
Georgetown Xato WeeklU Non-Profit Org. 
U.S. Poitogo

P A I D
Wo*hington, D.C. 
Perm it No. 44257

Vol. V, No. 23 Price: 20 cents Georgetown University Law Center, Washington, D.C. Tuesday, March 30. 1971

Law and Policy 
Journal Hailed
For Excellence

GULC is unique in that it has 
two outstanding and renowned 
law reviews — the Georgetown 
Law Journal and Law and Policy 
in In te rn a tio n a l Business, 
devoted to the study of private 
international legal problems.

Now entering its fourth year 
of existence, Law and Policy 
already has a subscription equal 
or larger than all but a handful 
of A m erican student law 
reviews. The growing reputation 
of Law and Policy has been due 
not only to its high quality (the 

Dr. Walter Jaeger E u r o p e a n  F re e  T ra d e
Association Re pones' recently 
s ta te d , “ The Georgetown 
University Law Center has done 

_  _ _  # it again! Previous reviews in theAt Testimonial Dinner
the contributors to the thrice 
yearly journal ‘Law and Policy 
i n  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  
Business’...Volume 2, No. 2 
m a in ta in s  th e  jo u rn a l’s 
reputation...In each case the 
au th o rs  are distinguished 
authorities and their articles are

Debra Jennines Victor 
In Beaudry Cup Final
Winner Gains Unanimous 
Decision of Five Judgess

GULC Honors Jaeger
A week ago Saturday, 

Georgetown alumni, faculty, 
students, and staff honored Dr. 
Walter Jaeger with a testimonial 
dinner in the Empire Room at 
the Shoreham Hotel.

Dr. Jaeger, or “Doc,” as he is 
more affectionately known, has 
been with Georgetown’s faculty 
since 1934. He has taught 
hundreds of law students in 
C o n t r a c t s ,  L a b o r  Law, 
International Law, Negotiable 
Instruments, Quasi Contracts, 
and Sales. Aside from teaching, 
“ Doc” Jaeger has been a notable 
contributor to various Law

Senator Montoya

R e v ie w s . M o re o v e r , he 
collaborated in the preparation 
of a case book on International 
Law with the late Dr. James 
Brown Scott, Solicitor of the 
Department of State. In 1939, 
Dr. Jaeger’s “Cases and Statutes 
on Labor Law” was published 
by the Lawyers Cooperative 
Publishing Company and was 
soon in use by more than half of 
the Law Schools in the United 
Stales.

But Dr. Jaeger is best known 
for his monumental efforts 
“Williston on Contracts.” Many 
students have assisted the “Doc” 
with his project and can well 
attest to his devotion to it. Since 
1953, thirteen volumes of the 
treatise have been completed, 
one is nearly finished, and there 
remains one to go.

In 1967, Dr. Jaeger was 
designated D istingu ished 
V isiting  Professor at the 
U n iv e r s i ty  of S ou thern  
California Law School. He is 
cu rren tly  a D istinguished 
Visiting Professor at Chicago 
Kent College of Law and is 
working on a new case book on 
Contract Law with a former 
student.

In attendance at the dinner 
were ju d ic ia l notables as 
Honorable Judges Fahy, Smith, 
and Ryan from the District, and

(Continued on page 3)

(Continued on page 4)

Chairman Jim Connolly presents the Beaudry Cup to Deborah E. 
Jennings

By a unanimous decision of the panel of Five 
distinguished area judges, Debra Jennings became the 
twentieth winner of the Beaudry Cup, symbolic of the 
highest proficiency in oral advocacy among the first year 
students. Miss Jennings and the three other finalists in the 
competition — Dennis J. Helfman, Curtis A. Moore, and

David J. Branson — argued

Law Club Program Revamped

Schatz and Fadden !\amed 
Law Weekly C«rEdilors

William Schatz ( ’72) and John Fadden ( ’73) have been named the 
new Co-Editors of Law Center Publications by the Editorial Board. 
Schatz, a 1969 graduate of Harpur College, is from Woodmere, New 
York. He has served the Law Weekly this year as Features Editor. 
Fadden, a native of Scranton, Pennsylvania, graduated from 
Pennsylvania State University in 1970 and is presently News Editor 
of the Weekly. The new Managing Editor of 

the Law Weekly is Lewis 
Greenbaum of the class of ’73. 
Greenbaum, a native of New 
York City, graduated last June 
from New York University 
where he was Associate Editor 
of the HEIGHTS Daily News. 
Greenbaum assumes his new 
post after having been 
Production Editor of the Law 
Weekly this year.

Managing Editor of Res Ipsa 
Loquitur is Jo Gramling ( ’72) 
who is presently Editor-in-Chief 
of Law Center Publications. Miss 
Gramling is a 1969 graduate of 
Wellesley College, Wellesly, 
Mass, and comes from South 
Carolina. She will be joined by

(Continued on pagc3)

Sweeping revision of the first year law club 
program was approved unanimously by the 
faculty Wed. 24 March, adopting a
comprehensive plan developed through the 
efforts of The Academic Standards Committee, 
The Barrister’s Council, Mr. Schotland and 
several members of the first year faculty.

The program next year will have a number of 
new features. Among them are the following: 
The size of the clubs is set at 12 members; every 
club will be comprised of members all from the 
same section; the substantive content of law club 
work will be directly related to and integrated 
with one subject that the students are taking in 
the regular curriculum -  e.g. a club will be a 
Torts Club or a Contracts Club and so forth; each 
club will be directed by an upper class “fellow” 
who will instruct the members in traditional legal 
research and writing projects and also supervise 
small section discussion and instruction of that

substantive law subject. In the Fall Term, the 
research and writing projects will include at least 
one opinion letter and one legal memorandum 
each in the particular subject area of each club. 
In the Spring, first year students will brief one 
side of a case on appeal going through several 
conference and draft stages before submitting the 
brief. Each student will then argue the case twice 
-  once from each side -  before the new GULC 
Moot Court.

Arguments made by members of the first year 
class in the Spring term (Fall of second year by 
evening division) will not be held in the precincts 
of the several clubs, but in open court. Students 
will prepare their briefs in their clubs and will 
apply to the clerk of the GULC Moot Court (The 
Barrister’s Council) for calendaring. The Court 
(actually many courts) will be sitting in the Law

(Continued on page 3) John Fadden

their case in the Court of 
Military A ppeals last 
Thursday evening.

The case this year 
involved a corporation 
e x e c u t i v e  w h o  was  
mistakenly labelled a 
“moral degenerate” by the 
Credit Rating Corporation 
assigned to investigate him. 
Following the withdrawal 
o f his credit and his 
unexplained dismissal from 
his job, he became very 
depressed, his health failed, 
a n d h e u l t i m a t e l y  
committed suicide. His wife 
sued and was awarded one 
million dollars for the 
wrongful death of her 
husband. Miss Jennings and 
Mr. Helfman represented 
th e  .appel lant  Credit 
Corporation, while Mr. 
Moore and Mr. Branson 
were co-counsel for the 
plaintiff-appellee.

The panel of five judges 
was composed of Judges 
Howard F. Corcoran and 
Oliver Gasch of the District 
Court, Chief Judge Harold 
Greene and Judges Harry 
Alexander and Tim Murphy 
of the D.C. Superior Court. 
Following the announce
ment of Miss Jennings as 
the winner. Judge Gasch, 
speaking on behalf of the 
c o u r t ,  made  several 
comments on the reasons 
for their decision. He said 
the court was particularly 
impressed by the fact that 
Miss Jennings after having 
written an extensive brief 
for the appellant was 

(Continued on page 4)
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Letters To Editor
“Tempus Fugit”

Farewell editorials which degenerate into gushy 
over-sentimentality have always seemed particularly 
obnoxious, and they often resemble those class legacies 
found in high-school yearbooks. Especially since I am not 
leaving the Law Center, a simple “Good-Night Chet seems 
to be in order.

However at the risk of falling into my own pit, 1 would 
like to take this last opportunity at the editorial pen to 
express my appreciation to the entire staff of the Law 
Weekly for their diligence and assistance in producing the 
newspaper this year. Special recognition is viewed to those 
unsung heros who have spent endless Friday afternoons at 
430 5th Street hirst and foremost to Tuck Miller for his 
hard work, good judgement, good humor and six packs 
(and to Ki for her patience), to Willie Schatz for his 
fearless prognostication; to John Fadden and Larry Fox 
for their fresh ideas and ability to dig up news from the 
darkest corners of GULC; to Lew Greenbaum for his 
Boldoni bolds and innovation; to Jim DeLancey for the 
licorice and inspiration; to Jim Sandman for the Juris 
Column and The Red Sox; and last (but not least) to Allen 
Kruger for keeping us on a straight and narrow financial 
road.

Most of all, I would like to thank the entire GULC 
community for their cooperation, criticism, suggestions, 
patience and support. And, by the way, we love you, Mrs. 
Phalen.

“Good Night Chet.”
J.W.G.

F ILM  SO C IETY  AT GULC WHY NOT? 

If you want to help it take shape, contact: 

Liz Shriver 

338 3091
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To the Editor:
I feel there is a need to let it 

be known that there are some 
students of GULC who feel that 
the letter written by Messrs. 
Ross, Caldwell, and Moss which 
appeared in last week’s Law 
Weekly concerning military 
justice was mistaken in its 
approach to the subject. My first 
hand experience with the 
military failed to convince me 
that there is a problem in this 
area which is rampant or 
uncontrolled and certainly not 
one which justifies the virulently 
accusatory tone of the letter.

The relatively cursory inquiry 
th a t I mounted into the 
background of the indictment 
which appeared in last week’s 
Weekly and apparently has been 
or soon will be dispatched to law 
schools across the country, has 
failed to provide the answer to 
my question. Who are the 
“experts” on military justice 
whose detailed knowledge of the 
“lawlessness of the military 
establishment” has served as the 
foundation for this rallying cry 
to make war on the military? It 
seems inconsistent to me that 
most veterans of military service 
to whom 1 have spoken feel that 
Mr. Rosses letter was excessively 
strident. It appears that the 
moving forces of all this are 
individuals who have been 
d e n ie d  th e  b ro a d e n in g  
experience of serving in our 
nation’s military establishment.

Of course, I do not deny that 
th e r e  a re  excesses and 
miscarriages of justice in the

military establishment. However, 
my own personal experience 
leads me to believe that they are 
considerably fewer than those 
visited upon civilians. In terms 
of “due process” safeguards, the 
military justice system has 
usually been a step ahead of its 
civilian counterpart. (I shall not 
belabor that point as Mr. Jarret’s 
le tter in last week’s issue 
provides sufficient examples.) 
However, the average soldier is 
protected even more by the 
practical aspect of the system. 
By this I mean that it is only 
rarely and then ususally after 
great provocation, that full 
weight of the system is brought 
to bear on the individual soldier 
or Marine. There are those 
individuals who are determined 
to bring the whole military 
establishm ent to its knees 
through the sheer exercise of 
their will. These individuals 
o ften  encounter continually 
escalating resistance. Now, there 
may be a valid debate on 
whether or not Congress should 
be able to impose its will on that 
individual and draft him in the 
first place. However, once he has 
been drafted and is in the Army, 
his personal likes and dislikes 
must, at least to some degree, be 
merged into the objectives of the 
whole. If this means that certain 
“civil rights” he might be able to 
exercise as a civilian are now 
denied him, then so be it. It’s 
the price you pay and all 
that...that battle must be fought 
on Capitol Hill, not in some 
commanding officer’s office at 
Fort Bragg.

I speak, not on the basis of 
empirical knowledge or even of

ex ten d ed  observation, but 
merely on personal experience 
of four years as a Marine officer. 
Most Marine officers are acutely 
aware of the stigma and lasting 
effect of a court martial. They 
will almost invariably go out of 
their way to avoid having to 
“run a man up”. It is only after 
co n tin u a l aggravation and 
violation by a Marine that they 
w ill r e s o r t  to  o ffic ia l 
punishment. The same argument 
is true of the much maligned 
Article 15 on “Non-Judicial 
Punishment” which is the first 
step on the official trail of 
military justice. Even though 
such punishment does not carry 
the lasting stigma that a court 
martial does, it certainly does 
adversely affect a man’s chances 
for promotion, choice, duty, etc.

Fully realizing this, most officers 
will make exhaustive use of what 
minor disciplinary measures they 
have available to them, such as 
counselling and extra duty (even 
extra duty is technically an 
Article 1 5 punishment) and only 
resort to NJP when they feel 
they may be dealing with an 
incorrigible.

Please notice that the words 
“most”, “usually” , and“average” 
appear repeatedly in this letter. 1 
am pain fu lly  aware that 
exceptions exist. If law students 
really desire to help servicement 
to know their rights on a case by 
case basis, I think there is merit 
to the suggestions, and it should 
be e x p lo re d . There are ' 
personally prejudiced individuals

(Continued on page 7)
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Career Day Speakers Announced
Students are invited to hear any of a galaxy of speakers who will appear here on 

Career Day, March 31, 1971. Each speaker will discuss his field of law, including 
opportunities in that field, between 11:45 AM and 12:45 PM at the Law Center. 
Speakers and the rooms in which they will speak follow:

Hall Speaker
John Philip Hirschkop
Carroll Cohen, Hirschkop, Hall & Jackson

Career Field 
Criminal

Moderator 
Jeff Moss

3

Monroe Freedman
Stern Community Law Center
Edward Berlin
Berlin, Roisman & Kessler

Poverty Ralph Olson

Environmental John Grattan

4 Charles Noone
McCarty & Noone

Corporation & Steve Peek 
Tax

|  5

l 7

I  8
1
I
I 9

Patrick O’Donoghue 
O’Conoghue & O’Donoghue
Kenneth F. Hickey 
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius
Seymour Rubin
Surrey, Karasick, Green & Hill
Anthony Roisman 
Berlin, Roisman & Kessler
Philip Elman

Labor (Union)
Allen Brunswick

Labor (Mgmt)

International Claire 
Tweedy

Consumer Clayton
Vandivort

Government Denis Opsahl
Advisers to the committee are Assistant DEan James Oldman and Mrs. Anna

1  Tucci, Director of Placement.
1 1



Tuesday, March 30, 1971 GEORGETOWN LAW W EEKLY

Shown above are a few of the many guests who attended the testimonial dinner in honor of Dr. Jaeger.

Law Club Program Revamped
(Continued from page 1)

Center perpetually during the 
term when arguments are heard. 
Panels will change and presiding 
judges at any given time will not 
be announced in advance.

For this work the first year 
students will receive 3 academic 
credits graded: “unsatisfactory”, 
“satisfactory completed” and 
“proficient.” Beaudry and 
Moran Competitions will be held 
in the fall term of the second 
year. Evening division students 
will complete the program over 
three terms rather than two but 
otherwise in the same manner.

Each law club fellow will be 
responsible for 12 club 
members; to guide the
development of their research 
and expository skills and
conduct exercises in the 
substantive subject which 
characterizes the given club. The 
fellow will meet bi-weekly with 
that faculty member who
teaches his club’s section of that 
subject. They will work out 
exercises, discussion topics, etc.; 
engage in their own discourse on 
the substantive matter currently 
being presented in class and 
thereby integrate law club work 
with regular courses.

Upperclass fellows will have 
the advantages of reexamining 
an area of the first year 
curriculum from a vantage point 
of more maturity in the law in 
close association with a 
professor of that subject. He will 
also get the obvious advantages 
of teaching and guiding students 
in their first exposure to the 
matter. Additionally, and more 
tangibly, the fellows will receive 
3 academic credits for the work 
and be paid. The credits, though 
not graded, will by their nature 
be “honors” credits since a

fellow whose performance in his 
professor’s judgment, and that 
of the Barrister’s Council, falls 
below “Distinguished” level will 
not be permitted to continue.

Furthermore, he will receive 
transcript notation indicating 
the nature of the work so as to 
reflect the high responsibility 
inherent in it and the Law 
Center’s express confidence in 
that fellow’s ability to the job. 
Additionally, the Dean will place 
a personal letter of appreciation 
in the jacket of each fellow who 
successfully completes the 
program as a fellow.

The traditional law club 
moderators will not be involved 
with the individual clubs as in 
the past. Moderators will 
function at large, sitting on the 
GULC Moot Court and offering 
projects, discrete sessions or 
other instruction on topics 
related to their particular 
interests or abilities. Such 
offerings might include aspects 
of legal counselling, negotiation, 
legal ethics and the like. 
Students in the first year 
program will have the 
opportunity to take part in these 
offerings on a voluntary basis 
irrespective of their club 
association.

Certain objectives, it is hoped, 
will be achieved to elevate the 
effectiveness of the program and 
offset some of the more virulent 
aspects of malaise that have 
palled the program in the past. 
For instance, a significant 
amount of academic credit is 
attached to the work plus grade 
differentiation. The skills work 
is integrated with the curriculum 
to give relevance and eliminate 
its appearance as a sterile extra

Law Weekly Co-Editors
(Continued from page 1)

Tuck Miller ( ’72) and James 
Sandman ( ’72) as Associate 
Editors. Miller, the present 
Managing Editor of the Law 
Weekly, received his B.A. from 
Dartmouth College in 1969 and 
is a native of Wilmington, Del. 
Sandman graduated from Penn. 
State and is Features Editor of 
the Weekly.

The past experience and 
qualifications of the new Editors 
along with their ideas and energy 
for the future of the 
Publications guided the Editorial 
Board in making their decision. 
The Board expresses great 
pleasure in announcing their 
selections and feels that the new 
leadership holds great potential 
for the continued growth of the 
Publications in all phases.

burden. There is, additionally, 
some abatement admittedly 
not much more than a step in 
the right direction, but possibly 
a portent of more to come if 
good results accrue — from the 
cold, distant, standardized aura 
that surrounds the otherwise 
unrelieved lecture-to-section method of instruction in the 
first year that obtains now.

As this program will require 
about 55 upperclassmen in the 
role of fellows, indications from 
those interested in the program 
from that standpoint are 
solicited. Any who would like to 
pursue the workings of the first 
year program in more detail with 
a view to participating in it are 
urged to fill out an application 
form (if you have not already 
done so in anticipation). Forms 
for the purpose can be found in 
one of the pigeon holes in the 
main hallway of the Law Center 
building.

Notice
The Student Activities Office 
has moved to the other office 
on the third floor of the 
Admissions Building. The 
new extension is 216. A box 
has also been made available 
in the Registrar's Office for 
correspondence. This box, 
however, is not to be used as 
a deposit for requests from 
activities.

Notice
A n y  student who 

expects to graduate in 
June 1971, who has not 
c o m p l e t e d  t h e  
“Application for Degree" 
in the Registrar's office is 
requested to do so as 
soon as possible.

D i p l o m a s  f o r  
prospective graduates will 
be ordered this week.

GULC Honors Jaeger
Page 3

(Continued from page 1)

The Honorable Francis Larkin 
from  M assachusetts. Guest 
speaker was Senator Joseph 
M ontoya (D-N .M .). Senator 
Montoya was one of the first 
students of Dr. Jaeger, and had 
nothing but praise for his former 
teacher. The Senator certainly 
lived up to his reputation as a 
great wit, for he constantly had 
the many guests in an uproar. 
Dr. Jaeger, in Response, kindly 
thanked his close freind, but did 
disclose that the prime purpose 
for the Senator’s attendance was 
to insert the speeches in the 
C ongressional Record. The 
crowd appreciated Dr. Jaeger as 
much that night as they ever

had. As Senator Montoya so 
aptly put it: “We’re much better 
after meeting Doc than we ever 
were before. He was a teacher in 
the greatest oral tradition.” The 
Senator continued by requesting 
that Dr. Jaeger not abandon his 
work in the law. “America can 
still receive the fruits and genius 
of your wisdom.”

The Law Weekly joins others 
in extending a hand to the man 
who helped to build and shape 
so many of America’s great 
lawyers today. As President 
Henle said at the opening of the 
dinner, “There are two parts to a 
great law school: the library, and 
the faculty. Dr. Jaeger belongs 
among the best at Georgetown.”

Friend in the Right Place
Georgetown University Law 

Center has suddenly discovered 
that it has a special friend up on 
Capitol Hill -  Congressman 
William D. Ford (D. Mich.). 
Congressman Ford, who wrote 
an artic le  fo r  the LAW 
W EEKLY'S Juris series in 
S e p te m b e r , employees two 
GULC students and the wife o f a 
third.

Tom  Jolly ( ’72) is the 
C o ng ressm an’s L egisla tive

Assistant and Jeff Nesvet ( ’72) 
handles special projects during 
the  evening hours in the 
C ongressm an’s office. Mrs. 
Meredith Branson is the latest 
addition to the staff, and her 
husband, David, is currently 
spending his first year at GULC.

As you may have guessed, the 
Congressman, who worked his 
way through law school, is quite 
s y m p a t h e t i c  t o  o t h e r s  
attempting to do the same.

Day Care Center
A two year old child in law school? No. not a 

precocious student of law, but someone whose 
mother or father studies or works at GULC.

As the day-care centers are being formed across the 
country, several people here are beginning to explore 
the possibility of organizing one at the Law Center. A 
day-care program would offer financial and time 
relief for parents, and tremendous potential benefits 
to children, who while staying close-by one parent 
could have a good peer group experience. In addition, 
the entire Law Center community could gain by such 
an intrusion of reality.

As a preliminary survey of interest and needs, we 
invite all students, faculty and members of the 
administrative staff who might utilize such a program 
to fill out the following brief questionnaire, and drop 
it off at the box provided in the stariwell above the 
library entrance before Spring vacation. Please make 
sure to show this to your spouse.

Name:
Phone Number:
Address:
Check one: Student Faculty Administration
Names and ages of children:

Approximate no. hours/week when you might want 
your children attending a day care center:

Have you or your spouse had any experiences with 
day-care centers? Please elaborate.

Any thoughts on the type of center you would want?
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Halftime

by Willie Schatz
Believe it or not, the baseball season 

commences in six days. The annual rite will 
provide a much-needed recovery from the coma 
in which countless fans have found themselves 
since the end of the football season (the 
beginning of which is much closer than you think

it starts only seven weeks after exams end, and 
1 need not remind the faithful how imminent 
they are). However, yours truly will be forced to 
postpone his annual diamond forecast until next 
week. This is not due to lack of confidence or an 
obscured vision of the future, but rather to the 
need to answer some vociferous complaints 
about the dearth of hockey articles that have 
(not) appeared this year. The regular hockey 
season ends the day before the baseball season 
begins, which again demonstrates that hockey 
has the longest season of any sport. The Stanley 
Cup frolic begins in eight days, and for the first 
time since expansion it will provide a true test 
for the eventual champ. Before discussing the 
('up, an eternal plague is hereby placed upon the 
house of ABA Memphis Pros for signing 
Mississippi’s Johnny Neumann to a five-year $1.2 
million contract. Neumann, the nation’s leading 
scorer, was a sophomore with two more years of 
eligibility left. This is the latest example of 
raiding by the ABA in the wake of the voiding of 
the “draft seniors only” rule in the Spencer 
Haywood case. Something is going to have to be 
done, and quickly, if both pro and college ball 
wish to retain their present status.

The NHL barons, after three years of seeing 
the Western Division champion lose every final 
Stanley Cup series in four straight to the Eastern 
Division winner, have removed their eyes from 
their rose-tinted glasses and finally seen the light. 
Every year since expansion, the league held 
intra-division playoffs among the first four teams 
in each division. Only after these were completed 
did East and West clash, and the result was the 
same each time the East team swept four 
straight. The reasoning behind this procedure was 
apparently that the owners were afraid that it 
would be even less of a contest if they pitted the 
divisions against each other earlier in the Cup 
series, and also feared that a West team would 
never make the finals, which would make them 
look selfish at the expense of the expansion 
teams and cost those teams vital fan support. 
This may have been valid at the time, but the 
folly of this theory soon became clear. Taking 
last year as an example, Chicago, which won the 
East, and Boston, which finished second, played 
their series in the East finals rather than for the 
('up. This immediately eliminated one of the two 
best teams from Cup consideration, and greatly 
diminished the luster of the Boston-St. Louis 
series, which Boston, to the surprise of no one. 
swept in four games.

Line Change

This year there will be one intra-division series 
and then inter-division play will commence, thus

GEORGETOWN LAW W EEKLYm .
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Power P la y
assuring (hopefully) that the two best teams will 
meet for the Cup. At press time, all the East 
positions were settled, all but one were 
decided in the West. The East will feature Boston 
vs. Montreal (first-place vs. third place) and New 
York vs. Toronto (second place vs. fourth place). 
The West will probably see Chicago vs. Minnesota 
and St. Louis vs. Philadelphia (although the 
Flyers have not clinched a playoff spot, they 
appear to have enough of a lead over fifth place 
Pittsburgh and seem to be too far behind 
Minnesota to finish third).

The toughest series in the first round will be 
Boston-Montreal. The Bruins have been simply 
unreal this season. They have broken 24 league 
records, including most points and most goals by 
a team in one season. They are averaging five 
goals a game, and are third in goals allowed. 
Their offense is unstopable, with four players 
having scored more than 100 points this year. 
They are big, strong, and can maintain constant 
pressure on their opponents. The Canadians have 
been looking like their fabled teams of the past 
in the last month. They can skate rings around 
any team in the league, but have been hampered 
by injuries and some erratic play. Their speed 
may give the Bruins trouble, and they are always 
a different team at Cup time (and will be anxious 
to atone for last year’s failure, when they missed 
the playoffs for the first time in 22 years). 
However, Phil Esposito and Bobby Orr will be 
too much for the Flying Frenchmen, and should 
finish them in five games.

The Rangers-Maple Leafs series could prove 
more interesting than most observers think. The 
Rangers won five of six from the Leafs this year, 
but all of them were extremely close. The 
Rangers totaled more than 100 points and still 
finished second behind the Bruines. They have 
the stingiest defense in the league and the best 
goal-tending tandem, but they have been hurt by 
lack of scoring power. They depend on balance 
rather than one or two superstars to win. The 
Leafs have a young, strong club that is led by 
such established veterans as Norm Ullman. They 
also depend on team balance rather than 
superstars for their victories. But they have less 
scoring punch than the Rangers and a weaker 
defense, and that is a fatal flaw in a short series. 
The Rangers should handle the Leafs and move 
past the first round for the first time in five 
years.

In the West, the Black Hawks-North Stars 
series will be no contest. Chicago has the 
second-best offense and the second-best defense 
in the league, and they ran away with the 
division (although not unexpectedly) despite a 
distinctly subpar year from superstar Stan 
Mikita. The Hawks no longer depend strictly on 
Bobby Hull, although he can still do it all. This 
factor accounts for the good depth on the team, 
which is primarily responsible for making it so 
tough. The North Stars have a fine offense, led 
by Bill Goldsworthy, but they have given up 25 
more goals than they have scored. Their defense 
is undependable, and their goaltending is erratic. 
They have been an up-and-down team, but even

one of their up periods won’t help them against 
the Hawks.

The St. Louis Blues, winners of every Western 
Cup series since expansion, have not been as 
good this year, as in the past. The club has been 
beset by coaching problems and dissension 
(evidenced by the trading of star center Red 
Berenson). The defense, featuring the three 
Plager brothers, is still strong, but the offense has 
been spotty and unproductive. The Blues should 
be able to beat the Flyers, if for no other reason 
than that the Flyers have a great deal of trouble 
scoring. Neither of these teams has a super star, 
but the Blues are much better balanced than the 
Flyers, who tend to play a close-checking, tight 
style of hockey. This will be a typical Western 
series dull, low-scoring hockey. The Blues will 
score enough to win, however.

The Phil and Bobby Show
The second round, featuring inter-divisional 

play, will pit the Rangers against the Black 
Hawks and the Bruins against the Blues. Boston, 
as previously noted, beat St. Louis in four 
straight last year. They should have even less 
trouble this time around (if that’s possible), since 
they are vastly superior to last year’s team and 
the Blues are worse than last year. Esposito may 
be able to win the series all by himself, but he 
will definitely get by with a little help from his 
friends.

The Rangers-Black Hawks battle could be 
the best of the entire playoffs. These two teams 
are evenly matched, and both are capable of high 
scoring and shutouts at any time. The Rangers 
may be a little hungrier than Chicago because of 
their failures of the past four years, and that 
could play a key role in a short series such as 
this. The Hawks have an offensive advantage, but 
the Rangers’ superb defense, led by Brad Park, 
should be able to neutralize this. In a series as 
even as this one, the team that makes fewer 
mistakes will win, and this time the Rangers 
should overcome their traditional playoff choke 
and go on to the finals (although it will take 
seven games).

This provides a Cup final between the hottest 
rivals in the sport. The Rangers have not beaten 
the Bruins this year (pending the outcome of last 
weekend’s games) although they have played well 
in three of the four games played so far. The 
Bruins have too much firepower for even the 
Ranger defense -  it seems that every time 
Esposito, Hodge, Bucyk, or Orr touches the puck 
a goal occurs. The Rangers are going to have to 
find a way to overcome the constant Bruin 
pressure, and they don’t have enough offense to 
accomplish that. The fact that the Rangers 
scored over 100 points during the season and still 
finished second seems to signify the difference 
between the teams — the Rangers are very good, 
but the Bruins are simply great. Another Stanley 
Cup will be in Boston Garden, and the Bruines 
certainly have the potential to equal if not better 
the Celtic dynasty of the sixties. The Phil and 
Bobby gang may have the stage to itself for a 
long time.

Law and Policy
th o u g h t fu l  and readab le  
contributions on subjects of 
lasting importance.”) but also 
due to its prominant Advisory 
Board. The Advisory Board is 
c o m p o s e d  o f  e i g h t e e n  
distinguished figures in the field 
of international law'. All but 
P r o f e s s o r  of E conom ics 
Kindleberger of M.l.T. and 
Representative Wilbur Mills are 
practicing attorneys and/or law 
professors. The great majority of 
the Advisory Board is located in 
Washington. These individuals 
have greatly assisted individual 
members of Law and Policy, not 
only in journal work, which, due

to the subject matter, at times is 
highly technical, but also on a 
personal level.

Law and Policy plans to 
extend invitations next fall to 
more than forty second year 
students. The majority of these 
invitations will be based upon an 
individual’s first year grades; a 
smaller number of invitations 
will be based on the results of a 
writing competition.

A ccord ing to Larry S. 
O kinga, Edi tor-in-Chief of 
Volume four of Law and Policy, 
most staff members do not have 
any background in or plan to 
practice private international law

upon graduation. For example. 
K i n n a i r d How lan d , 
E d ito r-in -C hief of Volume 
Three, plans to work for a 
small-town Rhode Island firm 
after completing his year of 
clerkship with the Chief Justice 
of the Rhode Island Supreme 
C ourt. A n o ther third-year 
student, Mary McReynolds, is 
seriously considering teaching 
law after finishing her clerkship 
with Judge Fahy of the United 
States Court of Appeals, District 
of Columbia Circuit.

The subject matter which Law 
an d  P o l ic y  s t u d i e s  is 
in terdiscip linary  in nature:

(Continued from page 1)
experience is gained in the fields 
of administrative, international, 
constitutional and anti-trust law 
as well as in economics and 
political science. The subject 
matter studied is at times very 
technical, requiring analytical 
skills of the highest degree. This 
skill development is a fact which 
has not been overlooked by 
employers.

The uniqueness of Law and’ 
Policy is a final reason for its 
noted success Law and Policy 
is the only student-run journal in 
the U nited S ta tes  which 
s p e c i a l i z e d  in p r iv a te  
international law.

Beaudry Cup
(Continued from page 1)

switched “in the 11th 
hour” to represent the 
appellee, Omniscience Credit 
Corp. The court took 
particular note of the 
excellent legal memoran
dum she submitted on 
behalf of the appellee, and 
her adeptness and flexibility 
in her oral presentation.

Miss Jennings, a resident 
of Chevy Chase, Maryland, 
received her B.A. in English 
l as t  June  from the 
University.
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The initial meeting of the 

newly elected Student Bar 
Association was held on March 
15. The policy of the new 
government will be to print the 
minutes of all house meetings, 
prior to formal addtions and 
corrections. In addition, the 
attendance or non-attendance of 
each member will also be 
indicated.

The meeting was called to 
order by President-elect A1 Ross. 
Attendance was taken.

Jerry  Rifkin, an invited 
speaker, discussed a proposal for 
an organized effort instituted by 
law schools to provide GI’s with 
legal services while at the the 
same time informing them of 
their rights. Rifkin felt that the 
SBA here could take the first 
step by sponsoring a conference 
bent at at bringing law school 
student governments together to 
further develop plans for the 
o p era tio n . After long and 
detailed discussion of the issue, 
Delegate John Esche introduced 
a motion which in effect 
provided for the authorization 
of a committee to organize a 
conference to be held on the 
2nd or 3rd of April. He also 
moved that the traditional law 
day be used for the purpose of

orientating the student body 
here at Georgetown to the need 
for “Military Legal Services.” 
Esche concluded his motion by 
stating that Jeff Moss and Bill 
Caldwell (Bill is a GULC 
student who is taking a course in 
Military Law) be appointed to 
the committee with blanket 
ap p o in tm en t powers being 
reserved to the President for the 
completion of the committee. 
Following discussion primarily 
on the make-up of the proposed 
committee, Past President Jeff 
Moss introduced a friendly 
ammendment suggesting that the 
Executive Board maintain the 
p o w e r  o f  c o m m i t t e e  
appointment since that has been 
the policy in the past. Esche 
ammended as such and by a 
unanimous vote the motion was 
passed as ammended.

The question then arose as to 
the allocation of funds for 
in c id e n ta l  costs  in the 
organization of the conference 
(it should be noted that beyond 
mailing and minor publicity 
costs, there will be no other 
costs for the conference). Moss 
moved to allow up to $100 to 
the conference committee for 
incidental costs under the 
Emergency Funds category. This

motion was unanimously passed.
T h e  n e e d  f o r  a 

parliamentarian was noted. Ross 
nominated Jose’ Uranga, who 
was approved by the House.

A member of section F2 of 
the first year class has 16 signed 
affadavits from his classmates 
confirming their vote for him in 
the general election which was 
held for delegates. If the 16 
votes are valid he would have a 
plurality and therefore should 
have been one of the delegates 
from his section. President A1 
Ross suggested that the House of 
Delegates determine what should 
be done about this. Two 
alternatives were offered. The 
first motion to merely affirm the 
resu lts  and disregard the 
affadavits was defeated 9-8. The 
s e c o n d  to  reco u n t was 
u n a n im o u s ly  passed. An 
ammendment stating to recount 
if possible since the results may 
n o t  be a v a i l a b le  w as 
unanimously approved.

D elegate Jo se ’ Uranga, 
President of La Raza, submitted 
a written request for SBA to 
sponso r his organization’s 
r e p r e s e n ta t iv e s  for two 
conferences to be held in the 
latter part of this month. This 
business will be taken care of at

the next meeting as is the policy 
for fund requests.

Herbert Harmon, treasurer, 
aided by Jeff Moss outlined the 
fiscal budget for this year.

A1 Ross discussed the need for 
a committee to deal with the 
general problem of clinical 
education and the specific 
prob lem  of the faltering 
Students in Court Program. 
Stephen Graee, an interested and 
concerned first-year student was 
suggested as chairman and Jeff 
Moss introduced a motion to 
th a t e ffec t. Unanim ously 
favorable. Delegate John Teague 
moved that the house empower 
the President to draft a letter to 
the Dean of the Law Center and 
President of the University at 
George Washington University in 
an attempt to persuade them to

Monday, March 22, at 7:45 p.m.
Johnny Barnes 

Secretary
Present at the meeting were: 

Johnny Barnes, John Breiling, 
Harry Doyle, John Esche, John 
Fee, Ron Gabler, Herbert 
Harmon, Jeffrey Helewitz, David 
Hirschboeck, Robert Knisely, 
Jane McKenna, Jeff Moss, 
Dennis Opsahl, Stephen Peek, 
Andy Postal, A1 Ross, Steve 
Siglin, John Teague, Mary Todd, 
Jose Uranga, David Wagner and 
David Wilmot. Absent from the 
meeting were: Ray Benzinger, 
Lenore Cameron, Fred Cloppert, 
Mary Ann Conway, Alan Fener, 
Joe Griffin, Derek Hodge, 
Leonard Koenick, Rod Porter, 
Jeff Ramsay and Mike Zielinski.

m ain ta in  the Urban Law 
Institute Porgram. The house 
unanimously passed this motion. 
A second motion by Delegate 
Teague that GULC investigate 
the possibilities of either picking 
up the program alone or in 
conjunction with the other area 
law schools, was not voted upon 
since that effort could come 
under the jurisdiction of the 
Ad-hoc Committee on Clinical 
Education.

The meeting was closed. The 
next S.B.A. meeting will be

Financial Aid 1971

UPPERCLASSMEN

Applications for Financial Assistance may be obtained from the
Registrar's Office.

Scholarships

1) If you had a scholarship in 1970 you need only submit a written 
request for renewal. Requests should be addressed to the Chairman, 
Financial Aid Committee and submitted to Miss King in the Registrar's 
Office. D EAD L IN E: April 30, 1971.

2) Applications (Blue Form) for new Scholarships for upperclassmen must 
be completed and submitted to Miss King in the Registrar's Office by April 
30, 1971.

Scholarship awards will be announced after the 1971 Spring grades are 
published.

NDEA
N D EA  applications must be completed and submitted to Miss King, in the 

Registrar's Office by April 30, 1971.
N D EA  applicants must also apply to their home states for financial 

assistance.
We expect to announce N DEA  awards by mid-June.
Entering students, matriculating in 1971, must complete LSFAS  

applications which may be obtained in the Admissions office. Entering 
students may NOT use the upperclass forms.

March 23, 1971

m

Student
Bartender

Service

“Add a
professional touch 

to your parties”
783-3912

5 pm—11 pm Weekdays

Spend an unforgettable
SEM ESTER AT SEA

on the former
Q UEEN ELIZABETH

v  4L.

New lower rates; full credit for 
courses. Write today for details 
from World Campus Afloat, Chap
man College, Box CCI6, Orange, CA 92666

TIRED OF S.O.S.?
FREE SUNDAY BRUNCHj 
STRIKE YOUR FANCY?

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

TAMMANY HALL 
(2109 PENN. AVE.)

IS FOR YOU

LAW B 0 0 «  
NEW & USED

LEGAL FORMS 
STUDENT SUPPLIES

jfc u o

509 E STREET, N.W . 

W A SH IN G TO N , D.C. 20001

NAtional 8-5785
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Law Weekly Invites Response
The following letter was submitted with the consent of the 

writer to the Law Weekly for publication by Mrs. Anna Tucci, 
Director o f GULC’s Placement Office. Mr. Flattery would be 
very much interested in student response to this letter. Any 
comments either pro or con should be submitted to the Law 
Weekly for reprinting in next week’s edition.
Dear Mrs. Tucci:

With reference to the “official” report of the outcome of 
our firm’s interviewing last fall, I wish to add a few personal 
observations. They arc stated in this separate letter because 
they are intended to reflect my own views as an alumnus who 
maintains a continuing interest in the successful placement of 
Georgetown’s graduates, and are not meant to be construed as 
a “manifesto” by an interviewing firm.

I think Georgetown made a serious mistake when it 
abolished class standings and revised the grading system. It has 
been a disservice to the interviewing law firms because it 
denies them information that realistically should be 
considered, together with a number of other factors, in 
evaluating the individual’s potential as a future member of the 
firm. It has been a disservice to students who arc at or near the 
top of their class because it places them at a disadvantage in 
competing with students whose law school records are known 
(or who come from schools whose reputations are more firmly 
established).

The only person it would seem to benefit is a poor or 
mediocre student who, if his grades were more clearly defined, 
might not have as many doors opened to him. In 
accomplishing that result, however, the law school has 
abdicated its role as the evaluator of the individual based upon 
three years’ association, and has shifted the entire burden to 
the hiring firm which must make its decision based upon little 
more than a noninformative resume and the visceral reactions 
generated in a day of interviewing. If a firm does not wish to 
assume that burden, and many do not, it may simply look to 
other schools for its personnel.

On the other hand, if a firm accepts the burden, then it may 
be obliged to adjust its overall hiring policy based upon the 
expectation that it will have a higher percentage of 
nonperformers among its new associates. For that reason it 
may have to hire more new lawyers than it reasonably needs 
on a permanent basis. Considering the prevailing starting 
salaries, that is not an acceptable alternative to the firms. But 
even if it happens, many firms that have until now adopted a 
m ore enlightened attitude toward advancement and

partnership may have to revert to the old rule that it is the 
survivor who becomes the partner.

My views may be completely at odds with the experiences 
of other firms. If they are, I will be both surprised and 
interested in learning what their reaction has been. It is my 
own feeling that many of the “established” firms come to 
Georgetown because it produces a substantial number of 
students every year who can hold their own in the stiffest 
competition. At the same time these firms are not so 
sufficiently enamored of Georgetown’s reputation or status 
that they are willing to accept all of its graduates as equally 
qualified, or even as qualified. If the firms should find that, by 
virtue of the camouflaging effect of abolishing class standings 
and adopting non-informative grades, the superior students are 
no longer identifiable, they may not consider it worth the 
effort to come looking for them.

This last point is not without significance. If our own 
experience is any criteria, a medium to large size firm puts as 
much, if not more, time and manpower proportionately into 
its annual recruitment program as does the law school 
admissions committee. This past year, for example, we have 
taken on two graduating students and six summer clerks. 
Those hirings arc the result of considering 230 applications 
from 40 law schools, interviews at nine law schools and 43 
interviews (which took up the time of from two to six lawyers 
for each candidate) conducted in our office.

This effort represents a considerable investment by the firm, 
but it is considered time (and money) well spent if there is 
reasonable assurance that the people hired are individuals in 
whom a high degree of trust and confidence can soon be 
placed. The firm’s ability to make that judgment, and 
consequently its willingness to make the effort, is greatly 
impaired when a school fails to provide a meaningful 
evaluation of the candidate’s performance over the three 
previous years.

It seems to me entirely possible that a number of firms may 
reduce, or eliminate, their recruiting effort towards schools 
such as Georgetown, not because of any belief that the 
school’s product lacks quality, but because the effort required 
to locate the type of person being sought is not economically 
justified. For that reason, if no other, 1 believe that in the long 
run continuation of the existing policy will impair rather than 
assist Georgetown’s placement efforts, and I firmly believe 
that the policy should be changed.

Very truly yours, 
Paul C. Flattery 64

Si

TFefautte S tu d e n ts

PLEAD YOUR LUNCH

at the

COURTHOUSE CARRYOUT
402 5th Streep N.W.

Sandwiches ready made or specially prepared

for your taste.

Coffee Donuts Cake Drinks 
Savor our Specialty

ITALIAN MINI-SUBS
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s e rv in g  in  p o s tio n s  o f 
responsibility in the military, 
just as there are in civilian life. 
However, their excesses are 
relatively rare and I do not feel 
that they create an atmosphere 
w h i c h  w a r r a n t s  t h e  
inflammatory emotional diatribe 
which has been sent across the 
country on behalf of the 
s tu d e n t s  o f  Georgetown 
University Law Center as a call 
to arms for an attack on the 
military. I dissent.

Sincerely, 
J. Thomas Esslinger

To the Editor:
l am appalled by the way you 

have presented the remarks of 
Judge Chapin quoted in the Juris 
XXII column of March 23. I do 
not defend the Judge’s remarks, 
rather I wonder about the 
manner of their presentation. 
Since the incident occurred 
approximately two years ago a 
li t t le  more research  was 
warranted than was exhibited.

Tuesday, March 30, 1971

______  (Continued from page 2)

To be certain, the Judge did 
make the statements attributed 
to him. However, the reporter 
fails to mention the context of 
an em otion  charged trial 
concerning the rape of a young 
girl. Further, and even less 
excusable, the writer does not 
m en tion  the overwhelming 
public reaction against the 
Judge, the fact that he was 
publicly censured by the state 
bench, or even that the Judge 
himself made a retraction and 
full apology in open court. I 
cannot but help wondering 
about the motives of Juris XXI l 
in m aking these  glaring 
omissions. Whether designed to 
produce a greater shock effect, 
or sim ply the result of 
hap -h aza rd  research , the 
omission of facts surrounding 
the story is lamentable at best, 
and is not the type of reporting 
that merits publication in a law 
school paper.

Sincerely, 
Michael Milwce

T tnrrrT Y inrâ rr8'tnnrrgTry~5fl'fl'^r8~flTnnrryig
O FFICE SPACE

Entire floor, opprox. 9000 sq. ft., immediate possession. Modern of
fice complex. Partitioning to suit tenant. Private elevator, private en
trance private washrooms. Carpeted or vinyl tile. Windows on 3 
tides. Underground parking; some free. Eight minutes to National 
Airport, 12 blocks to Beltway. Also.500 ft. to 1500 ft. suites available. 
Brokers invited.

TAVERN SQUARE
K ing  & Pitt Streets— O lde Towne A le xan d ria  

M r .M o a k  9 4 8 -88 10

fl fl JL0..9JL9.9 B 8 9 B i £

Newspaper
8505 Dixon A ve ., 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
1 ' ^ r r  -=R-g _ — ...  -3  g c  ------ :̂ M er--------3  c_ -  - z c - .

Why Nacrelli
TO PASS THE BAR EXAM?

Because
THE NACRELLI BAR REVIEW SCHOOL IS THE OLDEST, LARGEST AND MOST 

SUCCESSFUL BAR REVIEW SCHOOL IN METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON
IT HAS THE KNOW-HOW 

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

ITS OUTSTANDING RECORD SPEAKS FOR ITSELF

OVER 20,000 NACRELLI STUDENTS 
ARE MEMBERS Of THE BAR

IT IS THE ONLY SCHOOL THAT HAS CONSISTENTLY MAINTAINED THE 

HIGHEST PERCENTAGE OF SUCCESSFUL STUDENTS IN BAR EXAMINATIONS

OVER 90% OF NACRELLI STUDENTS ARE PASSING THE BAR EXAMINATIONS

D.C. & MD. LONG COURSE — March 29 — June 18 — Mon., Wed. & Thurs. Tuition $200 incl. Short Course 
V IR G IN IA  LONG COURSE — March 15 — June 18 — Mon., Wed. & Thurs. Tuition $200 incl. Short Course 
4 -W E E K  SHORT CO U RSES for D.C., MD. & V IR G IN IA  -  May 24 -  June 18 -  Mon. thru Fri. Tuition $135.00 
2-WEEK SHORT CO U RSES for D.C., MD. & V IR G IN IA  -  June 7 -  June 18 -  Mon. thru Fri. Tuition $135.00

ONE FEE FOR 2 BARS: — D.C. & Va. — D.C. & Md. — All Courses include a complete set of briefs on all the subjects 
covered in the bar exams. The briefs are yours to keep. All lectures are live and taught in 2 separate Sections:
1:30—3:30 P.M. and 6:15-8:15 P.M. You may alternate day and evening classes in all Courses.

All Courses are approved by Veterans Administration

The school is conveniently located on the second floor of the new Prudential building in the heart of downtown Washington 
1334 G STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005 Tel. (202) 347-7574
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^̂ T̂OBî ŜS8S@58S8BS8̂ S8l®8̂ ^Criminal Justice Plans Approved

The Governor’s Commission 
on Law Enforcement and the 
Administration of Justice has 
notified Governor Marvin
Mandel that the 1971 Maryland 
Comprehensive Criminal Justice 
Plan has been approved. The 
1971 Plan was submitted to the 
Law Enforcement Assistance 
A d m in istra tio n  of the 
Department of Justice on 
December 3 1, 1970.

The 1971 M aryland
Comprehensive Criminal Justice 
Plan identifies those problems 
faced by state and local agencies 
in crime prevention, policing, 
adjudication, and rehabilitation 
which will be addressed by 
Governor’s Commission funding 
during the next five years. The 
plan also extablishes objectives 
for solving these problems and 
utilizes a formula to assist in 
allocating the $6.5 million in 
federal funds available for law 
enforcement and criminal justice 
projects during FY 1971.

The I97l Plan Lists 45 major 
problem areas which the 
Governor’s Commission plans to 
address between 1971 and 1976. 
Included under the area of crime 
prevention, for example, are the 
problems of inadequate citizen 
involvement in crime prevention 
programs; lack of early 
identification and treatment of 
delinquent behavior; and 
inadequate data on the incidence 
of crime.

Examples of the problems 
faced by police in the detection, 
investigation, and apprehension

of criminal offenders are 
inadequate resources for 
identiifying and controlling
organized crime; the need to 
decrease the availability of 
narcotics; out-dated police 
recruiting methods; poorly 
distributed or fragmented law 
enforcement services; and 
insufficient scientific crime
investigation programs.

In the area of courts and the 
judicial process the 1971 Plan 
notes that many state’s 
attorney’s offices in Maryland 
lack modern management 
techniques; that prosecution
services in parts of Maryland are 
inadequate; that effective 
state-wide systems for providing 
counsel to the indigent are not 
available; that training programs 
for new prosecutors must be 
developed; and, finally, that 
growing court backlogs must be 
reduced.

The section on problems in 
existing adult rehabilitation 
facilities highlights the need for 
effective recruitment and 
tra in in g  of correctional 
personnel; the need for more 
and better treatment and 
rehabilitation programs both in 
local and state institutions; the 
lack of adequate screening and 
diagnosis programs for offenders 
coming into the system; and the 
need for community based 
alternatives to the incarceration 
of offenders in state institutions.

Finally, the 1971 Plan 
outlines the following major 
problems in the area of juvenile

rehabilitation: difficulties in
recruiting experienced staff for 
training schools; inadequate
variety and quantity of
treatment alternatives; overuse 
of juvenile detention facilities; 
the need for more research in 
juvenile delinquency treatment; 
and the difficulty in obtaining 
supplemental services from other 
state and local agencies.

Based on the 45 problem 
a r e a s ,  the G o v ern o r’s 
Commission has developed five 
y e a r  c r im in a l ju s tice
improvement objectives. Each 
objective, when accomplished, 
either will eliminate one 
problem area completely or will 
take a major step in correcting a 
deficiency in the existing 
criminal justice system.

The 1971 Plan also identifies 
p r o je c ts  w hich, when 
implemented, will help the 
commission reach its goals. The 
projects identified will serve as 
guidelines for commission 
funding in the future.

The 1971 Plan introduces a 
new format for planning and 
allocating funds to local agencies 
by type of jurisdiction. Planning 
areas include state agencies, 
Baltimore City, urban counties, 
non-urban counties, large
municipalities, and small
municipalities. Maryland’s state 
agencies will have available 
$1,621,300 as required by 
federal regulations. Baltimore 
city will have available 
$2,140,000, the largest share of 
the local fund distribution.

The Governor’s Commission 
on Law Enforcement and the 
Administration of Justice is the 
state agency responsible for law 
enforcement, criminal justice, 
and crime prevention planning in 
Maryland. The commission has 
th e  re sp o n sib ility  for 
coordinating all the agencies 
involved in the criminal justice 
process. The commission also 
administers the omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1970 and the Juvenile 
Delinquency Prevention and 
Control Act of 1968 for the 
state of Maryland.

The Governor’s Commission 
has four major responsibilities.

1. To develop state-wide 
comprehensive plans for 
reducing crime and improving 
police, court, and correctional 
agencies.

2. To assist units of local 
government and other state-level 
police, court, and correctional 
agencies in the design of crime 
control or agency improvement 
projects.

3. To allocate federal
grants-in-aid available under the 
provisions of the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act to 
worthy crime control or agency 
improvement projects which are 
compatible with the state’s
comprehensive plans.

4. To evaluate all projects
funded to determine the extent 
to which they have been
successful in reducing crime or 
improving the criminal justice 
system.
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THE BEST DAMN LEATHER GOODS 
ON SALE FOR NO REASON AT

912 Glyndon S.E. 
Vienna, Va. 22180 
Ph: 938 0566

LEATHER

belts, clothing, things

Sandals <1)
Men —  $1 8.00 
W om en 's  H igh  
Heel $20.00
(Reg. $22-$25)

Sandals (2)
M en or W om en  
$12.50
(reg. $15.00)

Barrettes $i .so
(reg. $3)

Moccassins
Men or W om en

Moc Boot (3) 
$1 6.00
(reg. 22.95)
Plain Moc (4)
Men or W om en  
$ 10.00
(reg. $12.95)
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Pants — $55
Men or W om en  
Snap  or lace 
front
Leather or Suede

Cordovan Leather Boots — reg. $35.95 
NOW $25

Hand Stitched Leather Hat — Always $23.00

Choco late  Brow n  
N avy  Blue  
Chestnut 
Red
Purple; H ot P ink
Skirts —$20
M en or W om en

snap or lace 
or Bu tton  
M id i's  also 
(M ore  $)

Vest —$22
W om en ’s pictured  
m en’s available

Hot Pants —$18
N ot pictured


