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Tighten Building Security To Halt Vandalism

by Vicki Lindgren
Security regulations at the Law
School are now being stringently
enforced due to a rash of thefts
and vandalism during the past
semester. The regulations in-

volve the closing of the Law
School building at 12 P.M. on
weeknights and Sundays and at 6
P.M. on Saturday nights (in the
past, the building was open until 1
A.M. on weeknights). According
to Stuart Rabinowitz, Associate
Dean of Students:

“It used to be that students had
the right to stay in the Law School
building until one o’clock rather
than twelve o’clock and even that

What’s happened is, we have
been having a rash of thefts,
vandalism, attempted theft—
twice people have tried to break
into my office—faculty offices
have been broken into, and tape
recorders, calculators, and
typewriters have been stolen and
they—whoever ‘‘they” are—have
broken into the student lounge.

‘“Thus, it has become
necessary to have some sort of
time cut-off, because on all the
investigations that the security
department has done, it has been
concluded that all thefts have
taken place at night, when the
library is closed and there’s
nobody around. If the doors are
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devices will now be put to more
effective use. Rabinowitz ex-
plained that:

“The utility of security-alarm
devices can be destroyed unless
there are absolutely clear hours
when no one can be in the
building. There must be a certain
point in time when no one is in the
building in order for this to work
effectively.”’

In the past, student I.D. cards
were checked on Sundays, to
make sure that only law students
were entering the library. When
asked why this security measure
is no longer being enforced,
Rabinowitz responded:

“It is simply a personnel
problem. The University won’t
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we already have, and what we
have are student aides who work
at the library. However, there
are not enough people to man the
library while at the same time
checking student I.D.’s. So, it
really is a budget problem more
than anything else.

“But most of the vandalism
takes place after the library is
closed. I don’t know who does it,
or how they get in, but it’s easier
for the security department if no
one is allowed in the building,
because then they don’t have to
check it every hour. If the alarm
system is supposed to work
properly, there have to be cerrain
hours when no one is allowed in
the building, so it has become

- g _set 2 time limit.”

for a student to remain in the
building after hours, he-she can
consult Dean Rabinowitz iIn
advance, and under special
circumstances permission can be
granted to remain in the building.
For example, there are times
when Law Review and CON-
SCIENCE staff members have
had to remain in the building
beyond the time limit, and
arrangements have been made to
accommodate them. Rabinowitz
said, “‘If there is a real need for a
student to remain in the Law
School building, because he-she
is doing work that cannot be
accomplished anywhere else, he-
she can come to me in advance,

and tell me why they have to
stay, and 1 can call Security m

“was not really enforced by
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people would come by, see

students, check their I.D. cards,
and let them stay in the building.

hide—maybe even bo
student 1.D. card.”
In addition, the security-alarm
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us with anything other than what

Attorneys-In-Residence

by Denise Sher -
On Wednesday afternoon at 1 P.M. in the Moot

Court Room, the Hon. Edwin J. Freedman
relayed a great deal of valuable information to an
eager audience in his lecture on “How to Try a
Traffic Case.” He emphasized the point that trying
traffic cases is a lucrative, yet little practiced
specialty in the legal field. Possessing the skill in
trying traffic cases will be extremely helpful when
many of your friends and members of your family
will approach you with this problem.

It is a reality that a good number of attorneys
have never set foot in a courtroom to {ry a case.
Judge Freedman expressed his feeling that every
lawyer as part of his professional responsibility
should try at least one case. He continued, ““what
better an opportunity than to try a traffic case.”

Judge Freedman covered various aspects of the
Vehicle and Traffic Law. Among them were

reckless driving, traffic signs, speed contests and
equipment violations. He related several valuable

tips on the strategy of trying your client’s traffic
case. Firstly, read the law; more likely than not you
will find a legitimate legal defense to the charges.
Secondly, go to the scene of the violation; ob-
servation of the area will very often be the key to
the winning of your case. Thirdly, take advantage of

- the numerous disadvantages a police officer en-
counters at the time he is writing out the summons.

And fourthly, never attack a police officers
motives in your examination of him or her during

the trial. :
In conclusion, Judge Freedman expressed his

desire for the continuance of this ‘““Attorneys In
Residence’’ program to provide law students with

some knowledge and tools that cannot be acquired
through the normal course of study in law. Please

join us every other Wednesday at 1 P.M. in the Moot
Court Room. You will find that is time well spent.

Students Appointed To

Standards Committee

Chief Justice Warren E. C. Charen,

New York City,

United States Committee to

budget lines. They won't provide

Burger has appointed three
members of the American Bar
Association Law Student Division
to a committee studying
proposed standards for lawyers
wishing to practice in the federal
courts.

Those named were David C.
Stoup, Kansas City, Mo., division
president and a third-year
student at the University of
Missouri School of Law; Steven

division delegate to the ABA
House of Delegates and a third-
year law student at New York
University School of Law, and
Andrew Goodman, New York
City, governor of the division’s
2nd circuit and a thirdyear
student at New York University
School of Law.

They will join 12 federal judges,
6 educators and 6 practitioners on
the Judicial Conference of the

Propose Standards for Admission’

to Practice in the Federal Courts.
The students will sit as nonvoting
members. The committee held its
first meeting in San Antonio,
Tex., Dec. 9-10. It plans to meet
again April 18-19 in Carmel, Calif.

Last April Conscience carried a
special report on proposed ad-
mission standards. Copies are

available in the CONSCIENCE
office.

new security provisions are not

inflexible. If there is a real need

Shuart Hopetul
No Tuition
Raise

by Stuart Rosenthal
Hofstra University President

-Shuart is ‘‘cautiously optimistic”

that there will be no tuition in-
crease next year. In a meeting
with campus press represen-
tatives on February 9, he ex-
plained that this has been a
“stabilizing year.”” He described
university income as generally
“on target” or “better than last
year.”” In answering questions

about the shape of the budget, he

said, ‘“We’ve come a long way.”

The University still has a $4

million cumulative operating

deficit, but the budget for this

year is balanced and a program
to decrease the debt over the next
five to ten years is being for-
mulated. President Shuart said
that an important aspect of
staying out of financial difficulty
is the ability to shift resources to
those areas where they can be
optimally utilized. He explained
that tenure is one obstacle to this
policy. ‘“Nothing is sacred,” he
said, but not everything is to be
changed. He said that all facets of
campus operations are fo be
examined in order to reach In-
telligent decisions about those
changes which will be necessary.

President Shuart blames some
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out of the library.”

of the University’s financial
difficulties on the change in
population in college-age groups,
which is creating problems for
universities across the country.
Shifts in the numbers of school-
age children have also had an
effect, as the demand for
teachers is decreasing. The ef-
fect of this on the education
department is obvious.

Applications Up

While the education depart-
ment is receiving fewer ap-
plications for admission to its
graduate department, most other
areas of the university are ex-
periencing an increase In the
number of applications. Un-
dergraduate applications for
admission are above the levels
reached last year at this time, as
are applications for admission to
the School of L.aw, the School of
Business and the doctoral degree
program in psychology. This, of
course, cannot be immediately
translated into increased
enrollment and revenue but is an
important first step. It is because
of all these favorable signs that
President Shuart has no plans to
request the Board of Trustees to

‘authorize an increase in tuition.
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Just One Day In The Life Of . . .

by Larry Stern

The oath of office of the President of the United States
has been administered to 38 men, six in my 29 years. I
watched four take the oath on television; this was my
second experience as part of an inaugural crowd.

January 20, 1977 found Vietnam and street con-
frontations recorded history, and Watergate, simply a
luxury condominium once again. The Capitol was a happy
place. Five and one-half years of education, internships
and summer jobs had made D.C. more like home than
anywhere else to me, and it was good to be back. For the
first time in eight years the Democrats controlled both
Congress and the White House, and old friends were
falling over themselves getting out resumes, scurrying
for better jobs. My two years at Hofstra had passed
quickly, and I too had resumes in my suitcase.

The day had not started well. Heavy traffic had caused
me to miss the 8 A.M. shuttle by minutes, and I
rescheduled my day by telephone. A friend from college
days, who had told me two years ago that Jimmy Carter
would be elected, had arranged for my invitation. I
agreed to meet him at his office and pick up my tickets.
One hundred seventeen thousand general admission
tickets had been distributed by the Joint Congressional
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies. In addition, there
were 34,000 preferred standing passes as well as tickets
for 16,000 seats. In short, an intimate group of some
167,000 people would be converging on the Capitol, and I
was worried about how close my cab would be able to get
to the Hill.

Sharing a cab with a freshman Congressman’s ad-
ministrative assistant, my mind was awash with dreams,
both old and new. Since my first visit'to Washington as a
child, the Capitol has fascinated me. I still have never
seen another structure I find more beautiful nor any
architecture that says more of America. I dropped off my
bags and hurried to try to get a choice view.

By the time I arrived, the wings of the platform were
filled, Members of the House of Representatives to the
right of the President’s podium, Senators to the left. It
was an hour before the ceremony, and the crowd was
filling in.

The weather was cooperating, at least in comparison to

earlier in the week. But at slightly above freezing, it was
still cold. I was grateful that in my excitement, I had not
forgotten to put on my long underwear.

Asthe Presidential party arrived, people began to push.
The Capitol had been closed off by police and special
military forces. To gain entrance, tickets had to be shown
at specific points. Somehow, some orange ticket holders
who were entitled to seats wound up behind preferred
standing room (blue ticket) holders. One lady screamed,
“I gotta get through; I've an orange ticket!” and
somebody replied, ‘“The only person who has to get there
is Jimmy Carter.” Being about the largest person in the
crowd, I found myself playing policeman and wondered
who had done the advance work on entrance points.

But on the whole, the mood was festive. I couldn’t help
but think of what John Kennedy’s inauguration, sixteen
years earlier, must have been like. Remembering hearing
his speech on television, I was brought back from my
recollection of his Boston twang by the Southern drawls
yelling for this other former naval officer, the new
President, whose cabinet was not drawn from Cambridge
and New York but from Atlanta. The excitement that
Kennedy had generated by the politics of hope was now
replaced by a question asking, “Why not the best?”’

The ceremony seemed short. Introductions by Senator
Cannon. ‘‘America the Beautiful.”” The Invocation by an
Atlanta bishop followed by a chorus of Amens from the
crowd. ‘“The Battle Hymn of the Republic’’ sung by the
Atlanta University Center Chorus. House Speaker
Thomas P. O’Neil administered the oath of office to Vice-
President Walter Mondale and then Chief Justice Warren
E. Burger swore in the President.

He took the oath on a Bible given to him by his mother
and one used by George Washington. He took the office, as
he had campaigned, as Jimmy Carter. Somehow, it
seemed fitting.

President Carter began his inaugural address with a
humility that marked most of the day, thanking the man
he had defeated for his service to the nation. Tremendous
applause followed, partially for the new President, but
mostly for the old. There were very few men on either side
of the platform who did not like the former President.
Even the press corps stood and clapped, and tears fell

Carter’s Pardon

Not Good Enough

from Ford’s eyes. It was an indescribable moment.
Watching power pass peacefully between presidents had
always amazed me; never, however, had the men on the
podium seemed so human.

Carter went on to give a low-key speech. But the crowd
was friendly and most came to see, not to hear. The
ceremony was concluded by a benediction and the
National Anthem. The podium cleared, and the crowd
waited for the motorcade to bring the dignitaries to a
solar-heated viewing platform near the White House to
watch the Inaugural Parade. Many hoped to catch a
closer look at the new President.

It was then, perhaps more than at any other moment
that day, that Jimmy Carter made history. For the first
time, a newly inaugurated president walked the route
‘back from the Capitol to the White House. Whether or not
the Secret Service knew in advance, I don’t know. But the
press and spectators had not, and the people went wild. It
was cold out there, believe me. But a path of warmth
followed the walkers. ‘

At this point I was warm inside a Congressional office
watching on television. The spirits were already flowing,
and celebrations abounded. As I watched I wondered
whether Vice-President Mondale was contemplating
whether it was proper for him to stay in his car or get out
and walk with the President. Wisely, I thought, he let the
President bask in his moment with wife and family and
waited until the part scheduled to be walked, before
joining him.

The parties that evening were in some ways refreshing
but in others a let-down. There were few superstars,
whom I admit I had hoped to see. President and Mrs.
Carter made an appearance at all seven, but on the whole
it seemed mostly people like me, citizens who paid $25 a
ticket to say they were there. But good spirits prevailed
and it was three A.M. before the orchestra called it a
night.

Guests lingered, not wanting the day to end. But mor-
ning was quickly approaching, and President Carter had
let his staff know he expected them at their desks early
that day ready for the task ahead. It may not have been
Camelot, but it had been a very special day.
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Work- Study

by Wayne S. Leibert

Within seven hours after assuming the
presidency, Jimmy Carter did what he promised he
was going to do. He announced that he was going to
grant an unconditional pardon to virtually all the
men who were peaceful draft resisters during the
Vietnam War.

The pardon affects 13,000 men, 9,000 of whom
have already been convicted and will have the
convictions wiped away. However, it does not affect
approximately 100,000 men who landed in the ar-
med forces and then fled. Although many of these
men deserted after committing crimes, quite a few
deserted because of genuine objections to the war.

The adverse reaction came swiftly. Senator
Barry Goldwater called the pardon ‘“‘the most
disgraceful thing a president has ever done.”
Apparently the Senator from Arizona does not
believe that President Johnson disgraced this
nation by lying to us about Vietnam. Or has he
forgotten how Richard Nixon lied to us about
Watergate, only to resign in disgrace? By trying to
bind the nation’s wounds, by forgetting the past,
President Carter has not disgraced us. Rather, he
has earned our respect by taking a very important
step.

But, I am afraid Mr. Carter’s program is not
enough. Once in the service many men realized that
they simply could not obey questionable military
orders. The Nuremberg principles described a war
crime, inter alia, as the “. . . wanton destruction of
cities, towns or villages, or not justified by military
necessity.”” These men did obey the law. They
obeyed a higher law. They disobeyed a military
command rather than disobey the Nuremberg
principles. The U.S. government simply did not
make the reasons for the orders in Vietnam so
unmistakably clear that none of the servicemen
could have questioned the propriety of following
orders. So these men made their moral choice, and
rather than sin against their consciences, they
sinned against the state.

At Nuremberg a number of people were convicted

after the tribunals rejected the defense that they
were only following orders. Do we deny that the
Nuremberg principles also apply to the United
States? If we are serious about war crimes, and
Nuremberg was not a matter of vengeance, then
President Carter must not only pardon draft
evaders, but also many of the deserters as well. We
must not punish the many who decided that the
military orders they received were morally
unacceptable, especially in a war that was totally
unacceptable.

Those who believe that such an extension of the
pardon would enable future dissidents to veto the
foreign policy of elected officials should look back
into history. George Washington did not punish
deserters following the Revolutionary War, and
neither did Madison following the War of 1812.
Lincoln issued a general amnesty following the
Civil War. In each of these instances the nation
looked to the future, instead of looking back.
Bringing all the men home will help us forget the
past and enable us to squarely meet the future.

The staff of CONSCIENCE joins
the entire law school community
in wishing Professor Herman
Hillman a full and speedy
recovery from his illness. We
anxiously await his return to his-
regular teaching routine.

On Wednesday, March 16 at 1
P.M. in Room 238, Adrienne
Sachs, Coordinator, Federal

Work-Study Program at Hofstra, ®

will speak to law students about
the work-study program.

The work-study program is a
federally funded program
through which students who
qualify through the Financial Aid
Office as financially eligible are
able to work for government
agencies or non-profit
organizations.

Work-study offers an excellent
opportunity for those students
who have financial need to eamn
part of their law school expenses
while at the same time work at

law-related jobs. Students who

apply during the second semester
and are accepted will be funded
for the summer (during which
they can work full-time) as well
as the next school year (during
which they can work part-time).
If you feel that you might be
able to establish financial need
(this is based on your income plus
your parents’, if you are not in-
dependent of them) and are in-
terested in work-study, you must
attend one of the meetings. ( This
includes students now on work-
study who must reapply!)
At this meeting, the application
procedure, job opportunities,
when decisions will be made, and
any other matters of concern to
you regarding work-study will be

discussed.
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Down With Legal Lexicon

by Neil Weinrib
One of the most adverse consequences of law school has
been the inculcation of legal language into the speech,
writing and daily actions of students. From the moment of
entering Hofstra, the law student is virtually bombarded
with a host of sterile and meaningless words and phrases
which are eagerly digested and conveniently utilized

without any hesitation. This phraseology includes:
moreover, further, in terms of, insofar as, it is well set-

tled, etc. The legal lexicon is stilted, anachronistic and
altogether too succinct. Worst of all—it’s contagious!

In fact, it is crystal clear that ‘‘legalese’’ has exerted a
chilling effect upon the capacity of law students to speak,
think, and act in unstructured terms. There I go again. I
just fell into the trap of using legalese when I could have
resorted to plain and simple English in order to make the
point that legal language stinks. Think about it. Do you
realize that you are thoroughly inundated with hackneyed
words and moot expressions whose only purpose is to take
an innocent, everyday sentence, and cause it to rever-
berate with the strength and power of ‘“‘the law?”’

Legal language injects virility and ego yet transforms
intelligible thoughts into abstract and utterly in-
comprehensible arguments that only a lawyer can un-
derstand.Theresult of bastardizing our native tongue with
monotonous boilerplate expressions is that we’ve suc-

ceeded in insulating our profession from normal, obscene
Americana. Is that what we want?

- Legalese can take a simple sentence like “Gimme a
glassa water or I'll break your arm” and turn it into the
following: “It is my firmest desire to request the im-
mediate delivery of one drinking vessel filled with
distilled water. In the event of noncompliance you shall
herewith receive a severe fracture of the radius, ulna and
humerous.”’

Legal language is all-pervasive. It even affects our
social relationships. For instance, take the usual case of a
law student who wants to end a long and drawn-out
romance. Without even realizing it, he will write his ex-
love: ‘““This is to inform you that the party of the first part,
after serious thought and deliberation, wishes to ter-
minate this prolonged and unfruitful relationship with the
party of the second part.”
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Legalese stops at nothing. It can seriously interfere

with one’s ability to read and enjoy good poetry. Robert

Frost, in “Stopping by Woods on a Snowy Evening,’”
wrote:

The woods are lovely, dark and deep,
But I have promises to keep,

And miles to go before I sleep

And miles to go before I sleep.

Now, add a heavy dosage of legalese and observe the
not-so-subtle transformation:

The said forest is characterized by extensive depth and an
inherent lack of illumination.
Moreover, as I embark upon this lengthy sojourn,

I have sworn to obey numerous affirmations prior to
lapsing into a state of slumber.

And in music too, legal language can murder one’s
appreciation of a song’s lyrics. The Beatles’ ‘I Want to
Hold Your Hand”’ becomes ‘It is my firmest intention to
grasp your metacarpus.”’ Or, the popular disco hit ‘“Get
Up and Boogey” is transformed into ‘‘Please be advised
that you shall hereby rise and gyrate.”

It is therefore ‘““well settled”’ that we, students of the
law, have been duped by the legal profession into learning
and using a nonsensical form of communication. Legal
language, if not quashed, must be confined to the
classroom. It is utterly criminal to allow this pernicious
phenomenon to turn us into obeisant automatons at the

expense of losing our rich and rewarding English
language heritage. Ain’t that the truth?
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SPEAKER
l PROF. AMOS SHAPIRA l
: of Tel Aviv Law School |
will speak on topics concerning law '

in the Middle East and

Esrael’s Constitution.

Wednesday, February 23, 1977
at 1:00 P.M. in Room 230.
A wine and cheese reception will follow.
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Elie Wiesel

Lecture Series

Elie Wiesel, noted author and Judaic scholar, will give

three special lectures at Hofstra University during the
spring semester.

The lectures, presented by the University’s Division of
Continuing Education, will be given at 8 P.M. on Mondays
(February 28, March 7 and March 14) in the Student
Center on Hofstra’s North Campus in Hempstead.

Mr. Wiesel's lectures are titled ‘“Biblical Thought:
Saul—the Story of a Melancholy King;” ‘“‘Talmudic
Thought: Rabbi Yochanan Ben Zakai—the Story of
Survival;”’ and ‘“Hasidic Thought: Rabbi Jacob Isaac—

TYPIST -
Experienced

Legal Briefs,

Memos, Articles

Suzanne -
(516) 694-0251

The Seer of Lubin.”

Born in Hungary, Mr. Wiesel was a teenage survivor of

Auschwitz and Buchenwald Concentration Camps. His

books include Beggar in Jerusalem, Night, Dawn, The
Accident, The Town Beyond the Wall, the Gates of the

Forest, The Jews of Silence, Legends of Our Time, One

Generation After, Souls on Fire, The Oath, Ani Ma’Amin,
and The Madness of God.

For further information about the Wiesel lectures ($18
for the series of three) write to Division of Continuing
Education, Hofstra University, Hempstead, N.Y. 11550, or
call (516) 960-3313. BankAmericard holders may register
by telephone. |

100 Resumes Printed
Camera Ready — $3.50

234 Front Street
Hempstead, N.Y.
481-9710
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Marino Materials
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EDITORIALS

Library is “Ours”

The editorial column of CONSCIENCE is a vehicle by
which the editors of CONSCIENCE express their
opinions about what is being done or what should be
done. This particular opinion is concerned primarily
with the former. Unfortunately, we must express an
opinion of some of our students that is so low, because
what they are doing is so loathsome, that we are
ashamed for them and sorry for ourselves. But the time
for this expression is long overdue.

It is time that we told the selfish, irresponsible in-
dividuals in our midst who think that they are getting an
edge by razoring out pages of Federal Reporters,
regional reporters and law reviews that the entire law
school community holds you in contempt. You have by
your actions proven yourselves to be unworthy of even
minimal trust. CONSCIENCE and your fellow students,
whom you’ve mercilessly ripped off, insist that you
mend your ways.

The irresponsibility is upon all of us to discourage and
put an end to this practice. We must not tolerate this
destructive activity which is so injurious to us all.
Professor Wypyski’s policy of maximum open shelves in
the library is a commendable one. But perhaps it is time
to re-evaluate the practicality of this policy in light of
the destruction being done. With first year Moot Court in
full swing, there is no time te lose. Immediate reap-
praisal of this policy is necessary.
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It’s really our fault. Whatever is happening around
here—that is, those things which we all are bitching and
moaning about—are really our own fault. Nobody wants
to read in the ‘‘official student newspaper’’ about
student apathy and especially student ineptness, but
that’s really ‘“‘what is happening.” |

After Pass-Fail was abolished, there was a great deal
of sentiment expressed about ulterior motives, and we
were all so annoyed at the possibility of change (who’s a
reactionary?) that we failed to recognize that the
change had already been completed. Committees that

had been set up to facilitate various functions of the law

school, and which had once been vital, are now
moribund. It was those committees which had enabled
the students to express their thoughts and interject
some meaningful input into the environment here. It
was through those committees that the students had
proved that they were mature and interested enough to
be trusted with the important inquiries that had to be
made to reach intelligent decisions on policy. But lately
the students here are too caught up in their own little
worlds. School is so tough, apparently, that they don’t
have the energy to do anything but study, except
perhaps go to two or three parties each weekend. It has
been as a result of this shifting of interest—away from
school action and toward less taxing forms of
stimulation—that the privileges of students have
eroded. We have freely given them up. We have shown
an attitude of indifference that yields the kind of results
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we have been so vigorously protesting. And it is ex-
tremely hypocritical of us to stamp our feet and beat our
breasts in righteous indignation when the turn of events
i1s unfavorable. It is worse yet to turn on and criticize the
faculty for improper motives when we haven’t yet
properly thanked them for the position they took last
spring when a budget cut was necessary to balance
tuition levels, and they stood out from their peers and
stood behind us, voluntarily accepting an across-the-
board salary cut. | , |

If you are still with us, please understand that we
abhor the results of the faculty vote on Pass-Fail. That
is one reason that CONSCIENCE has attacked it and
will continue to do so (as long as there are people in-
terested in it). We think it was an example of insensitive
and uncompromising administration. But the results
should not surprise anyone.

There is one last question we should all be asking and
answering to ourselves, ‘“If I am not for myself, who will
be for me, and if I am only for myself, what am 1?”’

Final Exams . ..
Our View

Last month we asked, ‘““What’s happening?” The
answer is fairly obvious. New York Practice is gone.
Pass-Fail is gone. The reading week before finals is
gone, through a compromise. Where is morale?

It may seem a little early to start carping about final
exams, but if we do not start now, the urgent reforms we
propose may never happen. Last semester a substantial
number of students were ‘‘blitzed’’ by a terrible exam
schedule. Many had one tough exam in the afternoon
followed by another the next morning. The so-called
relief available was a two-hour delay in taking the
second exam. What is the effect of this type of ad-
ministrative inflexibility? One possible result,
especially with the demise of Pass-Fail (which in the
past helped to mitigate the pressure of two consecutive
exams), is that students may be forced to fashion their
academic schedules to accommodate the finals
schedule. Such a ludicrous notion is not far from an
absurd reality.

There is no easy solution to the problem, but there are

‘alternatives. If liberal rescheduling of exams destroys

the integrity of those exams, then perhaps the finals
schedule should not be made up until after class
enrollment is finalized. Exams can then be arranged to
create a maximum amount of time between tests for the
greatest number of people, and a minimum number of
conflicts and consecutive tests, for which relief can then
be granted.

The schedule of classes and finals for next fall is under

consideration. The time to express our opinions and
exert pressure is now.

February 22, 1977

New
Judaic
Studies

Four courses for adults In
Judaic studies will be offered
during the spring semester by
Hofstra University’s Division of
Continuing Education In
cooperation with the Jewish
Theological Seminary.

“The Psalms: Our Search for a
Meaningful Life,”’ will be taught
on Thursdays, beginning March
10, from 8 to 9:45 P.M. by Dr.
Shlomo Balter. The course will
cover the nature and function of
the Book of Psalms, its history,
contents, form, origin, age and
authorship. _

Stephen Lerner, Rabbi of the
Town and Village Synagogue In
New York, and editor of the
Seminary’s quarterly journal,
“*Conservative Judaism,”’ will
teach a course on “Women in
Jewish Law and Tradition.”” He
will examine the role assigned to
women in Jewish life and will
discuss how women functioned in
various Jewish epochs and
societies. The course will meet on
Tuesdays from 10 to 11:45 A.M.
beginning March 8.

“A Persistent Paradox: Who Is
a Jew?"" is the title of a course
that will be given by Rabbi Ario
Samuel Hyams. The course will
be given on Tuesdays from 8 to
9:45 P.M., beginning March 8.

Daniel Boyarin, Assistant
Professor at the Jewish
Theological Seminary, will teach
a course on ‘“‘Early Jewish

“Mysticism,”" on Wednesdays

from 8 to 9:45 P.M., beginning
April 13. The course will cover
four aspects of mysticism in the
Talmud. The first two will be on
mysticism in the Talmud and the
last two on later mystics for
whom the Talmud was an In-
spiration. The legal norms
regarding the study of
mysticism, personal histories of
some of the great Talmudic
mystics, and some of the doc-
trines of the movement will be
discussed.

A fifth course in Judaica will
also be offered by Hofstra this
spring. It is a guided seminar
that will focus on the rich
collection of Judaica on display
at the Jewish Museum in New
York City. The course is titled
“Judaic Art in New York,”” and
will include three trips to the
Jewish Museum. Subjects will be
Jewish Ceremonial Art, the
World of the Bible, and major
exhibitions. The course will be
given on Sundays from 11 A.M. to
1 P.M., March 13, 20 and 27.

Further information about
Judaica courses can be obtained
by writing to Division of Con-
tinuing Education, Hofstra
University, Hempstead, New
York, 11550, or by calling 516-560-
3313.
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FORUM
The Dean

I appreciate the consideration shown by the editors of
CONSCIENCE by letting me see in advance their editorial
about final scheduling so that I might respond.

Obviously, we do not intentionally schedule
examinations in order to create ‘‘back-to-back’’ finals for
students. Nor are we insensitive to the burdens felt by
stu 3nts who are faced with a number of exams during a
short time span. In formulating the examination schedule
for this semester, I have spent many hours in attempting
to provide as much time between tests for as many
students as is feasible. In addition, automatic relief is
provided for any student who has two examinations on the
same day or three examinations on three consecutive
days. Unfortunately, no matter what we do in terms of
advance planning, there will be a number of students who
will have exams on two consecutive days. This is a
necessary result of the combination of a short
examination period (ten days), a large number of elective
course offerings and a lack of consistent patterns of
course selection among all students.

To grant “‘relief”’ by rescheduling exams for students
faced with tests on two consecutive days is undesirable.
Any such ‘“‘relief”’ would further compromise, or appear
to compromise, the integrity of the examination process.
Nor would delaying the scheduling of examinations until
after registration is final solve the problem. Since we

Regionalism:

‘Responds

CONSCIENCE

have a short examination period and a large number of
elective courses, there would still be a number of students
who would have ‘“back-to-back” exams. In addition, we
simply do not have sufficient administrative facilities to
correlate the individual course selections of all second-
and third-year students. Finally, such a procedure would
be detrimental to those students who do take final
schedules into account when making course selections in
a particular semester, especially in light of the fact that
several basic courses are offered in both the Fall and
Spring semesters (e.g., Land Use, Income Tax, Real
Estate and Evidence).

We have attempted to formulate a rational and fair
system by reconciling all competing considerations. The
result need not be that students will choose courses solely
on the basis of the examination schedule. Rather, students
faced with ‘‘back-to-back’’ examinations can prepare and
review sufficiently in advance of the tests so that cram-
ming is unnecessary and the burdens will be minimized.

I do not mean to foreclose further discussion on this
matter. If anyone has any new ideas, I would appreciate
hearing about them. In fact, if anyone wants to draft a
proposed final schedule for the Fall semester, I will give it
careful consideration.

Stuart Rabinowitz
Associate Dean

~ Qur Secret Weapon

by Wayne Bastedo

As the Carter Administration takes shape and a corn-
sensus evolves as to what it means for foreign policy, it
appears that the trend is toward maintaining a hard line
rhetorically against the Soviet Union. This is combined,
however, with a search for greater understanding of and
interchange with the Russians (and the Chinese) and a
greater emphasis on a positive policy toward the un-
derdeveloped nations of the world generally.

In essence, this means a continued movement away
from military confrontation and “counterinsurgency’’ in
our foreign policy a la Vietnam, Angola and Chile; a
greater emphasis on positive economic, cultural and
philosophical competition with the Soviets; and positive
approaches toward world stability as in our support for
popular government in Rhodesia and the SALT proposal.

One possible strategy for promoting such a positive
foreign policy that has not been widely discussed is
American support for regional development in the Third
World.

Regional development may be defined as the political
and economic association of neighboring, like-minded and
similarly-cultured nations within geographically self-
contained sub-continents of the world. The prime example
is the European Common Market, which has made only
faltering steps in recent years but still shows a great deal
of promise. The Europeans, in fact, have derived great
benefit merely from decreasing or eliminating intra-
European tariffs and trade regulations and formulating
uniform economic and political policies toward the rest of
the world. Similar regional-development efforts have
been made with varying success by the countries of Black
Africa and Latin South America.

“Anti-Communism’ and American Policy

The traditional conservative argument against
American interaction with Russia and China (‘‘detente’’)
and against American support for popular movements in
the underdeveloped world is that the Communist giants’
sole objective is world dominion and that such activity by
America only plays into their hands. To what extent the
fear of a Moscow- (or Peking-) controlled world 50 or 100
years hence is still realistic is highly debatable. Yet the
fear still pervades American (and Western) society, and
policy cannot be made without at least appearing to take
it into account. This is true despite the lessons of Vietnam
and Angola that America cannot afford to (and probably
should not) be the policeman of the world, opposing
popular movements just because they receive Russian or
Chinese support. And it persists despite the lesson of the
Chinese-Russian falling-out: domination of multiple
continents of the world under one unified ideology is not
likely. (In fact, the Russian-Chinese dispute indicates that
ideology as a unifying force may only be possible today
within limited historically-related areas.)

Certainly there is a need for the U.S. to be wary of
Russian and Chinese military, political and economic
influence in the competitive sense of protecting our own
best interests. But any actions taken to protect those
interests must be weighed to make sure we do not lose

more in moral integrity and human and economic
resources than we gain.
Advantages of Regionalism

All of the American objectivesof allaying fears of world
Communist domination, allowing peaceful competition
with the Russians and Chinese, and encouraging
development in the Third World can be met by promoting
regionalism. For while one small underdeveloped nation
may be subject to undue influence by a superpower like
Russia (or, indeed, the U.S.), a regional combination of
such nations (with comparable size and political and
economic strength to a Russia or U.S.) is much less likely
to be so dominated. In fact, by encouraging such regional
associations, the United States could foster stability in
those areas without expending huge resources. Suc-
cessfully integrated regions could adequately provide
their own non-nuclear defense. Through American-
supported economic regional arrangements, un-
derdeveloped nations could achieve sufficient economic
strength to make Russian- (or Chinese-) backed Com-
munism unattractive.

An American policy politically and economically en-
couraging regionalism while de-emphasizing American
interference behind the scenes would probably even
appeal to neutral and pro-Communist countries like those
in Africa and Indochina, which despite their ideological
opposition to the West, also fear Russian and Chinese
domination.

By promoting regionalism, the United States would
show its concern for the needs of the underdeveloped
world, helping to remove the stigma in our relations with
those countries that Vietnam created, while fostering
their trust in and favor toward us in such areas as trade.

How Realistic?

Can regionalism really work? The superpowers
themselves were all once as politically disintegrated and
backward as the underdeveloped nations. Centralization
and industrial revolution, in differing forms, brought the
superpowers to their present levels of strength. There is
no reason why, given sufficient support, other contiguous
areas of the world could not develop similarly.

Certainly, though, regionalism must be voluntary; it
must not just be another excuse for American in-
terventionism. Any such approach would be as bad as, or
worse than, past American policy. A pro-regionalism

.policy would have to include a corollary policy ensuring

that nations whose people wish to maintain absolute
sovereignty are not forced into alliances or economic
units they do not desire.

The “Communist threat’’ remains a dominant theme in

American foreign policy even today. To the extent that
that threat is illusory, regionalism (unlike Cold War
‘“anti-Communism’) permits a progressive American
approach of support for popular movements and positive

assistance to the Third World. To the extent that the

Russians and Chinese do pose political, economic and
military threats, regionalism may provide the best way of
peacefully competing with them for American interests.

Page Five

Right Of Left

JUSTICE . . . WHO
PROTECTS WHOM

by Chris Schmidt

Gary Mark Gilmore is dead. His ashes have been
scattered over Springfield, Utah, scene of the brutal
murders of Bennie Bushnell and David Jensen. His
girliriend, Nicole Barret, was in an insane asylum
oblivious to his destruction. Her mind has been per-
manently damaged as a result of their suicide attempt.
The widows of Bushnell and Jensen are at home with their
children wondering what to do with the remainder of their
lives. The reporters, executioners and witnesses to
Gilmore’s death are attempting to erase from their minds
the distasteful scene of his demise. The public is left with
a scar that will soon be covered over with more such
scars.

Gary Mark Gilmore has left something behind for all of
us. His acts have taught a lesson that no one should forget.
Some are decrying the use of capital ‘‘punishment,”
horrified to think that the government has the right to end
a life. Others are glad that Gilmore will never get the
chance again to ruin another life.

(Gary Mark Gilmore has taught us that we are a peculiar
society. We will vigorously defend the imagined rights of
convicted killers who kill more than once but piously urge
the control of handguns. We go to see movies that contain
nothing but gore and violence, but we detest involvement
in foreign wars because that might include us. We tolerate
violence as long as it is a safe distance away, such as on
television, or out in Utah, or in the Bronx. We deplore the
plight of the helpless and the downtrodden, but we are too
timid to face up to the responsibility of creating
legislation to control public enamies.

Gary Mark Gilmore exploited our weaknesses. After we
put him behind bars he was still able to do us more harm.
It took us a long time to see the danger. Even Gilmore
understood that he was incorrigible. It took the A.C.L.U.
longer to find it out. They were more concerned with the
killer than with his victims.

Gary Mark Gilmore did not receive punishment. Life in
prison would have been punishment. He received a
penalty. The penalty was the termination of any ad-
ditional opportunity to salvage his miserable life. The
risks to society were simply too great. Even Gilmore
understood this. He was more willing than some of us to
face up to the awful consequences. In death he had a way
to atone for his wrongs. He directed that the proceeds,
in part, should go into a fund to help the families of his
victims. He donated his organs to medicine<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>