Eldridge 
Cleaver, 9.4.

Nearly 70 per cent of the 
respondents indicated they were 
Democrats, Dr. Hitlin said, with 
the rest either Republican (21.7) 
or independent (8.4).

So it’s not surprising that 
Sen .  Edmund S. Muskie 
(D-Maine) defeats President 
Nixon handily (85.7 per cent to 
14.3) in a hypothetical race for 
the presidency in 1972.

Nor did President Nixon do 
well when rated by students as 
to his performance thus far. 
None thinks he has performed in 
“excellent” fashion, with but 
15.1 per cent rat ing h is 
administration “good” and the 
rest choosing “fair” (47.2 per

cent) or “poor” (37.7 per cent).
Yet he looks good when 

compared to Vice President 
Spiro T. Agnew. Mr. Agnew’s 
ratings were: excellent, 1.3 per 
cent; good, 7.7 per cent; fair, 
24.8 per cent; and poor, 66.3 
per cent.

Georgetown students do not 
seem to be as upset with the 
u n i v e r s i t y ’s Army ROTC 
detachment as some people 
think.

In fact, more than half of 
those interviewed (50.7 per 
cent) favor having ROTC on 
campus, with 27.4 per cent 
against its presence and 21.9 per 
cent undecided.

Other survey results show 
that about a fourth of the 
student body (23.9 per cent) 
works part-time to help defray 
educational costs, and that more 
than a third (36.1 per cent) are 
not now, nor have ever been, a 
m e m b e r  o f  a c a m p u s  
organization.

George t own Universi ty,  
founded in 1789, has a total 
enrollment of 8,076 students.

PAD To Step Up Activities 
Invites GULC To Events

Phi A l p h a  Delta Law 
Fraternity indicated this week 
its intent ion to provide a 
stepped-up program of debates, 
d iscussions, and informal  
meetings with leading members 
o f th e  legal  profession. 
Fraternity  president Richard 
Caro announced two upcoming 
events that will be open to all 
interested members of the 
GULC legal community: an Inns 
of Court evening on Friday, 
February 26 at 8 p.m. at the 
National Lawyers’ Club, and a 
(cash bar) monthly meeting of 
February 27 at the 1789 
Restaurant in Georgetown at 2 
p.m. Present at the Inns of Court 
for a discussion of “the D.C. 
Crime Bill and the role of 
counsel in criminal cases” will be 
Earl Silbey, Executive Assistant

to the U.S. Attorney, Richard 
Hibey, Assistant U.S. Attorney, 
and John Perazich of the Public 
Defender Office. At its monthly 
meeting, PAD will host Customs 
Commissioner Myles J. Ambrose 
for an informal discussion of 
“ O p e r a t i o n  I n t e r c e p t ’ ’ 
(antimarijuana) and the “Sky 
M a r s h a l ’ ’ ( ant ihi j acking)  
program.  Ambrose is the 
rumored nominee for the 
position of Assistant Deputy 
Attorney General, and has a 
s t r o n g  law enf orcement  
background.

These announcements follow 
a recent PAD meeting at which 
it was decided that legal 
fraternity membership must be 
made more attractive to students 
by providing relevant and

st imulat ing activities in a 
professional environment. PAD 
would like to create a new image 
of fraternity membership, and 
feels that the upcoming move to 
the new Law Center will provide 
a spirit of change in which this 
can be accomplished. Two PAD 
interests at the new Law Center 
designed to get students more 
directly involved with the law 
are the development of clinical 
education through a series of 
lectures on specific legal 
p r o b l e m s  by p r ac t i c i ng  
attorneys, and joining forces 
with the legal assistance office at 
the main campus. PAD is also 
encouraging professors to attend 
its scheduled events in the hope 
.that this will give both students 
and professors a better chance to 
become informally acquainted.
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Candidate Statements
instruction. The Student Bar 
Association should encourage 
the Administration and Faculty 
to devote more time, manpower, 
and money to this continual 
experiment of legal education.

As I am running for 
Vice-President of the SBA, 
representing the entire student 
body I must present some of my 
other views. 1 would like to see 
SBA continue in its function to 
appoint students to committees.

The SBA should press for 
better communication between 
the students, the faculty and the 
administration. The SBA should 
serve to expedite the movement 
to the new law center-to assist 
in the solution of the problems 
which arise from the 
move—parking, the lounge, etc.

Candidates
At presstime, the following candidates had filed petitions 

for the major S.B.A. offices:
President:

Philip Howe 
Al Ross 

Tom Smith
Vice-President:

James DeLancey
John Esche 
John Fee 

Denis Opsahl 
Ernie Sanchez

Night Vice-President:
Bob Knisely

Secretary:
Bill King

Treasurer:
Herbert Harmon

Ken Carobus

r  All Come

A t presstime, the following 
statements were filed for 
publication in the Law Weekly. 
Other candidates wishing to 
express their platforms in this 
publication should submit them 
to the Law Weekly by 2:30 p.m. 
Friday, February 26.

k\

Al Ross

To dispose of the formalities:
1 have served for two years in 
the SBA, have been a member of 
the Academic Standards 
Committee, and am presently 
Chairman of the Student 
Representat ives to the 
Admissions Committee. Last 
year 1 sponsored the resolution 
which lifted the burdens of 
crowded scheduled exams, 
initiated the first experiment in 
an honor system, and gave 
students an opportunity to 
demonstrate their opposition to 
the Nixon-Agnew war policies. 
This past year, with SBA 
sponsorship, 1 attended the 
R e v o l u t i o n a r y  Peoples’ 
Constitutional Convention in 
Philadelphia and, since June, 
have been working with a public 
interest law firm in the city. 1 
am currently an editor of the 
American Criminal Law Review. 
Having been both a night-time 
and day-time student, I am 
familiar with the problems of 
each division and belive that 1 
know the workings of this 
school in general and the SBA in 
particular as well as any student.

So...where do we go from 
here? I’m not sure: specific 
campaign plat forms are 
somewhat of a sham since the 
effectuaion of any proposal 
depends upon the composition 
of the new SBA and the 
attitudes of the faculty. The role 
o f Student  government, 
however, must be, as Professor 
Kir Kinoy said, “to study in 
depth and in precision the 
p a r t i c u l a r i t y  of  t he  
contradictions within which we 
operate in order to understand 
and best participate in the 
r e s o l u t i o n  of  t h e s e  
contradictions in a forward 
motion.” And we must be 
prepared to act in accord with 
our analyses.

For example:
(1) We must not permit the 

Students in Court program to 
fail for lack of funds: it is the 
only program which permits 
students to practice in the courts 
in the service of the community.

(2) What will be mu- 
relationship with Federal City 
College which is only a block 
away from the new school? So 
far no one has made any 
mention of the issue, but it 
cannot be ignored.

(3) We must organize with 
students from other area law 
schools to act on matters of 
concern in the District of 
Columbia.

(4) The SBA should do what 
it can to ensure that the facilities 
of the new law school will 
accomodate in the best way 
possible the needs of its student 
community. We are already 
moving into the new school with 
50% more students than the 
anticipated maximum. What is

being done about the size of first 
year classes? Eating facilities? 
Parking?

There is a feeling here that all 
GULC’s problems will be solved 
by moving into the new 
building-however things are not 
really going to change by putting 
old wine in a new bottle.

There is much to do and 1 
would appreciate your support.

Sincerely, 
Alfred F. Ross

Denis Opsahl

In running for the Day Vice 
Presidency I’m rather convinced 
that student government as it’s 
now constituted is not very 
worthwhile. With Al Ross’s 
permission I’m incorporating his 
statement as a preface to my 
own. As a former member of the 
law school’s Finance Committee, 
I’m concerned about the 
impending increase in student 
tuition. Such an increase would 
further strap most students. 
Such an increase can be avoided. 
If elected, I will do everything 
possible to avoid further tuition 
increases. After much rhetoric 
about student activism and 
clinical education, not too much 
has happened here. While it’s 
unwise to suggest specific 
programs at this stage, though, 
as a school we’re situated in a 
city well supplied with injustice, 
rascism, hypocrisy, and the chief 
menace of indifference. 
Hopefully the SBA, the students 
of this school, can work some 
substantial benefit to the local 
community. The current shuffle 
with George Washington 
University’s urban law program 
is an indication of what should 
be avoided. To borrow a phrase 
from I. F. Stone, perhaps as 
students we can really do 
something to seek reconciliation 
by understanding, by social 
reform, and by reducing to a 
minimum the official violence 
that American society takes for 
granted. The students-in-court- 
program must be continued 
effectively. Furthermore, efforts 
should be made to expand the 
opportunities for students to 
provide legal assistence in civil, 
criminal, and administrative 
cases. As Vice President, in 
conjunction with students, 
faculties, and alumni of this and 
neighboring law schools, 1 would 
press for reform of the District 
of Columbia Bar. To many, the 
D.C. Bar would appear to be 
both unfair and antiquated. 
Indeed after three years of law 
school the social utility of Bar 
admission procedures is suspect.

Jim DeLancey

I believe that the SBA can 
perform useful functions within 
our Law Center. The SBA has 
the formal organization and 
prestige to influence the new 
Law Center’s development.

As a member of the 
Student-Faculty Committee on 
Academic Standards, I have 
become aware that GULC offers 
a better rounded education than 
other national law schools, but I 
m u s t  l o o k  t o  o u r  
future—in which GULC will 
continue to fulfill its role in 
educating competent attorneys.

I am concerned with 
educational reform, as opposed 
to the politicization of the Law 
Center. The reform of legal 
education is not throwing out 
old courses and programs, but 
rather it is the experimentation 
with new methods of legal 
education.

GULC should not be afraid to 
pursue new courses of legal

by Johnny Barnes

The Black American Law 
S t uden t s ’ A ssociation has 
planned a one-day pre-law 
conference for minority group 
students to be held on February 
27 at the Georgetown University 
Main Campus.

Focusing on the processes of 
applying to and preparing for 
law school as well as financing a 
legal educat ion,  we have 
gathered a number of local 
people in the legal field to share 
their experiences and insights 
with the conferees. In addition, 
Judge George W. Crocket of 
Detroit’s Recorder’s Court and 
Representat ive Ronald V. 
Dellums (D-Calfornia) will be 
the featured speakers at this 
affair. A number of national and 
regional  law schools have 
confirmed their attendance and 
will convey thei r  school’s 
opportunities and programs to 
the participants.

We wish to extend an 
invitation to the Law Center 
Community to join us in this 
necessary endeavor. You may 
at tend all segments of the 
conference, but you can’t cat. 
The food is reserved for “our” 
g u e s t s .  Y o u r  ideas and 
suggestions arc welcome. Your 
support is needed. .SBA has been 
very helpful ,  cont rary to 
previous misjudgment.

There will be a number of 
out-of-town guests in attendance 
at the pre-law conference for 
mi nor i t y  group s tudents.  
BALSA is attempting to provide 
housing for those coming from 
s o me  d i s t ance ;  however,  
pre-registration of out-of-town 
guests has been far greater than 
previously conceived.

If there are any students in 
the Law Center community who 
desire to put up some Blacks, 
Chicanos, Puerto Ricans, etc., 
this particular logistics problem 
can be remedied. It will be 
necessary that the conferees 
enjoy your hospitality for two 
nights, Friday the 26th and 
Saturday the 27th. It will not be 
necessary to feed them.

Anyone who can be helpful, 
please contact me (I can usually 
be reached in the Legal Aid 
Office) or pull some other 
BALSA member’s shirt. Thank 
you.

Note: Nearly 200 people
f r o m  out  of town have 
pre-registered.

M E M O -
Those who are unable to 
accommodate any visiting 
s tudent s  may aid in

making their stay possible 
by donating blankets and 
sleeping paraphernalia

WELCOME 
BRIEF TALK ABOUT 

BALSA

INSTRUCTIONS

11:00 AM to 11:45 AM 
WOMEN IN LAW 
DISCUSSION 
(For the Women)
NEW DIRECTIONS 
IN LAW 
(For the Men)

12:00 PM to 12:45 PM

DINNER & FEATURED 
SPEAKER

The deadline for filing 
petitions for the major S.B.A. 
posts has been extended to 
noon, February 25. Elections 
will be held on March 2.

(sleeping bags, etc.) so that 
those guests can better 
accommodate them.

Law Center Official 
Otis Corcoran, Yale law 
student, National Chair
man of BALSA 
Georgetown BALSA 
representative

Attorney Joan Burt 
Washington, D.C.

Professor Jerry Shuman 
Georgetown Law Center

The Honorable 
Ronald V. Dellums 
(D-Calif.)

Candidates who wish to 
f i le  a statement for 
publication in the next issue 
of the Law Weekly should do 
so by 2:30 p.m. on Friday, 
February 26.

AGENDA

Saturday, 27 February, 1971 
9:00 AM to 10:30 A M -

REGISTRATION (Donuts and coffee will be 
served)

10:30 AM to 11:00 AM -

WORKSHOPS (Participants will be divided into se
veral groups and attend workshops under the di
rection of law students, law professors and local 
attorneys.)

1:00 PM to 2:30 PM
SPEAKER AND LUNCHEON The Honorable

Judge George W. 
Crockett, Jr. of 
the Recorder’s 
Court of Detroit 
Michigan

2:45 PM to 5:30 PM -
THE SPONSORING LAW SCHOOLS will be set up 

in various rooms in the building and have this op
portunity to discuss their school’s programs.

6:00 PM to 7:30 P M -

Notice
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Music: Kinks by S. Durovic

Lola Versus Powerman and the Moneygoround, Part One The Kirks 
(Reprise RS 6423).

Sounds like a case cite. I don’t know what the Part One 
means-maybe there’ll be a second one. The Kirks have been 
releasing fine solid LPs for about six to seven years now, ever since 
they came over in the general British rock invasion in ’64 with a 
gaggle of outasite hard rockers like “You Really Got Me,” “All Day 
and All of the Night,” “Till the End of the Day,” etc., and this LP is 
a typical and consistent release with several numbers that have that 
tinge of greatness about them and a couple of real bombs. The 
stirring, propelling, stroke-it-down sound, the backward chords, the 
funny nasal singing, and the sly, witty lyrics are all here in 
abundance. They seemed to have become mixed in inevitable 
obscurity, known only to a claque of hardcore fans until last year 
when they came thru with Arthur one of ’69’s best rock LPs. Lola is 
a story L.P (Ray Davies writes little stories, not just songs) as are 
their last several, generally centered arouhd one theme. Arthur was 
the most tightly integrated, with the same characters thruout, 
probably as much an opera as Tommy (more like a play), but the 
others, like Village Green Preservation Society, which dealt with 
memories, nostalgia, reminiscences, traditions, and dreams, have a 
broader view and are more loosely tied.

Lola's theme is pretty general if you try to cover the whole LP. 
Basically it is about personal freedom vs. success vs. societal 
pressures, choices and non-choices, dropping out, relief from 
exploitation, sccrewed-up society. Nothing new to be sure, especially 
now, and always a theme from Rousseau to Sherwood Anderson, 
before and beyond. Well, it’s still a relevant subject even tho’ it’s 
reached universal cliche proportions, and Ray Davies, to whom the 
subject is not new either, dealing as he always has with one’s relation’ 
to others, escapes, realities, and defining successes, is an original and 
thoughtful fellow. Like Dylan (and he is not unlike England’s Dylan: 
apolitical, perceptive, with those neat little details, humor, a unique 
view, and perhaps a little haunted) always worth hearing (even when 
he bombs).

The first side is a pretty specific vehicle about making it in the 
cutthroat music racket as a rock’n’roll musician. “ Lola” is the 
subject of this as a successful record rather than as some specific 
character lyrically in the story. The side starts with a folksy 
“Contender,” which breaks into a hard solid rocker (“1 don’t want 
to be a fascist dictator, a saint or a sinner. 1 want to be a winner” ), 
then follows with “ S tran g ers ,” a sort of unsuccessful 
we’rc-all-in-it-togethcr.

“Denmark Street” is an outrageous rocker about London’s Tin 
Pan Alley ((He says ‘I hate your music and your hair is to long, but 
I’ll sign you up because I hate to be wrong’ ”). “Get Back in the 
Line” is a poignant song about the tenuous living dependence on the 
musician’s union boss. “ Lola” follows, a single that in fact did make 
it big, being one of the year's finest singles, about picking up a 
transvestite in a Soho club (tho‘ you're not sure-anyway, who else 
could come up with that kind of kinky stuff? They even had to 
change “Coca-Cola” to “cherry cola” on the single to avoid being 
sued).

“Top of the Pops” and “The Moneygoround” are two of the 
ironically funniest things Davies has done. "Pop” chronicles the

changes to one’s life as the record climbs towards a million seller, 
like getting approached by Melodymaker (like Billboard) for your 
views on politics and religion, screaming female recognition, and “ I 
might even end up a rock and roll god, it might even turn into a 
steady job.” And finally, “Moneygoround” concerns all the splits, 
percentages, agents, publishers, promoters, bookers, et al that get 
involved so that the musician winds up getting nothing after all his 
“ friends” take their cuts from a song they didn’t even hear (“Eyes 
round and round, let’s all sit and watch the money go round”). Also 
a telling comment on the courts (“I decided to fight to the end but 
if I ever get my money I’ll be too old and gray to spend it” ). A 
sterling five star side delivered for the most part in a style of driving 
whimsey with all the ingredients that make for great rock’n’roll.

Side Two doesn’t fare as well. There are several good numbers, all 
solid down-the-line rockers: “Apeman,” the current single about 
dropping out, with a funny old-style rock’n’roll quote (“C’mon and 
love me, be my apeman girl, and we’ll be so happy in my apeman 
world”), Rousseauean rock’n’roll; “Rats,” about the oppressiveness 
of overcrowded success-systematized society; and “Powerman,” one 
of the greatest things they’ve done, about the ruthless power-success 
drive contrasted with self-consciously ineffectual protestations of 
integrity by the guy who isn’t having any. The other three cuts are 
unsuccessful to some degree, being either musically weak or 
hackneyed. Seems they don’t do well when they leave the witty, 
hard-driving style.

But what the hell, nobody bats a thousand. The Kirks are one of 
the most important and original groups around, and more important 
make plain old soul satisfying butt-moving rock’n’roll. This plus the 
kind of longevity that Dylan and the Stones have; you’ll be pulling 
them out and digging them long after most of today’s other stuff is 
forgotten.

Professors Added
(Continued from page 1)

&. Hill. Mr. Rothstein is also the 
author  of a textbook on 
Evidence Law, Evidence in a 
Nutshell, which was published in 
January, 1970, by the West 
Publishing Company.

William T. Vukowich, 27, is 
presently a Ford Urban Law 
Fellow and J.S.D. candidate at 
Columbia University and is on 
leave from the College of Law of 
Willamette University in Salem, 
O r e g o n .  Mr.  V u k o w i c h  
graduated in 1968 from the 
University of California Law 
School at Berkeley and received 
his undergraduate education at 
Indiana University. He is a 
member of the California Bar 
and has served as the Consumer

Law Assistant of the New York 
City Department of Consumer 
Affairs.

The final addition to the 
faculty is Heathcote Woolsey 
Wales. The 27-year-old native 
Tennesseean is presently a 
vi s i t ing professor at the 
University of Texas Law School 
while on leave from the 
University of Mississippi School 
of Law. He is a graduate of the 
University of North Carolina and 
the University of Chicago School 
of Law. During 1969-70, Mr. 
Wales prepared the revision of 
the Mississippi laws on civil 
commitment and the rights of

(Continued on page 5)

Rate Hike 
Scheduled

(Continued from page 1)

imposed on them and we believe 
that for very many in these 
classes their last year here will 
e x h a u s t  t he i r  resources, 
particular because of today’s 
difficul t  economic situation. 
Similarly, the sharpness of the 
rise necessary if we are to move 
our tuition to suitable levels 
warranted a larger increase for 
the incoming class than for the 
present first-year class.

We may have to raise tuition 
in the future as we continue the 
effort to offer better education. 
The differential tuition scale for 
n e x t  y e a r  has  o b v i o u s  
drawbacks, but on balance seems 
the only sound resolution of our 
need and our students’ ability to 
pay. The differential scale is 
only an interim measure, and we 
do not expect to continue it. 
The fact that this time we have 
been able to avoid any increas 
on third-year and fourth-year 
students cannot be taken as an 
indication that we will be able to 
do so again.

Everyone knows of the 
current financial plight of our 
universi t ies,  and the most 
extensive effort and intense 
thought are being given our 
financial situation. None of that 
lessens our regret than any 
increase is necessary, and I and 
the other Deans and staff are 
available to you to assist as 
much as we can in helping you 
make adjustments to meet the 
new costs.

Tuesday, February 23, 1971

Classifieds
Anyone wishing to purchase 

the return half of the 
Georgetwoen-sponsored jet 
flight to Europe (returning 
August 26) should contact Dean 
Oldham, who has three such 
tickets.

Theatre-Onward and Upward
With the exception of The Rothschilds, which 

opened last October, this has not been a particularly 
fine season for new Broadway musicals. Thus far, 
only four other major, book musicals have ventured 
into the city and despite the promise of talent in the 
Spring, this is a rather dismal record.

Two of the efforts died in two weeks. Lovely 
Ladies, Kind Gentlemen, a re-hash of John Patrick’s 
Teahouse of the August Moon which we spoke of in 
an earlier column, wasn’t really bad but could not 
survive the roasting it got from the critics. Ari was 
Leon Uris’ new version of his popular novel, Exodus. 
It could have made an anti-semite of Golda Meir. It 
boasted two marvelous voices (David Cryer and 

£ Constance Towers) in the leads, but gave them no 
tunes to sing and no sympathetic characters to 

i| portray.
That Ari broke house records at the National while 

it was here over the Christmas holidays only testifies 
to the fact that audiences do want to go to good 
musical theatre and the District is long over due.

Of the new crop, the two survivors are Two By 
Two; and a revival of No. No, Nanette.

Richard Rodgers produced and composed Two By 
Two; and while it is far from his best score, it has its 
moments and the small but perfectly cast company 
makes the most of them.

Danny Kaye is the 900 year old Noah made young 
(90) again to build the ark. Even for those of us who 

i| have never been able to see Mr. Kaye's particular 
talents, it is a winning performance. A measure of the 

|: craft’s destructability may be that the performance is
if presently being given from a wheel chair. Kaye pulled 
£: some ligaments the week before last and Harry Goz 
§• had been doing a Fine job in his place, but to keep the 
if show running they had to get Kaye back in a hurry.

This is really a shame for while the show lacks a 
| |  decent  love s ong-usua l l y  a Rodgers 
ill- trademark—second string Rodgers is still better than

by John Esche

first string anybody else. There is a lot of fun in the 
patter song where Goz, in his usual role as son Shem, 
and his wife re-affirm their love (As Far As I’m 
Concerned) and also where son Japheth insists that 
God is wrong to bring the flood (Something, 
Somewhere).

These are the voices: Madeline Kahn as the 
seductress is delightful and Walter Willison as son 
Japheth is probably the best new voice on Broadway 
this season.

The main problem remains the book. Peter (1776) 
Stone's script has a lot of Fast Side Aesop funnies, 
but all in all, the Cosby ark routine in funnier.

One last thing. This is the only show in New York 
to which 1 do not recommend the balconey seats. A 
bit player named God bellows out his lines from 
speakers immediately behind the last row in the 
Imperial Theatre and is guaranteed to deafen anyone 
within seventy-five feet. ’Nuf said.

Putting the new shows to shame is a revival of the 
1925 hit, No, Nd, Nanette over at the 46th Street 
Theatre. It has one thing the other new efforts have 
lacked: style.

The book creaks. Nan sends lawyer to “buy off” 
three girls; if wife found out, their innocent 
relationship would appear compromising. Lawyer’s 
wife thinks lawyer is running around. Man's niece 
runs off (chaperoned by family maid) for a liberated 
(in the 1920’s sense) weekend. Allwindup in Atlantic 
City for a ridiculously happy ending.

The score is ancient. Perhaps for my parents; but 
the names Vincent Youmans (composer), “Tea for 
Two,” and “I Want to be Happy” do not particularly 
send me.

BUT: the story is played straight and Burt 
Shevelove’s adaptation and direction have worked a 
minor miracle in resurrecting a genuine sense of 
innocence; and Donald Saddler and Busby Berkeley 
have returned the big production number to

respectability. With the exception of the title songs in £j 
Marne and Dolly, both now gone, there really haven’t §| 
been that many recently. Nanette has one behind jig 
almost every song cue and they are marvelous.

You have got to see Ruby Keeler, in her 60’s, £ 
dancing rings around everyone on stage, to believe £ 
her. Helen Gallagher, finally back in a starring role |; 
matches her every step of the way, and sings too! Her j| 
“Where-Has-My-Hubby-Gone-Blues” in act three is, £ 
alone, worth the price of admission. Did I say £ 
Youman’s music didn’t do anything for me? That’s j| 
not taking into account its being done by if 
professionals with real style and backed by a rich, ;i;:j 
swinging production. j|

One warning about this show too: order tickets £ 
well in advance.

On the local front, a Broadway hopeful opens iiii; 
tonight at the National and two road shows are f; 
coming which warrant attention now.

The tryout is Phil Silvers and Sandy Denis in the if 
British comedy How the Other Half Loves, and is ;£ 
worth noting if for no better reason than the fact that £  
one of the producers is Lawrence Shubert Lawrence. 
Note the middle name. Mr. Lawrence is a Shubert, in §| 
fact The Shubert; head of the theatrical empire which §| 
once turned out half of the shows in New York.

It’s like Gillette going back into the business of ; | 
making razor blades after a lay off of twenty-five §| 
years. We’ll have a review next week.

The road shows are Coco and Hair, and if you | |  
want tickets, get them now for they won’t be there :|i 
later. Coco goes on to the Morris Mechanic in | |  
Baltimore March 3, and Hair fills the National for six | |  
weeks or so (they’re not sure how long yet) from if; 
March 13. Both shows promise to be visually stunning |§ 
and, despite what you may have heard, Coco does |§ 
have some lovely music and, of course, Katherine ;£ 
Hepburn. Peace.
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Juris XVIII

Contempt Power:
Prevention, Not Retribution

This article was reprinted with the permission of Trial Magazine

This problem of controlling courtroom disorder depends 
on both judge and counsel. The main reliance of the judge 
must be on his moral authority, compounded of austerity, 
balance, and comprehension.

Normally counsel can be relied upon to deter their 
clients from making a shambles out of the proceedings. 
But when counsel as well as clients regard the courtroom 
as an open forum for demonstrations, presumably 
addressed to a wider audience elsewhere, the system is put 
under an extraordinary strain.

To the argument that only by indulging counsel and 
client will defendants receive the representation to which 
they are entitled, Justice Jackson — himself a hard-hitting 
courtroom lawyer -  has replied: “That such clients seem 
to have thought these tactics necessary is likely to 
contribute to the bar’s reluctance to appear for them 
rather more than fear of contempt.’’

It may well be that we are experiencing a general revolt 
against authority that history will see as a secular 
Reformation, with the most militant playing the role of 
the radical Anabaptists. But if so, the infantile regressive 
mode of expression by the vanguard is all the more 
unworthy of the cause. It has all the persuasive power of 
that classic line of Ring Lardner, ‘ ‘Shut up!’ he 
explained.’’

The courts, in one way or another, will protect their 
own proeesses/As Justice Jackson said, courts “will not 
equate contempt with courage or insults with 
independence.”

It is ironic, and self-defeating, that the assault on 
authority should now focus on the courts, which have 
been the special shield of the liberties of the dissident and 
despised. The contempt power itself has been a crucial 
instrument for enforcing civil rights.

One is reminded of the spectacle of Sir Thomas More’s 
young friend William Roper, who is described in A Man 

For All Seasons as a youth with “an all-consuming 
rectitude which is his cross, his solace, and his hobby.” He 
would, he exclaims, cut down every law in the land to get 
at the devil. And then, More asks, where would you hide, 
how could you stand upright against the winds that would 
blow through the void?

The judicial process, like the scientific process, can 
commit blunders, but each has its built-in correctives. If a 
jury convicts, an appeal can challenge the statute, the 
composition of the jury panel, the atmosphere permeating 
the trial, the sufficiency of the evidence, and the rulings of 
the trial judge.

Those who would transform the very nature of the 
process from a reasoned search for truth and justice to a 
trial by epithets and antics are committing the most 
grievous of offenses — a crime against intelligence.

The right blend of firmness and forbearance, of respect 
for the dignity of one’s office and for the humanity of its 
contemnors is as difficult to achieve as it is universally 
moving when it occurs. For a century and a half Congress 
and the federal courts have been concerned with the 
proper use of the ancient Anglo-American judicial power 
to hold a recalcitrant person in contempt of court.

Three kinds of contumacious behavior have to be kept 
distinct.

One is conduct disrespectful to a judge but not 
occurring in his presence, such as a verbal attack in a 

newspaper. When a hypersensitive federal judge in the 
early 19th century committed an editor for contempt, an 
impeachment proceeding was brought against the judge, 
and although he was not convicted, Congress in 1831 
enacted a law, which is still in force, severely limiting the 
contempt power in such cases.

An editor would be entitled to a jury trial on a charge of 
obstructing justice, and the guarantee of freedom of the 
press would give him large protection. The power of the 
judge acting alone was limited to cases of disobedience of 
an order of the court, or misbehavior in the presence of 
the court or so near thereto as to obstruct the 
administration of justice.

In the second class of cases — disobedience of an order 
— Congress again intervened. This time it was not th£ 
press, but organized labor, that was aggrieved. Some 
federal judges were issuing injunction orders against 
strikers, often without a full hearing, and when the strikers 
were charged with violating the injunction by obstructing

or damaging their employer’s property they could be jailed 
by the judge for contempt.

The Clayton Act of 19 14 reformed this bypassing of 
normal procedures by requiring a jury trial in such cases 
and limiting the maximum sentence (unless the suit for 
injunction was brought by the United States). Similar 
restrictions on the judge have been included in the Civil 
Rights Act of 1957 and 1964.

All of this legislative activity left intact the judge’s 
authority to deal with the final class of contempt 
misbehavior in the courtroom itself. Here the need for 
summary power is clearest, in order to keep the pursuit of 
truth through the adversary process within tolerable 
bounds of reason and civility. Here, too, the facts about 
what actual misbehavior did occur are plainest.

Even in the case of courtroom misbehavior, however, 
there have been misgivings about the power of the judge 
alone to impose lengthy sentences of imprisonment. A 
majority of the Supreme Court in 1968 decided, for the 
first time, that a sentence of more than six months would 
require a jury trial, but whether, this limit applies to the 
aggregate sentence or merely to the punishment for each 
separate act of obstruction remains to be decided.

Unless some latitude is allowed in the definition of 
separate offenses, a judge, who before the trial is over 
imposes a series of sentences aggregating six months upon 
a recalcitrant person, will have exhausted his power to deal 
with that person by further exercise of his authority 
during the remainder of the trial. The alternative of a jury 
trial for this class of cases is not entirely satisfactory, 
because of the awkwardness of reconstructing the setting 
through oral testimony addressed to a lay jury. It is 
assumed that the original trial jury would be disqualified 
to serve in the contempt case.

The option whether to pronounce sentence immediately 
upon the commission of an act of contempt or to await 
the ending of the trial is itself a decision of some moment. 
Immediate action may be imperative to protect the court 
or necessary to make credible the risk of penalty for 
contempt. Where these factors are not urgent, the judge 
may be well advised to wait, in order not to interrupt the 
trial unduly and not to act under the emotion of the 
moment.

But if the judge does wait, and if the contempt involved 
personal abuse directed at himself, the question arises: 
Should he refer the record to another judge for suitable 
action, in order to remove even the appearance of personal 
vindictiveness or wounded pride?

This course was in fact decreed by Chief Justice Taft, 
speaking for the Supreme Court in 1925. Taft pointed to 
the psychological dilemma facing the judge in the exercise 
of this “indispensable” but “delicate power” :

“The judge must banish the slightest personal impulse to 
reprisal, but he should not bend backward and injure the 
authority of the court by too great leniency.” In that 
situation the judge may refer the matter to a fellow judge 
“without flinching from his duty,” and he was required to 
do so.

Although in the later case of contempt involving the 
lawyers in the celebrated Communist trial of 1949 this 
procedure was urged by Justices Frankfurter, Black and 
Douglas, it was held not to be mandatory. It remains, 
however, at the very least a salutary device in the measured 
administration of justice.

Punishment for contempt is effective only if the threat 
of it serves as a deterrent to obstructive conduct. The 
power is used not for retribution but for prevention. 
Because some defendants may be prepared to risk the 
penalty, other measures may have to be brought to bear to 
neutralize their behavior in the interest of an orderly trial.

If the defendants are in custody, the proceedings may 
be suspended indefinitely, until they agree to speak only 
through their counsel or on the witness stand. This course is 
more suitable for pretrial hearings before the judge than 
for the main trial before a jury, since it might entail a new 
start for the trial and a newly impaneled jury.

But the defendants could hardly assert that they were 
being deprived of their right to a speedy trial, since the key 
to speedy resumption of trial would be held, so to speak, 
in their own pocket. This is, in substance, and can be best 
treated, in form, as an order of civil contempt.

(Continued on page 6)

Emergency Staff 

For G.U. Hospital

G eorgetown University 
Hospital needs a system for 
manning essential patient 
services in cases of civil 
disturbance, disaster, or work 
stoppage of any kind.

The Hospital Staff is 
interested in having a list of 
faculty, university staff, and 
students who would be 
available to volunteer some 
services in the Hospital in 
case o f emergency. This 
would be of great help in 
enabling the Hospital to 
continue to render service to 
patients during a time of 
crisis.

Please, stop in the office 
or call one of the two 
f o l l o w i n g  places (The  
information may be given 
over the phone.):

Office of Miss Patricia 
Rueckel, Vice President for 
Student Development, Room 
117, Old North, Extension: 
4343

or

Nursing Service Office, 
G e o r g e t o w n  Universi ty  
Hospital ,  Ground Floor, 
Room 0 4 0 7 ,  Extension: 
7015.

_________________________ Page 5

NOTICE
The GIJLC International Law 

Society will hold its Spring 
Meeting on Thursday, February 
25 at 7:45 p.m. in Hall l(). The 
topics to be discussed are the 
preparations for hosting the 
Jessup cup and the Hill program. 
Members are urged to attend. All 
other students interested in the 
society are welcome to attend.

New Professors 

Added Next Year
(Continued from page 4)

the committed.
Professor Don Sehwart/., 

Chairman of the l acuity Affairs 
Committee, commented on the 
appointments by saying that lie 
was “very excited about each 
and every one” of the new 
professors. Schwartz expressed 
his belief that this “impressive 
group will greatly strengthen the 
faculty” and will be a big step 
toward building Georgetown as a 
fi rst-rate Law Center. The 
Committee Chairman indicated 
his enthusiasm with the apparent 
great interest  in students 
expr es sed  by the future 
p r o f e s s o r s ,  t h e i r  youth 
combined with their experience, 
their widely varied backgrounds, 
and t h e i r  p o t e n t i a l '  for 
outstanding achievement.

In addition, Schwartz said 
that he and the Faculty Affairs 
Committee had been greatly 
impressed and assisted by the 
Committee’s Student Advisory 
G r o u p  at  t h e  C h i c a g o  
Conference and during the 
interviewing process at GULC. 
S t u d e n t  c o mme n t s  were 
s o l i c i t e d  and respected . 
Professor Schwartz indicated 
t h a t ,  t o  his know ledge, 
Georgetown is the only school 
utilizing student assistance in 
this way, and he felt that the 
results of their efforts speak for 
themselves.
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Contempt Power
(Continued from page 5)

May defendants by their disorderly conduct in the 
courtroom be held to forfeit their basic right to be present 
at their trial? This is a drastic forfeiture. Nevertheless the 
Supreme Court has given its approval to this sanction 
against courtroom disruptions, evidently finding it closer 
to the self-created loss of a speedy trial than to the case of 
an accused who cannot be apprehended for trial. Although 
permissible, the sanction of continuing the trial without 
the presence of the defendant is plainly one not lightly to 
be employed.

Still more extraordinary, although also approved by the 
court, is the confinement of a defendant in a glass 
enclosure, perhaps with telephonic communication 
between him and Counsel -  the use of modern technology 
that would produce a disturbingly archaic atmosphere in 
the courtroom.

Thus, we face a time of crisis of confidence in our legal 
system. It is not great consolation to recognize that a 
similar crisis beset our other ancient institutions of 
authority - the churches and the universities. Nor is it 
much comfort to reflect that the phenomenon is not 
merely national; it is worldwide, or at least it is endemic in 
the more industrialized countries of the world.

Though these facts are not a comfort, they are a caution 
against any purely parochial or one-dimensional view of 
the crisis. As lawyers we know that causation, like truth, is 
rarely pure and never simple. No doubt the crisis is fed by 
such elements in our culture as permissiveness, affluence, 
boredom, the Indochina war, the problems of race, the 
migration to the overcrowded and impersonal cities - 
every citizen has his own favorite cause, and these are just 
a few.

But the global nature of the crisis leads me to seek out a 
more general explanation, to which these others may well 
be tributary, and I find this above all in the gap that exists 
between the technological capacity and moral promise of 
our society on the one hand and the actuality of our 
achievement on the other.

What does all this imply for lawyers individually and in 
convention assembled? To meet the crisis of confidence is 
an urgent task. I would suggest three ways by which in 
combination this might be done; expiation, mediation, and 
education.

Expiation: The first requisite for gaining and holding 
respect is to deserve it. Still unfinished business for law 
since Magna Carta is King John’s pledge: To no one will we 
sell, to no one will we deny or delay right and justice.

No longer is the problem simply or primarily corruption 
or wilful injustice; rather it is the inherent injustice of 
heavy costs and long delays, a problem attacked with 
increasing concern in recent years, through support of legal 
assistance programs, group legal practice, and 
administrative reforms in our courts.

The ordinary citizen and I do not think the justices 
would disagree judges law less by the pronouncement of 
the Supreme Court, vital as these are in setting standards 
and a tone for the whole country, than by what he sees of 
local courthouses, lawyers’ offices, legal aid bureaus, 
prisons and probation services.

Not only the procedures but the substance of law must 
meet the demands of rising expectations. Justice, we would 
agree, is the giving to every person his due, measured by 
merit or achievement or need or his equal worth as a 
human being. Sometimes merit and achievement have 
served as standards of measurement that perpetuate an 
initial injustice, so that the system of justice itself becomes 
a closed circle. The critics, focusing on these instances, 
would explode the whole system, while the standpatters 
are lost in admiration of the comfort and abstract 
symmetry of the circle.

Put in this way, the description leads to the second 
recourse of lawyers: mediation. Our whole perspective and 
experience leads us to see civilization as a tension between 
continuity and change, between heritage and heresy, 
atrophy and anarchy.

Because we regard ourselves as having clients rather than 
being somebody’s lawyer, because our detachment gives 
us a ionger-range view than the immediate contestants may 
have of their self-interest, because we are accustomed to 
cushioning the overly enthusiastic client against the shock 
of disappointment, and prodding the overly complacent 
against the dangers of lethargy, because we are used to 
interpreting to each adversary the point of view' of the 
other, we are in an especially favorable position to mediate 
sympathetically the claims of constancy and reform.

This position is no longer a luxury, it is a pressing 
necessity, and the councils of this Association provide a 
beckoning opportunity to help construct an order that is 
stable while it is in motion.

There is, finally, besides expiation and mediation, the
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I Capt. America

I Lives & Times of Law Students 1

Bobby Koen

Egon would peer around the 
lounge spotting fellows neatly 
dressed, dreaming dreams of 
corporate kilns and factory lines. 
He would say several times with 
a thick Chicago accent, “Watch 
out for the guys with the ties, 
they are dangerous.” Sky, 
returning his eyes from the 
ceiling of chipped white paint.

aroused from his dream as a 
student retained his seat, kept 
murmur ing to himself. His 
dream ended for the hour. These 
are the lives and times of law 
students in our time, 1971, and 
they are hard to fashion. The 
vivid imagery of the boob tube 
has projected caricatures of 
demanding grace and sturdy 
courage of such force as to 
propel the lawyer as somewhat 
of a popular folk hero. Gone 
from the visual screen is the 
t hr ee-piece d-skin ned-manikin 
grabbing greenbacks in search of 
that one big negligence case.

The law student is found in 
constant fantasy, reaching out to 
cure the social illnesses of his 
time, only to be stirred from his 
dreams by the sound of someone 
calling his name in some large 
musty hall. His heels click to 
a t t ent ion,  Adrenalin flows 
through his veins, he fumbles 
forward trying to find his place 
and recall the intolerable 
sequence of a case he once ate

by Bobby Koen
for breakfast back in 1955. His 
voice is lost in the passing trucks 
and constant  shuffle. The 
afternoon passes uneventfully 
but for those lecturers who have 
breathed life into the law. Ben 
shakes his uneven head, hurries 
his step so as not to be crushed 
by the evening Whitehurst rush.

Things must change and 
things must be opened up. 
Perhaps all that will change is 
the tuition, raised either over the 
summer or the bodies of the 
students. The writing programs 
should be opened up and 
rechanneled into programs 
working with government  
a g e n c i e s .  Communicat ion 
between student, professor and 
administrator must equally be 
opened up. We would hope for a 
new body of student leaders like 
Egon, Sky, Ben, Big Tony or 
even Jim Sandman or Willie 
Schatz to rise up and carry the 
banner  for change. Walter 
M iller’s programs should be 
funded-there should be a law 
student in every cop car and on 
every tap in this city. There has 
to be a comfortable chair in the 
new library and the chapel 
should be converted into a 
cafeteria. Further, it should be 
painfully clear, in lieu of the 
Macke contract, that the law 
school is in need of a lawyer. All 
lies untracked, however, on a 
silent Sunday in a computer 
tucked away in Marion, Indiana, 
regardless of what we all might 
think.

Leahy
Competition

Briefs are to be turned in at 
the Barrister’s Council office on 
or before Friday, February 26, 
1971.

Please note on the cover of 
your brief whether you are a day 
or evening student.

First round arguments will be 
held on March 2, 3 and 4.

Time and place will be posted 
on Barrister’s Council bulletin 
board.

Spend an unforgettable 
SEM ESTER  AT SEA

on the former
Q U EEN  ELIZABETH

New lower rates; full credit for 
courses. Write today for details 
from World Campus Afloat, Chap
man College, Box CC16, Orange, 
CA 92666

TIRED OF S.O.S.?

FREE SUNDAY BRUNCH 
STRIKE YOUR FANCY?

HOW ABOUT THE CITY’S 

CUTEST WAITRESSES?

THEN, MY FRIEND,

TAMMANY HALL 

(2109 PENN. AVE.)

IS FOR YOU

avenue of education. There is an immense fascination with 
law on the part of the layman, but in fact he generally sees 
law in its least appealing aspects, or he appreciates it as a 
spectacle where a crime is solved in the courtroom by 
suddenly breaking down a guilty witness at invariably two 
and a half minutes before the program ends. At its best the 
legal process can be a most moving and memorable 
experience, as we are assured by jurymen who have served 
in a well-tried and scrupulously conducted case.

A few years ago, on a plane leaving London, I found 
myself seated next to a passenger who introduced himself 
as an emigre to England from Latvia. He spoke feelingly of 
a recent newspaper account of a trial in which the accused, 
when offered a chance to address the court before 
sentence, let loose a tirade of abuse on the judge. When the 
outburst subsided, the judge said that he would recess the 
case for 24 hours because he did not trust himself to pass 
sentence at that moment. My neighbor on the plane was 
deeply moved by this. “Where else in the world,” he said, 
“could you find such justice?”

In fairness let me refer to an American experience many 
of my lay friends found similarly moving. An educational 
television network filmed a trial in Denver of a Black 
Panther leader on charges of resisting arrest, and broadcast 
the document in full, in four instalments, several months 
after the case was concluded concluded incidentally, 
with a verdict of acquittal.

No one could witness that trial without a feeling of 
profound respect for the painstaking way in which the 
truth was searched for, for the ways whereby law copes 
with uncertainties and ambiguities through presumptions 
and burden of proof, and the sense of gravity with which 
judge and jury carried out their responsibilities.

1 agree in general with the exclusion of television from 
the courtroom, for the familiar good reasons. And yet the 
use of television at a trial for documentary purposes, not 
for the broadcast of live news, and with the safeguard of 
completeness and consent, is an educational experiment 
that I would be prepared to welcome. Properly 
safeguarded and with suitable commentary, the depiction 
of an actual trial is an agency of enlightenment that could 
have few equals in its impact on the public understanding.

Understanding of our legal process, so rarely provided 
by our educational system, is now a desperate need.

LAW BOOKS LEGAL FORMS

NEW & USED STUDENT SUPPLIES

^fertcer jfaw  S W

5 0 9  E STREET, N .W .  

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

NAtionol 8-5785
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Edward Douglass 
White

Moot Court—

Briefs of all participants in the 
Edward Douglass White Public 
Law Argument must be 
submitted to the Registrar’s 
Office on Wednesday, March 17, 
1971, no later than 12:00 noon. 
Oral arguments will be held early 
in the week of March 22, 1971. 
The rules for the competition, 
including requirements for the 
briefs, are attached to the 
Competition Problems, which 
may be obtained in the box near 
the water fountain in the E 
Street lobby. Please note that all 
work for the White Competition 
is strictly on an individual basis. 
All third and fourth year 
students are eligible to enter this 
Competition. Please watch 
Barristers Council bulletin board 
(located in E Street lobby) for 
further details.

Tuesday, February 23, 1971

Admissions Team

(Continued from page 1)

by minority group students in 
Law School. In addition to being 
m o d e r a t o r  of “ Minori ty 
Students and the Law” at the 
1968 Annual Meeting of the 
American Association of Law 
Students, Mr. Winograd has also 
served as chairman of the 
Northeast  Minori ty Group 
Pre-Law Conference. Similarly, 
Mr. Patterson has been involved 
with the Black American Law 
Students’ Association (BALSA) 
at GULC, and is a former head 
of that organization.

N e w sp ap e r

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

Student
Bartender

Service

"Add a

professional touch 

to your parties”

783-3912

5 pm—11 pm Weekdays

HANDMADE LEATHER 
GOODS MADE TO 

ORDER BY SKILLED 
CRAFTSMEN AT 

REASONABLE PRICES!

o-<
3"O)3a.

CALL JERRY 
After 5 weekdays 

Weekends anytime 

938-0566

LEATHER

belts, clothing, things

G eorgetow n University Sum m er School
A N N O U N C E S

1971 S U M M E R  J E T  F L I G H T S  T O  E U R O P E

S P E C I A L
D A T E  F L I G H T  P R I C E

J u n e  20,  1971 N e w  Y o r k - L o n d o n - P a r i s  $ 2 3 0 . 0 0 *
A u g u s t  26,  1971 P a r i s - L o n d o n - N ew  Y o r k

A v a i l a b l e  o n l y  t o  G e o r g e t o w n  s t u d e n t s , f a c u l t y , s t a f f , a n d  i m m e d i a t e  f a m i l i e s .

F o r  a l l  f l i g h t s , a  $100 d e p o s i t  is  r e q u ir e d  i m m e d i a t e l y . F i n a l  p a y m e n t  m u s t  be  
m a d e  b y  A p r i l  20,  1971.  T h e  $ 1 0 0 . 0 0  is r e f u n d a b l e  i f  c a n c e l l e d  p r io r  t o  A p r i l  20,
OR IF ELIGIBLE SUBSTITUTE IS PROVIDED AFTER THAT DATE.

M a k e  a l l  c h e c k s  p a y a b l e  a n d  m a i l  t o :

U n i v e r s a l  T r a v e l  S e r v i c e  
1825 C o n n e c t i c u t  A v e n u e , N . W .
W a s h i n g t o n , D . C .  20009

(20 2)  NO 7 - 3 2 0 2

F o r  t h o s e  c o n t i n u i n g  t o  D ijon  a n d  S a l z b u r g , r a i l  a n d  a i r  i n f o r m a t i o n  w i l l  be f u r 
n i s h e d  AND TICKETS OBTAINED.

♦ T h e  a b o v e  p r i c e  is  b a s e d  on  a  m i n i m u m  o f  160 f o r  t h e  f l i g h t . T i m e s  o f  d e p a r t u r e

AND ARRIVAL W ILL BE FURNISHED LATER.

A PRO-RATA REDUCTION OR INCREASE W ILL BE MADE IF MORE OR LESS THAN 160 PEOPLE GO 
OR IF NEW GROUP AFFIN ITY FARES ARE APPROVED.

150 PARTICIPANTS $ 2 4 5 . 0 0
173 PARTICIPANTS 2 1 3 . 0 0

E l i g i b i l i t y : A l l  s t u d e n t s , f a c u l t y  o r  s t a f f  o n l y  w h o  h a v e  b e e n  e n r o l l e d  a t

LEAST SIX MONTHS PRIOR TO FLIGHT DEPARTURE.
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Halftime

Once again this week the sports world has 
continued its seemingly self-imposed exile on 
newsworthy stories. It appears that all 
typewriters (with the notable exception of 
this one) are on vacation until The l ight. 
Spring training is here, hut that happens every 
year. T he hockey season is slowly wending its 
way toward the playoffs, with a Boston 
victory looking more inevitable every week. 
The Seattle Supersonics have temporarily lost 
the services of Spencer Haywood, and the 
Knicks are causing their fans nightly 
convulsions with their sloppy play over the 
past three weeks. However, one sport that has 
provided consistency since the beginning of 
the year is tennis. There has been little 
coverage of the racket world, perhaps because 
it appears relatively free of the problems that 
seem to be plaguing the other major sports. 
That theory provides only a surface glimpse, 
however, because the sport is suffering from a 
deep division that could threaten the entire 
summer tournament circuit.

Laver

Before discussing that division, there is ano
ther split in the game that should be 
mentioned. This one does no/ threaten the 
tournament circuit, but it may force a drastic 
drop in attendance due to boredom. The split 
referred to is between Rod Laver and any 
other player who owns a racket. The Rocket 
has absolutely dominated the winter circuit, 
proving that his relatively poor showing last 
summer was nothing but a fluke. The 
red-haired Aussie lefty has won the (irand 
Slam twice, once as an amateur and once as a 
pro. (l or those of you who may not know or 
care what the Grand Slam is, it consists of the 
four major tennis tournaments the French, 
the English, the Australian, and the American 
championships. It is the most coveted prize in

Making a Racket
tennis, and is roughly equivalent to baseball’s 
Triple Crown. Before Laver won it for the 
first time in 1962, it had been done only once 
before in the history of the game-by Don 
Budge in 1938.) Rod is generally 
acknowledged to be the finest tennis player of 
all time, and he is proving that once again this 
winter. Tennis Champions Inc., the group that 
Rod and 31 other leading players belong to, is 
staging a tournament this winter that is 
different from any other that has ever been 
held. It consists of a series of matches in 
different cities between different players for a 
total purse of $200,000, making it the richest 
tournament ever. The radical departure in this 
tournament concerns the purses. Each match 
is played on a winner-take-all basis for 
$10,000. The winner advances to the next 
round of the tournament, while the loser 
receives nothing for his troubles. The loser is 
given a second chance, however, because this 
is a double elimination tournament. If a 
player can win all his matches during the 
entire tournament, he receives all $200,000.
Laver is halfway there. He has won ten 
straight matches and has pocketed a cool 
$100,000. This achievement in consistency 
leaves one speechless. Not only has Rod 
dominated the tournament, he has ruled the 
winter circuit with such an iron hand that he 
has lost only one match since the indoor 
season started, and that came ten days ago to 
John Newcombe at Philly. Never has the sport 
been conquered like this, and Laver is proving 
again again that he has no peers past, present, 
or future.

Pros v. Promoters
Rod may not have a chance to display his 

matchless talents as often this year as last 
year, however, because of a dispute between 
his organization and tournament promoters.
TCI is demanding a guarantee for its players at 
any event in which they participate. This 
contradicts the usual practice of offering prize 
money the amount a player wins depends on 
how far he advances in the tournament. TCI is 
also insisting on naming its own list of entries 
for a particular tournament, which also 
violates traditional methods. The tournament 
promoters are refusing to accede to these 
demands, which explains the absence of 
Laver, Emerson, Newcombe, Ashe, and other 
renowned pros at the recent US National 
Indoor Tournament at Salisbury. The only 
tournaments which the pros have agreed to 
play in are the Australian, English, and 
American championships. This leaves such 
well-established tournaments as Merion, 
Longwood, and South Orange completely in 
the dark about whether or not TCI will 
participate.

As usual, the real losers in this dispute are 
the fans. The promoters do not want to be 
arbitrarily told who they can and can’t have in 
their tournaments. TCI, knowing that it has

the game’s biggest attractions as well as its 
best players, feels that it has the economic 
strength to force the promoters into making 
these concessions. Judging by the daily 
capacity crowds at Salisbury, it may be that 
TCI will have to lessen its demands. It seems 
fairly ludicrous that the pros would want to 
pass up the lucrative summer circuit on the 
chance that they might not win as 
much in prize money as they would be 
guaranteed just for showing up with rackets in 
hand. The promoters, however, seem 
determined to preserve their independence 
even at the expense of depriving the fans of 
the chance to view the best players in the 
game.

Match Point

The official ruling body of tennis in this 
country, the United States Lawn Tennis 
Association, seems to be backing the 
promoters. They have just developed a 
behavior code designed to curb outbursts of 
temper on the courts. These rules were 
directed at all participants in USLTA events, 
but were specifically promulgated for players 
under their control. This includes players such 
as Cliff Richey and Clark Graebner, but not 
Arthur Ashe and Dennis Ralston. Ashe and 
Ralston are contract and pros and are 
therefore under the control of TCI, while 
Richey and Graebner are independent pros 
under the control of the USLTA. There really 
is little difference between the classifications, 
except that Richey and Graebner can play in 
any tournament they choose, while Ashe and 
Ralston can play only in tournaments in 
which TCI is permitted to participate. 
“Amateurs”, who ruled the game until pros 
and amateurs were permitted to play together 
under the concept of open tennis established 
in 1968, no longer exist in either a pure or 
technical sense, since almost everybody gets 
some rerminoraCon for playing. Putting aside 
all the semantics, the dispute will have to be 
resolved rather rapidly, or the entire summer 
circuit will suffer. The fans will suffer because 
they will be deprived of the chance to see all 
the best players at the same time (except in 
the big tournaments), and the players will 
suffer because they will be unable to play 
where they choose and also will be unable to 
face their peers in head-to-head competition. 
In a sport that is experiencing a booming 
increase in participation, it seems that the 
men who make the tournaments ought to be 
able to reach some compromise that will 
satisfy the players and especially the fans. 
Without support, the tournaments will not 
have to worry about prize money or 
guarantees and who can or cannot participate. 
The time for semantics is over and the time 
for serious soul-searching is here.

1

TVelc&me Students

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

ITALIAN MINI-SUBS


