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New exam procedures have been in-
stituted by Vice Dean Rabinowitz in response
to the growing concern over student
cheating at exams. The Ad Hoc Committee
on Academic Excellence addressed this issue
in a memorandum to Dean Schmertz last
week.

The number of proctors will be doubled
this year and several proctors will be assign-
ed to patrol of the bathroom areas. The pro-
ctors will also be responsible for reporting
cheaters to the administration and testifying
to such incidents at a formal hearing.

Both Rabinowitz and the Ad Hoc Com-
mittee stated that eliminating cheating must
be a joint effort of the student body and the
administration. Students must recognize that
they have an obligation to the honor system,
which entails the reporting of violators to the
administration for action. Rabinowitz said he
could not recall any student expulsions for
cheating at the Law School.

~ Lefkowitz Honored by HLS

by Peter Shafran
and Barbara Petraglia

Hofstra Law School’s Center for Govern-
ment Law and Legislation has been renamed
in honor of former New York Attorney
General Louis J. Lefkowitz. The announce-
ment was made by Dean Schmertz at the
close of Lefkowitz’s inaugural address of the
Max Schmertz Distinquished Professorship
Lecture Series on April 13. University Presi-
dent James Shuart presented Lefkowitz with
a medallion in honor of the occasion.

- Lefkowitz spoke about his career
in government which began in a Republican
club on Manhattan’s Lower East Side. After
serving in the State Assembly, Lefkowitz
presided over the New York City Municipal
and City Courts. In 1957, he was appointed
Attorney General of New York to fill the
vacancy left by the election of Jacob Javits to
the U.S. Senate. Lefkowitz served as At-
torney General for 22 years and is credited

Rep. Downey Speaks

by Barbara Lynaugh

Representative Tom Downey came to
Hofstra on Friday, April 15th, as the keynote
speaker for the Jobs with Peace program.
Downey is the Democratic representative of
Long Island’s Second Congressional District
(western and central Suffolk). An energetic
and accessible legislator in his fifth term,
Downey serves on the House Ways and
Means and Budget Committees and the
Select Committee on Aging. He also spent
four years participating in the second
Strategic Arms Limitations Talks.

Mr. Downey began his presentation by
stating that it is imperative that the federal
government reconsider its budgetary
priorities. Regan’s proposed 10.7 percent in-
crease in defense spending was characteriz-

continued on page 3

Anti-Cheating
Measures Taken

© Conscience 1983

CODE OF STUDENT CONDUCT
PART 1. VIOLATIONS

It will be a violation of the Code of Stu-
dent Conduct knowingly to_aid, abet or
commit any of the acts set forth below:

2. To communicate with anyone, in-
side or outside the examination room, in

-any manner during the examination ex-
cept the Dean in charge of examinations,
the person administering the examination
or any faculty member.

3. To have in the examination room,
or to consult outside the examination
room during the course of the exam, any
unautherized material.

4. To commence an examination
before the stipulated time or to continue
working on an exam after the announced
conclusion of the examination period
without proper authorization.

with reshaping the office into a formidable
advocate for the state’s citizens. According to
Lefkowitz, his office was the first in the coun-
try to establish a consumer protection
bureau.

The Louis J. Lefkowitz Center for
Government Law and Legislation provides
legal advice to government administrators,
legislators, and agencies. Last semester, the
Center received a $75,000 grant to deter-
mine the feasibility of public sector use of the
final offer binding. arbitration technique. The
project was commissioned by the Committee
on Work Environment and Productivity of
the New York State Legislature.

After the ceremonies, Lefkowitz pledged
his continued support for the Center and the
Law School. He offered his expertise in
government and his aid in recruiting other
government officials to enhance the Law
School’s development and reputation.

Congressman Tom Downey

SGA Presldent-elect Mlchael Zarin

Zarin Wms Election

by Steven Gershbein

In the largest Student Government
Association election turnout ever, 58 per-
cent of the eligible law students elected a
new student government and defeated a
referendum which had been passed
unanimously by the outgoing student
government.

The candidates-elect are:

President: Michael Zarin

Vice President/Secretary: Joe Sanchez

Treasurer: Jane Himelfarb

Second Year Representative: Laurie Gold

Third Year Representative: Catherine Sagos

ABA Rep.: Ann Marie Chmielewski

C.L.A.C. Representatives: John Ciampoli
Joyce Kramer

Alan Kaye

Laura Ford

Seth Mininsohn
Steven Gershbein

The referendum was worded:

“Do you want an increase in the student

activities fee from $10 to $20?”

Election Commissioners:

This was defeated by approximately a

three to two margin, 170 to 121, in spite of

backing from the student government and
several student clubs and organizations.

President-elect Michael Zarin's reaction
upon his victory was, “l am very gratified by
the high student interest as demonstrated by
the voter turnout. | think that can be at-
tributed to the high quality campaigns run by
Craig and his people and Marie and her peo-
ple. We want to bring all the candidates in
this election in and we hope they all get in-
volved in this government.” Zarin also ex-
pressed dissappointment that the referen-
dum did not pass and encouraged student
organizations to carry on fund raising next
year.

Commenting on his successor, outgoing
SGA President Jordan Fox, said, “l think
Michael is a very talented and assertive ad-
vocate for students. | don’t think the students
could have elected a better person for the job
and I'm honored that | will be succeeded by
Mike Zarin.”

Referring to the referendum, Fox stated,
“l think this will have a highly detrimental, if

Activity Fee
Increase Defeated

not debilitating effect on the ability for the
students to carry out their mandate. | also
believe there was a lack of information
[about this]. We didn’t bring the message
across to the student body. We elected an
excellent student government and didn’t give
them a pot.to piss in.”

Election Commissioners Dana Mesh,
Susan Rosenblum and Nancy Samotin in-
vested a combined total of over 26 man-
hours performing their thankless task at the
polls and tallying the 301 ballots including
several hundred write-in votes (there were
178 write-ins for Election Commissioner
alone).

The top three positions in SGA will be

held by individuals running on the same

“ticket”. Commentinc < a this, Pete Aloe, a

continued on page 3
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by Randy Montellaro and
David Feldman

The administration has granted an in-

crease in Law Review editorial stipends for
next year. This rise, the first in the Review's
history, brings the total stipend allowance for

the journal to over $19,500.

In addition. the four Moot Court Board
members. who currently divide $I500 in
stipends, have requested an undetermined
increase for next year. Law Review editors
and Moot Court Board members are the on-
ly individuals currently receiving stipends. A
proposal has also been submitted by the
outgoing editors of the International Proper-
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editors for the first time is modelled after the
Law Review approach. Under the request,
the Editor-in-Chief and two Managing
Editors would each receive $1000 annually.
The remaining editors will each be granted
$500 under the plan.

[PlJ Editor-in-Chief Barbara Kornblau
believes the stipends are justified

as “compensation for a job at Hofstra

Law School.” Kornblau also stated that she
believes that all scholarly journals’ editors
should receive stipends. She stressed that
even if the IPlJ proposal is rejected, other
groups’ stipends are still justified and should

not be affected.
The issue of stipends for work in student

organizations is a controversial one. Some
argue that no stipends are justified for any
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totalling $7500 to its editors for the first time.  groups. “Why should Law Review editors [Ji oo A9O0RU S
Specifically, the increases granted to Law  and Moot Court Board members receive a | *ln addition, Associate Editors receive 3200 (Holstra o i
Review editors are as follows: 1) The Edifor-  stipend in light of an impending tuition in- | **in addition, Assaciate Editors recelve ihrse-quarters scholarship, 3L siaff receive ane.
in-Chief and two M anagin'g EditOfS h ave creas e?" a Sk e d P eter Alb ETt, 2[.., Wh o iS an R T OB, R, TR DRt ¢ S B R RS BRI, WO, SR S Pt R S TR e st -
been given an annual increase of $700 each, incoming editor of the Labor Law Forum.

ty Investment Journal (IP1J) to grant stipends
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from $1000 to $1700. 2) The other eleven
Editorial Board members will each receive
$1025, hiked from $750 per year. 3) The 16
current Associate Editors will receive $200
per year. |

Review editors believe the stipends are
justified. Outgoing Editor-in-Chief Linda
Kreitcher said, “Stipends are a miniscule
compensation for the demanding work that
is required.” Other editors mentioned that
the payments are deserved in light of the
Review's contribution to the Law School's
reputation.

As to the increase, the editors cite the
fact that Review stipends have remained the
same since their inception in the early
1970’s. The editors also mentioned that

other law schools provide more for their Law

Review editors (see box).
IP1J’s proposal to provide stipends to its

Albert states. “Law Review is an academic

honor and therefore editors should not be

renumerated.”

Vice-Dean Rabinowitz, however, feels the
stipend system, which is entirely funded by
the Law School budget, is justified. He
argued that scholarly journals like Law
Review have traditionally been granted
stipends, and that these journals significantly
contribute to the reputation and academic
quality of the school. While he was sym-
pathetic to stipends being added for other
established scholarly journals, he warned of
budgetary limitations. |

Rabinowitz also mentioned that the Moot
Court stipends are helping to defray ad-
ministrative costs that would otherwise be in-
curred. since outside individuals would have
to be hired to perform some of the tasks now
performed by students.
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Critics of the stipend system also point out
that academic credit is awarded to members
of scholarly journals and the Moot Court
Board, making monetary benefits un-
necessary.

Dean Rabinowitz responded that the
academic credit alone “only partially reflects
the work being done,” and that the stipends
at least somewhat offset the amount of
money that could be earned in outside
employment.

Rabinowitz admitted that stipends have
been granted on a proposal-by-proposal
basis rather than as a result of an analysis of
all student organizations and the justifications
for or against stipends for each. Last week he
said, “Maybe the granting of stipends re-
quires a new look.” '
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ALL SUMMER |
SESSION BOOKS |

A SAMPLE OF OUR HORNBOOKS '

UCC—White & Summers
Contracts—Farnsworth

Civil Procedure—Green
Admin. Law—Schwartz
Property—Boyer
Torts—Prosser, Morris
Sales—Nordstrom
Remedies—Dobbs
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ISLAND BOOKS

662 Franklin Ave., Garden Gity
Open Saturdays 248-9393

|
|

Admiralty—Gilmore
Antitrust—Sullivan
Corporations—Henn, Laitin

Corporate Tax—Kahn
Crim. Procedure—Whitebread

Environmental Law—Rodgers
Evidence-——McCormick, Lilly
Family Law—Clark

Federal Courts—Wright (New)
Constitutional Law—Tribe ,Nowak
Real Estate Finance—Osborne
Secured Transactions—Henson

All Required Casebooks: '

New and Used!
Why Pay More For Less?
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COMPLETE SELECTION OF:

Casenote Legal Briefs
Emanuel Law QOutlines

Sum & Substance Texts/Cassettes
Gilbert Law Summaries

Flolex Analysis Charts

Nutshell Series

Legalines

NY Practice- Siegel

Smith’s Reviews

PRLT LT L

Many Others

=N N S e S e e . T — —mee




May 1983

by Peter Shafran

A graduate student at the State University
of Stony Brook has defied a grand jury’s
order to testify and surrender notes taken for
his doctoral dissertation. Mario Brajuha, 34,
a graduate student in Stony Brook’s
sociology department had amassed over 500
pages of research while working as a waiter
in restaurants in Long Island. He is studying
the role of a waiter in a changing industry,
and its effect on the restaurant trade.

Last month, Nassau County police and
fire officials launched an arson investigation
in connection with an explosion and fire at
Le Restaurant in Glen Cove. Brajuha had
been working at Le Restaurant at the time of
the incident. Nassau County Fire Marshal
Joseph Boslet, Jr. issued a subpoena to Bra-
juha on April 8, requesting “any and all
notes, records, log, diary pertaining to ‘Le
Restaurant’ or any restaurant (investigation
of criminal fire at Le Restaurant).” Following
Brajuha’s refusal to testify, the Nassau Coun-
ty District Attorney’s office issued a similar
subpoena compelling Brajuha to surrender
his notes and testity before a grand jury last
week. Brajuha again refused to cooperate,
despite warnings from Assistant District At-
torney Joel Weiss that he could be held in
contempt and sént to jail. Weiss is Chief of
the Nassau DA’'s Commercial Frauds

Bureau.
Brajuha claims that he and his notes are

protected by the Shield Law (§79-h of the
New York Civil Rights Law). The Shield Law
protects journalists from refusing to disclose
news or source of news received under cloak
of confidentiality. People v. Wolf, 39

eiieeeow e ©Conscience 1983

A.D.2d 864,333 N.Y.S.2d 299 (1972). “All
the people interviewed were fully informed
of the research and were promised confiden-
tiality. This included the owners, managers
and the staff,” said Brajuha. Brajuha ex-
plained to the grand jury that by testifying,
he would not only be destroying eight years
of research, but would also endanger his
future employment as a waiter on Long
Island, his sole means of supporting his fami-
ly. “l was already denied a ]Ob because of my
involvement (in thlS case),” Brajuha told the
jury.

The grand jury granted Brajuha a one
week adjournment to seek legal counsel. He
must appear before the grand jury again on
April 29. He had been denied aid from the
Suffolk chapter of the American Civil Liber-
ties Union and several other attorneys before
last week’s grand jury hearing. The sociology
department at Stony Brook has supported
Brajuha and is trying to contact scholars and
academic organizations to support Brajuha,
legally and otherwise. “The American
Sociological Association is on the brink of
taking it up as a cause celebre,” said Judith
Tanur, an associate professor of sociology
who accompanied Brajuha to the hearing.
The department has also been trying to enlist
the support of the American Psychological
Association. Tanur also noted that many
research organizations routinely keep their
sensitive research papers in Canada to pro-
tect against this type of problem.

Brajuha remained confident after the
hearing and hopeful of the outcome, but
noted, “I might go to jail and the person who
burned (down) the place will be laughing.”

Rep. Downey

Continued from page 1

ed as unnecessary. Mr. Downey stated that a
3 to 4 percent increase would be sufficient to
maintain a secure defense system. It was
pointed out that in 1978, the entire world
spent $365 billion for defense. Under our
present rate of growth, the United States
alone would be spending $365 billion for
defense by the year 1988; this is one billion
dollars a day.

According to Downey, some of this
money could be better spent on other sectors
of the economy, such as rebuilding the in-
frastructure, increasing aid to education and
improving services to children and the elder-
ly. Downey cited education as a key area.
He said that we have made it harder for our
children to go to college by restricting the
amount of government aid available. This,

Continued from page 1

framer of the SGA Constitution said, “It is
sad that tickets form and win because tickets
don’t have ideas, people have ideas. Tickets
don’t vote and decide policy, people do.”
He compared this to the problematic situa-
tion which exists in the Hofstra University
undergraduate elections.

The voters elected to the top five positions
candidates whose average age is just under
thirty. Additionally in each election, the can-
didate (or ticket) investing the greatest
amount of money experience the “thrill of

he said, conflicts with the fundamental re-
quirement of a democracy, an enlightened
and involved citizenry. Said Downey, “In a
democracy, education is assumed.”

Downey said he supported an “active and
compassionate government” in which the
needs of its people would be of primary con-
cern. “lt is really within our grasp to provide
the services that our people need,” Downey

stated.

Recalling the political activism of the late

~ Election ‘83

60s and early 70s, Downey urged “strength,
organization and commitment of students”
to produce substantive social change in
America. He stated that the next generation
of nuclear weapons could very well be our

last generation.

victory.”

On the lighter side, Jordan Fox received a
write in vote for every position and some
students felt that Professors Monroe Freed-
man and Linda Champlin would make fine
Election Commissioners. Dean Schmertz
and Yogi Berra were suggested as C.L.A.C.
Representatives by at least one student. And
of course, the inevitable. For President,
there seemed to be a contingent which pull-
ed for that most popular of political
philosophers and statesmen: Mickey Mouse.
Plus ca change...

SGA Election Results

President:
Marie Hoenings 79
Craig Heller 44

Write Ins 10

Joe Sanchez 170
Juan Gonzalez 94
Audrey Wirtz 22

Write Ins 2

Jane Himelfarb 187
Michael Dornbaum 71
Write Ins 11

Laurie Gold 75

John Austin Gaines 68
Jenny Lane 39

~ Write Ins 4
Catherine Sagos 68
Write Ins 10

Vice Pres/Secy:

Treasurer:

2nd Yr. Rep:

3rd Yr. Rep:

Michael Zarin 161

ABA Rep: Ann Marie Chmielewski 150
Cheryl Saban 85
Write Ins 5
Election Commissioners:
Laura Ford138
Seth Mininsohn24
Steve Gershbeinl?7
Monica Sheehan 10
Lisa Fortunato 8
- Other Write Ins 119
C.L.A.C. Reps (Write Ins)

i

John Ciampoli 25
Joyce Kramer 14
Alan Kaye 9

Other Write Ins 71

Vote for increase in student activity fee
No 170

Yes 121

Page 3 .

by Peter Shafran

A village justice dismissed a charge of
loitering by masquerading (Hempstead
Village Ordinance 11.3-4) against Patrick
Smith, a transsexual represented by Hofstra
Law School’'s Neighborhood Law Office
(NLO). Hempstead Village Judge Lawrence
Goldstein granted a discretionary motion to
dismiss the charge “in the iinterests of
justice.” NLO intern Pat Galteri arqued that
under section 170.40 of the N.Y. Criminal
Procedure Law “if a judge finds certain com-
pelling factors, he has the authority to
dismiss the charges.”

Another intern, Peter Goldstein, obtained
an expert in gender dysphoria, Dr. Kathleen
Degan, to testify that Smith was not “cross-
dressing” to fool anyone, had no intent to
disguise — rather, she dressed as a female
according to a medically-proscribed mode of
behavior, that includes hormone treatments
and silicone injections. Degan explained to
the court that cross-dressing is a crucial com-
ponent of a “sex-reassignment” and that any
reputable doctor wouldnt perform a (sex-
change) operation unless the patient had
been cross-dressing for at least two years.

The NLO defense team tried to prove that
Smith is a transsexual, not a transvestite or a

. homosexual. They emphasized certain man-

datory categories for the judge to consider in
determining whether there were compelling
factors to warrant dismissal of the charge in

Student Defies Grand Jury Transsexual Masqueradmg
Charge Dissmissed

the interests of justice. These categories in-
cluded: the history, character, and condition
of the defendant, the seriousness and cir-
cumstances of the offense, the extent of
harm caused by the offense, and the impact
of a dismissal upon. the safety or welfare of
the community. The judge relied on the first
three categories for the dismissal and re-

jected the fourth.

While the dismissal does not give Smith
immunity from the masquerading or-
dinance, “it is unlikely that the police will
pick her up,” Galteri stated. “But if they do,
Smith could bring a §1983 action against the
police for continued threat of prosecution,”
Galteri added.

The Hempstead Village Court granted a
motion last week, pursuant to §722-c of the
Nassau County law, to direct the county

treasury to pay for Dr. Degan’s services. This
motion was ' argued by NLO intern Lanny

Bryer.

Three other friends of Smith, with similar
problems, are being represented by NLO in-
terns on charges of loitering for the purpose
of prostitution, in addition to a mas-
querading charge. Galteri will be joined by
interns Jane Wexton and Laura Fuhrer for
their defense. Professor Richard Klein, a
clinical instructor at the NLO, heads the
criminal defense team. Klein was formerly
the Senior Trial Attorney with the Criminal
Defense Division of the New York City Legal
Aid Society.

Jobs with Peace Week

by Barbara Lynaugh

The Hofstra Chapter of the National
Lawyers Guild sponsored a week-long infor-
mational program during Jobs with Peace

week, April 10th to 16th. This was declared

__a national week to consider ways to create

jobs and restore services by reducing military
spending. The Jobs with Peace initiative was
endorsed by more than 70 Representatives
and Senators, the New York State Assembly
and hundreds of Ilabor unions, peace
groups, and religious and community
organizations.

The key message of the Jobs with Peace
program that took place at Hofstra was the
need to put Americans back to work with a
transfer of funds from defense to human
needs. The Guild students distributed
literature throughout the school, including a
fact sheet they put together themselves.
showing that, dollar-for-dollar, military spen-
ding creates fewer jobs than does spending
on other sectors of the economy. This year’s
federal budget figures were reproduced to

IPl)
Announces

New Board

The Internahonal Property Investment
Journal is proud to announce the election of
its editorial board for the 1983-84 academic
year: '
Barbara Kornblau
Barbara Barron

Editor-in-Chief
Managing Editor— Articles

Larry Drexler Managing Editor— Staff
James Hoar Business Manager
George Patsis Articles Editor
Beth Barash Articles Editor
Stuart Ball Articles Editor
Tom Schulz Reszarch Editor

Barbara Lederman Research Editor
Lisa Depasquale Research Editor
Terry Vlahos  Notes and Comments Editor
Stephen Katz Notes and Comments Editor
Bonnie Oringer Notes and Comments Editor

Mark Cohen  Notes and Comments Editor

show that currently 60 cents of every income
tax dollar goes toward military-related spen-

ding.

The students were successful in securing
substantial support from Hofstra students
and faculty for the Congressional Jobs with
Peace Resolution (HR 46). The resolution
states, in part, “that it is the sense of the
House of Representatives that more money
should be made available for jobs and pro-
grams — in education. transportation, hous-
ing, health care, human services, and other
socially productive industries — by
significantly reducing the amount of our tax
dollars spent on nuclear weapons. foreign
military intervention. ‘and wasteful military
programs; these policies will promote a
healthy economy, true national security, and
jobs with peace.” More than 100 members of
the Hofstra community signed a petition in
support of this resolution. Copies of the peti-
tion were sent to each member of the Long
Island Congressional delegation and to
Senators Moynihan and D'Amato.

BAR EXAMS AREN'T
LIKE LAW SCHOOL EXAMS
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Knowing how to analyze complicated  Ji§
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e

fields of law, and writing coherent,
logical. and consistent answers  J
thereto, can make the crucial dii-
ference in passing the Bar Exam. Why
not get the feel of 16 very difficult Bar X
Exam questions before the July, 1983 |
Bar Exams? Thousands of students. ()
for the past 40 years, have been con- X
vinced that the approach-analysis-and
style techniques and methods they i
learned at THE KASS PROBLEM )
ANALYSIS CLINICS were essential to
their success on the Bar Exam.
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A Six successive Sundays, starting June I
% 12, 1983, from 1 to 4 P.M_, at the %
@] N.Y. Sheraton Hotel, 56th Street & 7th [,
Y  Avenue, N.Y.C. TUITION FEE: $150. A
)}  We were over-subscribed in cur last
X 10 series! \
¥  Hofstra Agent — Raymond Smolenski >
X y

|  KASS PROBLEM X

ANALYSIS CLINICS
27 William St., N.Y.C.
10005 (212) WH3-2690

essays, confusedly combining several  \¥§



NOTES AND

COMMENTS
- FUCHSBERG RESIGNS

Judge dJacob Fuchsberg announced his
resignation from the New York Court of Ap-
peals, after serving on the bench for nine
years. Fuchsberg's resignation will become
effective on May 15.

The resignation gives Governor Mario
Cuomo the opportunity to make his second
appointment to the state’s highest court.
Cuomo recently appointed Republican
Richard Simons to fill the seat vacated by the
retirement of Dominick Gabrielli in January.

Under a new law, signed by Cuomo, the
Commission on Judicial Nomination can
send the Governor three to seven candidates
for the vacant court seat. Cuomo has said he

Grumman Sues

“Flexible” Developer

The Grumman Corp. has filed a $500
million suit against Rohr Industries, Inc.. an
aerospace manufacturer. Grumman charged
Rohr with failing to reveal that a prototype
Fixible bus — which Grumman had purchas-
ed manufacturing plans for — had
developed undercarriage problems during
testing.

As a result, more than 2,600 Flxible buses
which Grumman manufactured were recall-
¢d, by Grumman because of cracks that
developed in the buses’ A-frame, engine
cradle and front mechanical assembly.

Grumman is seeking $250 million in com-
pensatory damages and another $250
million in punitive damages. Rohr has until
May 9 to file a response.
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wants to appoint a woman to the high court
and has contacted women'’s groups and bar
associations to encourage women to apply to
the Commission for consideration.

The four front-runners for the bench are
M. Dolores Denman, a justice on the Ap-
pellate Division, Fourth Department, in Buf-
falo; Ann T. Mikoll, a justice of the Appellate
Division, Third Department, in Albany; Bet-
ty Weinberg Ellerin, deputy court ad-
ministrator in charge of the New York City
courts, and Mary Johnson Lowe, a judge on
the U.S. District Court in Manhattan since

1978.

Judges to
Choose Judges

Chief Judge Lawrence Cooke recently
endorsed a proposal to have judges, instead
of lawyers, select jurors on New York trials.
In the federal court system judges pick
jurors. The state’s chief judge said that the
tederal system would reduce the amount of
time for jury selection by one-third.
Assembly Speaker Stanley Fink
(D-Brooklyn) proposed a two-year experi-
ment on a variety of ways to speed trials.
The experiment would include allowing
lawyers pick a jury without a judge present,
using a different type of calendar system and
having felony hearings before cases went to
a grand jury.
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ORDER YOUR COPY
NOW! FOR ONLY

$10

$15 less $5 discount through April 30

Order in Room 202, Dean’s Office,
with Mrs. Mary Lynch or
with Ray Smolenski or Bob Wilk
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A lecture series in public interest law has
been established by an endowment in
March. The Howard Kaplan Memorial Lec-
ture Series will be funded by a $10.000 en-
dowment from the Max and Victoria Dreyfus
Foundation. The funds will be invested and
the income will be used exclusively ta, defray
the expenses attributable to an annual lec-
ture and reception to be held at the Law
School.

Assistant Dean Robert Douglas had ap-
plied for this grant in February and is
awaiting approval from the University Board
of Trustees. As coordinator of this project,
Dean Douglas suggested that the faculty and
student body provide input into selecting an
appropriate speaker for the inaugural lec-
ture. ~ )
Each year the Law School will invite a
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Public Interest Lecture Series Endowed

person or persons of distinguished creden-
tials to deliver an address on matters related
to public interest law. Douglas would also
like a seminar-type discussion with selected
members of the University community to
follow the lecture. A reception will follow
during which the faculty, students and other
members of the community would have an
opportunity to interact in a more social set-
ting with distinguished lecturer or lecturers.

At the suggestion of Mrs. Howard Kaplan
and Anthony Kaplan, Hofstra Law Class of
1982, Douglas proposed the establishment
of the Kaplan Series to provide a memorial
to Howard Kaplan and the values he held.
Kaplan served as counsel to the Max and
Victoria Dreyfus Foundation.

The inaugural lecture will be given next

Spring. ;
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PIEPER NEW YORK-MULTISTATE BAR REVIEW
' It Speaks For Itself.

CLOSED OUT!!

FOR THE 1984 BAR EXAMINATION

Pieper New York-Multistate Bar Review, Ltd.

1517 Franklin Avenue
Mineola, New York 11501
(516) 747-4311
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The New York City Evening Session (LIVE LECTURES) of the Pieper
New York Multistate-Bar Review Course has been CLOSED OUT as
we have reached our full enrollment at that location.

There are still some openings available for TAPE lectures in Hemp-
stead, Long Island; Westchester, Albany, Buffalo. Svracuse,” New
York; and Washington, D.C.

ENROLL WITH PIEPER EARLY FOR THE LECTURE SERIES




May 1983

That “ingredient watchdog, the federal
Food and Drug Administration (FDA),
makes sure that the label tells you that you
are getting a mouthful of acetyl tartaric esters
of mono- and diglycerides when you bite in-
to your Clark bar, but the regulatory agency
also has rules about the amount of dead
bugs, larvae, worms, fecal pellets, rot, mold,
and other goodies that are allowable in cer-
tain foods. Here are some examples of ingre-
dients the labels never tell you:

Broccoli (frozen): Average of 60 aphids,
thrips, and/or mites per 100 grams.

Chocolate: Average of 60 microscopic in-
sect fragments per 100 grams; or average of
1 rodent hair per 100 grams.

Green coffee beans: Average of 10 per-
cent or more by count are insect infested, in-
sect damaged, or moldy; or 1 live insect in
each of 2 containers, or 3 live insects in 1
container.

Potato chips: 6 percent by weight contain
rot.

Peanut butter: Average of 30 insect
fragments per 100 grams; or average of 1 or
more rodent hairs per 100 grams.

Oy

DROSOPHILA FLIES

HELP BUILD
STRONG BODIES

© Conscience 1983

Tomato juice: Average 10 drosophila fly

eqggs per 100 grams, or 5 drosophila fly eggs
and 1 drosophila maggot per 100 grams, or

2 drosophila maggots per 100 grams.

Tomato paste, pizza sauce, and other

sauces: Average 20 drosophila fly eggs per
100 grams, or 15 drosophila fly eggs and 1
drosophila maggot per 100 grams, or 2
drosophila maggots per 100 grams.

Dried prunes: Average of 5 percent by
count insect infested, moldy, decomposed,
dirty, and/or otherwise untit.

Spinach (canned or frozen): Average of
50 aphids, thrips, and/or mites per 100
grams; or 2 or more 3-millimeter larvae
and/or larval fragments of spinach worms
(caterpillars) whose aggregate length ex-
ceeds 12 millimeters in 24 pounds; or leaf
miners of any size - average 8 per 100
grams; or leaf miners 3 millimeters or longer,

average 4 per 100 grams; or areas of one-’
half inch diameter affected by mildew or

other type of decomposition.

Raisins: 10 whole or equivalent insects
and 35 drosophila eggs per 8 ounces of
golden bleached raisins.

Strawberries (frozen, whole or slices):
Average mold count of 45 percent.

This valuable information is from Food
Defect Action Levels, published by the
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare. These examples were culled by
Susan Rosenthal for National Lampoon.

Students hear candidates ebte t '. |
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Printing Impressions, Inc.

‘QUALITY PRINTING & CREATIVE DESIGN
OFFICE SUPPLIES » BUSINESS FORMS
SOCIAL INVITATIONS ¢ ANNOUNCEMENTS
RUBBER STAMPS » ENGRAVED NAME PLATES
LABELS e BUSINESS CARDS ® RESUMES
LETTERHEADS ¢ ENVELOPES ¢XEROX COPIES
BLUMBERG LAW FORMS
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RESUME PACKAGE
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100 PRINTED COPIES _SO
100 BLANK COVER LETTERS S 3 5 95
100 BLANK ENVELOPES

-on White Bond Paper
Other Packages Available — Priced Accordingly
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1000 Business Cards 31 895

et WHITE CARD STOCK -- LOGO
(e° CHOICE OF RED ¢ BLACK * BLUE « GREEN OR BROWN INK

DIPLOMAS & CERTIFICATES LAMINATED ON WOOD
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EAST MEADOW PLAZA

1948 HEMPSTEAD TPKE., EAST MEADOW
(Near the East Meadow Flick — /2 Mile East of Meadowbrook Pkwy.)

794-2640

Open Friday Night till 9 P.M. For Your Shopping Convenience

Congratulations to
Avram and Maureen

Rosen on the birth of
their first child,
Michelle Mahoney.

Michelle, 6 Ibs. 4 oz.,
was born April 26.

FRIDAY 5/6 MONDAY 5/9 TUESDAY 5/10 WEDNESDAY 5/11 THURSDAY 5/12 FRIDAY 5/13
Unfair Trade 205  Products Liab. 230 Wills, Trusts, Est. 206  Legislative Proc. 205  Secured Trans. 308 Crim.Pro. A 230
Adv. Comp. Tax 206  Tax. Partnerships 206  Real Est. Trans. 205 Family Law 230 Crim.Pro. B 238

Evidence 238 Federal Courts 204 Law & Medicine 205
1 p.m *Civil Pro. A 230 Contracts A 230
*Civil Pro. B 238 B 238
*Civil Pro. C 308 C 308
(Exam begins at
12:30 p.m.)
MONDAY 5/16 TUESDAY &/17 WEDNESDAY 5/18 THURSDAY 5/19 FRIDAY 5/20
9 a.m. Const'l. Law A 308 Insurance 230 Labor Arbitration 205 Indiv. Income Tax 205  Pub. Sect. Lab. Law205
205  Estate Planning 238  Collective Barg. 230 Corporate Tax 230 Admiralty Law 206
Const’l. Law B 206 . Makeup Exam 206  Environmental Law 206 Torts A 230
230 Adv. Civil Proc. 204 B 238
238 C 308
Comm’l. Trans.
Surv. 204
1 p.m. Comm’l Paper 230  Property A 230 Makeup Exam 206
B 238
& 308
Makeup 205

*Civil Procedure Exam will begin at 12:30 p.m.
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Ignoring A Commitment

“Recognizing that research and writing are critical lawyering 8kills, Hofstra

has designed a First-Year Clinical Research and Writing Program which is a
departure from traditional programs. In their first semester of Law School,
students study research and writing through real clients and cases. While
working on these cases, students write legal memoranda, participate with in-
structors in client interviews, and prepare pleadings. During the semester,

students are also introduced to other lawyering skills, including interviewing
and counseling. Five teachers conduct classes and hold individual conferences

with each student to review the student’s written work.”

These words are not ours, but the words of the Law School’s 1980 catalogue.
Our first-year clinical program made Hofstra a unique law school; it was a

powerful attraction to many of us when we were deciding whether to come to

Hofstra. Yet a special ad hoc committee headed by Professor Regan is recom-
mending that the program be eliminated. According to the Committee, the
clinical program created an “inordinate” workload and forced students to con-

centrate on research and counseling skills instead of just writing.

The committee recommends that the program be replaced with a new pro-

gram to be taught by six instructors, of which five are supposed to be “recent
graduates.” These individuals will be hired only for seven months and will only

receive $1500.00 per month in compensation. The instructors are supposed to
be recruited anew. We question whether the “recent graduates” will have
enough experience to effectively teach the art of legal writing. And we wonder

what kind of instructors the school expects to get when it pays so little for in-

structors who will be terminated seven months after they start.
Much has been said this semester about the problem of “student malaise.”

The faculty has complained that many of the students just don’t participate ac-
tively in their own education, and many of the students have said that the cur-
rent curriculum fails to teach them the crucial skills they need as lawyers.
Rather than responding to these concerns, the faculty seems to be dismantling
the clinical programs one by one. The Dean may have appointed a “Committee

on Academic Excellence,” but actions such as killing the first-year clinic in-
dicates to us that the commitment to academic excellence just isn’t there.

In Good Conscience

The printing of the last issue of the year always generates a plethora of
thoughts and emotions from our hard-working and diligent staff. Throughout
the 1982-1983 year, the editors and staff of our newspaper have spent hun-
dreds of hours in investigating, researching, writing and creating a paper wor-
thy of our efforts and worthy of the School of Law.

Conscience has always tried to generate intelligent thought and debate
about serious issues affecting the Law School and the surrounding communi-
ty. We believe that Socrates was right when he said that “the unexamined life
is not worth living.” In the examination of various political, social and legal
issues, Conscience has tried to help make the life at Hofstra University’s

School of Law worth living. , _ e e
Conscience is aware of the controversial nature of many of its news stories

and editorials. But throughout the worst political storm, the editorial board
has always remained loyal to the supremacy of its journalistic standards and
responsibilities as well as the public’s right to know. It is with these principles
in mind, that the newspaper can reflect on Spring '83, in all good conscience,

and look forward to Fall ‘83 with the same esprit de corps.

Freedom At Stake

The two lawsuits filed against the University over its disciplinary action
raises some critical issues that this University community must face. Those
students alleged that they were disciplined without many of the procedural
safeguards that are a prerequisite to the disciplinary system of any community
that calls itself free. Most seriously, these students were banned from the cam-
pus without a single allegation that they broke any specific rule or regulation
of the University. The ultimate issue is whether the University exercises ab-
solute and unreviewable power when it punishes its students. If students can
be sanctioned for conduct that breaks no specific regulations, then students
can be punished for anything at all.

Intellectual freedom is supposed to be the hallmark of a University com-
munity. But if those who run the University have the total power to punish
students for rules they make up ex post facto, what kind of real intellectual
freedom can students really have? Those who live under this kind of
authoritarianism must always be careful not to offend those in control. No true
freedom of thought and speech can be possible under such a system. The
framers of the United States Constitution recognized that. One of the few con-
stitutional rights found in the unamended Constitution was the right of the
people nut to be subject to any ex post facto law. :

The faculty and Board of Trustees have 2 responsibility to pay serious atten-
tion to the actions of those who run this University. This University aspires to
train those who will take on important responsibilities in our society. It cannot
train its students very well when it governs by petty despotism.

...... ®
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Peter William Shafran, Editor-in-Chief
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joe Cassidy 1, Editorial Page Editor | mjlive. lively newspaper of professional quality. We encourage everyone to write

- Tracey Epstein, Features Editor - '] 'ettars and articles. All submissions should be typed, triple spaced, with name,
Glenn Brettschneider, Sports Edifor

box in the library.

CONSCIENCE is published monthly from August to May by the students of

padne number and year of graduation. Submissions may be dropped off in our

CONSCIENCE is distributed free to the Hofstra community including
students, faculty and alumni. Funding comes from advertising revenue and the
student activity fee. Postmaster, please return undelivered copies to the above
address. Subscriptions for others cost $8. Re-publication of any article is pro-
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D’Amato Choice
Criticized

Open Letter to Dean Schmertz:

The Hofstra Chapter of the National
Lawyer’s Guild hereby adds its voice to the
growing student opposition to the Ad-
ministration’s selection of Sen. Alfonse
D’Amato as commencement speaker for the
Class of 1983.

We find the choice of D’Amato particular-
ly repugnant.

D’Amato represents the special interests
served by the Reagan Administration’s
policies of huge military expenditures, tax
giveaways and cutbacks; all of which have
had disastrous effects on the lives of working
and poor people of this country. Also,
D'’Amato is a product of a well-publicized
corrupt political organization. As students
concerned with improving the lot of U.S.
citizens, we strongly oppose the interests and
policies for which D’Amato stands.

In addition, the manner in which this
selection was made is simply appalling. It of-
fends the sensitivities of a student body
which has a demonstrated consciousness of
and a right to participate in administrative
policies and procedures that directly affect it.
The Administration neither sought nor con-
sidered student input into this decision. This
stands as yet another pathetic example of
both the disregard in which student opinion
is held and the unresponsiveness to students’
needs that exist at Hofstra. This ad-
ministrative philosophy must change; the
law school can no longer be governed by ad-
ministrative fiat!

Please be advised that since you neglected
to consider student opinion at the time when
it should have been consulted, we will be
displaying our opinion through a public
demonstration, protesting the Senator’s
policies, to take place at the graduation
ceremony. We are presently involved in ac-
tively soliciting student participation in this

demonstration.
Barbara Lynaugh and
Carol Law on behalf
of the Hofstra Chapter
of the National Lawyers’ Guild

Dean Responds

Open letter to Barbara Lynaugh and Carol
Law, Hofstra Chapter of the National
Lawyers’ Guild:

| am disappointed by your memorandum
of April 12, 1983.

It means to me that you and your
organization would oppose and demonstrate
against any commencement speaker who
held political views with which you do not
agree. | can think of only one characteriza-
tion of your position—one of censorship and
disrespect for the right of free speech.

| wonder how you can rationalize your
position, especially your plan to
demonstrate, with the fundamental obliga-
tion of lawyers to hear all sides, to act civilly
and to respect the rights of all to express
views. | did not hear any such complaints by
any other group from the student body when
we invited Judge Burstein to be the com-
mencement speaker this past January or At-
torney General Abrams a couple of years
ago. BPoth are closely identified with liberal
political causes. :
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What of the fact that some students may
share the views of Senator D’Amato and
even those of the Reagan administration?
Are they not entitled to hear those views

‘without the distraction of a demonstration? |

Where are the concepts of due process,
fair play, the duty to represent unpopular
causes that are the obligations of lawyers and
which this Law School takes pride in
teaching and practicing? Is it your concept of
fair play or your concept of due process or
only unpopular causes that you support that
may be represented at a commencement?

The fact is that Senator D’Amato is an
elected United States Senator from New
York. He is our neighbor and a
demonstrated friend of this Law School and

- the University. He hires our graduates and

involves our faculty and students in govern-
ment matters. He helped our student lawsuit
against cuts in federal aid to higher educa-
tion. If you took the trouble to study his
record, you would have noted that with each
passing month he has staked out positions
quite independent of and on some points in
disagreement with those of the Reagan ad-
ministration. :

You say he is the product of a corrupt
political machine? Have you researched and
considered the political beginnings of such
distinguished national leaders (whom I am
sure you would have welcomed as com-
mencement speakers) as Harry Truman,
Hugo Black, Lyndon Johnson and even Earl
Warren? Surely, your “guilt by association”
approach must be apparent to you, if you
were to think about it. .

If Senator D’Amato’s campaign tactics of-
fended you (and as a personal friend of
Jacob Javits, | would be the last to defend
them), [ suggest you look into the level of the
election campaigns run by many major
political leaders whom you would support
because of their political viewpoints.

The point, of course, is that no com-
mencement speaker invitees should or will
be vetoed because of their political views,
provided those views are lawful and 2
legitimate part of the political life of this
country. Senator D'Amato clearly meets that
test. As Dean, | have been responsible for}
commencement speaker invitations not onl
to Senator D’Amato but to Judge Burstein,
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare
Samuel Pierce and to Attorney General
Robert Abrams. It should be apparent that
those people represent sharply different
political views. They were invited because of
their stature and because of what | believe
they could do for our School and our
students. In my view, the influence of and
awareness about the School should reach in-
to conservative as well as into moderate and
liberal political quarters. Qur efforts in this
regard should be evenly balanced and thatQi
has been my objective and practice.

You overlook mention of our other
honorand Siggi B. Wilzig. If you researched
his background and his polcies as the head
of a New Jersey bank, you will find that his
lending practices are extraordinarily liberal
for a banker, or for any businessman. He
was in a Nazi concentration camp as a child
and has not forgotten. As a consequence,
his bank helps ordinary people, small
businesses, philanthropic and community

groups with loans and grants which they

would be unable to obtain elsewhere.

You say that | did not seek student input
in the selection of the commencement
speaker. Frankly, | am not sure that that is

continued on page 7
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Dean Responds

continued from page 6

not a “red herring.” Would your position
regarding Senator D’Amato be different had
| sought your views before extending the in-
vitation?

As far as | know, none of my predecessors
as dean involved the students in the com-
mencement speaker selection process. | did
it to some extent last year and found it to be
divisive. I did not do it in the selection of
Justice Burstein this past January nor for Jim
Jensen last spring. My discussions with prior
deans indicate that there has been no formal
or institutional input from the student body
in recommendations or selections of com-
mencement speakers during their terms in

Joffice.

Finally, it seems to me if there is student
input, and | am not opposed to the participa-
tion of students on an advisory basis (in-
asmuch as only the University Board of
Trustees can approve a commencement
speaker and award an honorary degree and
there must always be a need for an
evenhanded selection process) it should be a
matter for the students who are graduating. |
note that both of you are not part of this
year’s graduating class but are just com-
pleting your second year.

In short, | reject your protest. As for your
plan to demonstrate, you have the free
speech and First Amendment right to do so.
But I will not hesitate to take appropriate ac-
tion if it should be unruly or disrupt or in-
terfere with the commencement exercises.

Eric J. Schmertz,
Dean of Hofstra Law School

Ad Hoc
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Chided

by John DeWitt Gregory

Several months ago, the Dean addressed
a memorandum to the student body noting,
among other things, that “the faculty and the
Dean’s Office are dismayed at deficiencies in
class preparation, participation and good
and regular attendance of our students, par-
ticularly in second and third year courses.”
Shortly thereafter, he appointed an Ad Hoc
Committee on Student Preparedness and
Attendance, naming three professors as
members of the Committee with two student
representatives to be recruited by the Chair-
man. Faculty hearts sang in anticipation of
the Committee’s prompt consideration of the
perceived problem. Some of us even believ-
ed that the Committee would, within a
reasonable time, make recommendations
which would specifically address the issue of
lack of class preparation and spotty atten-
dance.

What has happened since virtually defies
description. For several weeks, this august
body (having shortened its title to “the Ad
Hoc Committee”) twiddled its collective
thumbs while it awaited the democratic
selection of student “representatives” to join
in the profound deliberations which were to
come. At long last, two students joined the
Committee, the selection process having
been significantly influence, predictably
enough, by the SGA-Conscienceabal.

The Ad Hoc Committee then, mirabile
dictu, proceeded again to change its shape,
unilaterally designating itself as the Ad Hoc
Committee on Academic Excellence and
Responsibilities. Ever since, it has proceeded
to examine the general state of the world by
convening two happenings designated Open
Meeting | and Open Meeting II. Presumably
for the benefit of that wise majority of the stu-

dent body who had the good sense not to at- .

tend (one hopes they were preparing for
class), Conscience devoted several
paragraphs of its April issue to these events.
The reportage is accurate. | attended both
Open Meetings and compulsively took
notes..

©Conscience 1983

If it were possible to transmute into tangi-
ble form the comments voiced to the Ad Hoc
Committee by studern* speakers, Room 230
would resemble the Augean stables. Just a
few of the objects of attack were the library
(hot), the faculty (unprepared, inaccessible,
insensitive and presumably inept), the place-
ment office (horrible), the first year cur-
riculum (too much stress on exams), and a
United States Senator. The assailants named
no names and provided no documentation.
Astonishingly, the members of the Ad Hoc
Committee listened silently to all of this with
no response whatsoever, except for occa-
sioned nods of apparent approval. As far as |
can tell, the only issue not addressed was
“deficiencies in class preparation, participa-
tion, and good and regular attendance by
our students.”

| am told that all of this is healthy, cathartic
and, | suppose, therapeutic. | have been told
the same thing about group therapy, but |
would suspect that it is not appropriately
conducted in Room 230 by people who
have no particular behavioral science exper-
tise. ~

Time and space constraints compel me to
conclude by acknowledging my in-
debtedness to Conscience for its free spirit
which has provided me a forum over the last
several months for these meanderings. Now,
having unburdened muyself, [ shall return to
matters far more significant and consequen-
tial than the Ad Hoc Committee. For those
who are interested, my current project is a
major article (certain to be seminal) exploring
the legal ramifications of angels dancing on
pin points.

A Victory In

It was interesting to come back to school
after election day. People looked at me with
sorrow and sympathy because | lost my
chances of becoming the Student Govern-
ment’s Vice-President/Secretary for next
year. As a matter of fact, some of my sup-
porters felt worse than [ did about the result.
But | want to let the people know that the
S.G.A. election was a victory in itself.

Even before the voting took place,
something important was evident: Student
Concern! The number of candidates par-
ticipating reflect that we, the students, care
about making the Law School a better
place. After the voting took place, two things
were obvious: First, the candidates who
presented themselves as the most experienc-
ed were elected. Secondly, more than 50%
of the qualified voters exercised their right.
This shows that the student body is serious
about electing representatives that can deal
effectively with the problems that concerns it.
Furthermore, | want to be positive and thus
interpret the high voter turnout as a cry for
improvement, and a willingness to put their
energies towards that goal.

We have shown that we are concerned
about our education and that we understand
the important role that we play. | hope that
the administration will realize the importance
of this asset (a concerned student body), and
join efforts in a common cause.

Fellow students, do not feel sorry that
anyone in particular lost the election, since it
seems clear to me that we have all won!

Juan Rafael Gonzalez

Class of '85

Conscience invites all readers
to write articles and letters. Our
next issue will be published the
last week of August. We en-

courage all past contributors to
submit articles for our Tenth An-
niversary Edition, coming in Oc-
tober. Have a nice Summer!
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by Peter B. Goldstein

“The Neighborhood Law Office Clinic has

taught me more about the practice of law
than anyone in my courses at Hofstra Law
School,” is a familiar cry being uttered from
the lips of the enthusiastic third year students
at the Community Legal Assistance Cor-
poration office at 77 Main Street, in Hemp-
stead. “What's that?” you say, “Enthusiasm
from third year students at Hofstra Law
School? Impossible!” Nevertheless, that is
exactly the spirit being exuded by those par-
ticipating in the N.L..O. program.
, The N.L.O. program gives students an
opportunity to exercise the legal knowledge
cultivated through more than two years of
classroom work and put it to practical use for
the benefit of the indigent clients who come
to the Community Legal Assistance Cor-
poration for help. More importantly, the pro-
gram is a comprehensive learning ex-
perience. Students learn about the practice
of law, not merely through their efforts at
client representation, but under the skilled
tutelage of the N.L.O. clinicians. Sue
Bryant, Jane Malmo, Jean Bressler, Ken
Rothstein and Richard Klein assemble
materials for instructive seminars each week
devoted to educating students in the arts of
lawyering such as: counseling, case plann-
ing, persuasion, and negotiation. These
seminars are bolstered by frequent oppor-
tunities for students to be videotaped and
critiqued in the practice of these skills.

What- makes the N.L.O. program so
special? At least part of the answer can be
found in the way that the people at the clinic
treat each other. From day one, students are
instructed that they are to call the supervisors
by their first names and treat them, as well as
each other, as colleagues. Unlike at the law
school, where the lines between student and
professor are clearly drawn and rarely, if
ever, broken, at the clinic there is an at-
mosphere in which students feel free to
speak openly, as attorneys-to-be, to their
future brothers and sisters in the legal frater-
nity. In a sense, the students at the clinic are
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As cursed as Cassandra is Rabbi Meir
Kahane. The man who with near perfect ac-
curacy predicted the past two decades of
Jewish and Israeli history is once again being

ignored by the jungvolk and Yahoos of the.

Jewish Left and Jewish Establishment. Even
after having correctly identified the interrela-
tionships between International Law, Arab
Demographics and internal security in Israel
years before it was chic and “proper” to do
so, he is still not taken seriously enough as to
the ramifications of and solutions to these
matters. .

After having returned the soul, spirit and
conscience to the American Jew in the late
'60’s, he is still taunted with cries of “Racist”
and “Fascist” from those whom he so dearly
loves. It would not be wrong of Meir Kahane
to answer (as the L-rd did to Job) those who
“darken counsel by words without
knowledge:” ‘
Where were you when | laid
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welcomed into the practice of law by those
who practice and enjoy it. This is a greeting
which professors at the law school appear
loathe to give, even on the verge of gradua-
tion.

Instead of being told what to do and how
to do it, as in a classroom lecture, stuaents
are encouraged to take the responsibility of
researching important legal questions,
handling clients, and making strategy deci-
sions on their own. That is not to say that the
attorneys at the clinic are neglectful of their
duties as supervisors. They do not, however,
profess to have all of the answers on how
cases ought to be handled. While each
memorandum and motion must have the
final approval -of one of the clinicians, the
clinicians do not hold the hands ‘of the
students under their supervision. Instead,
they act simply as more experienced counsel
to whom lesser experienced attorneys are in-
clined to come for consultation.

The enthusiasm of the students at the
clinic does not derive solely from the oppor-
tunity to gain practical experience in the field
in which they hope to be actively engaged
upon graduation. More than that, it grows
out of the sense of responsibility and pride
that comes from using hard earned skills for
the benefit of others less fortunate who place
such great faith and reliance upon the efforts
of the student representatives of the legal
profession. There is little problem among the
students at the N.L.O. with lack of prepara-
tion or absenteeism. They work much more
than their required time at the office out of a
desire to behave as responsible professionals
and give their clients proper representation.
representation.

The Neighborhood Law Office is one of
the best, if not the best program Hofstra Law
School has to offer its students who intend to
practice law. Perhaps instead of spending so
much time asking students what problems
exist at the law school and why, the Ad Hoc
Committee should spend some time examin-
ing the N.L.O. clinic to learn why the same
problems do not arise there.

on Kahane:

One Man’s Opinion

ciples? . _

Who put the rain of words like “soviet
emigration,” “Syrian Jewish freedom,”
“Fight for Falashan (Ethopian Jews)

freedom” into your desert of Apathy?

Even here at Hofstra University School of
Law, Rabbi Kahane, a man who spent
dozens of years in Yeshivot (seminaries), a
man who possesses one of the deepest ex-
egetical and Talmudic minds of our day is
told that his activities are “not Jewish” by in-
dividuals who could not distinguish a ham-
bone on their dinner plates from a hamstring
in their thighs. :

How this one voice crying in the
wilderness keeps from being overwhelmed
by frustration is unfathomable. [ simply don’t
know why Meir Kahane continues to be the
man who cares and does not turn into...Ah.
Bartleby.

But Thank G-d he does.

Steve Gershbein is a first-year law student

who has seen Rabbi Kahane speak several

the fountain of the Jewish Renaissance? dozen times and has visited Jewish Defense

Tell me, if you have any understanding,

League Headquarters and chaptar leaders in

who gave you its guidelines and prin- many cities.
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What started as a disagreement between
two students and Hofstra security, and trig-
gered discipline against those students, ap-
parently has culminated in two lawsuits, one
for $4 million, against Hofstra and its
employees. Student William Henning, and
his girlfriend Laurie Stern, apparently
disagreed with Hofstra security over whether
Henning should be taken to the University
infirmary after he had returned from the
Nassau County Medical Center.

Patricia Giardini, Hofstra Dean of
Students, Cynthia Banks, Tour Manager of
Hofstra’s Public Safety Department, and
Security Supervisor Thomas Boyle have
been named defendants along with Hofstra
in a $4 million lawsuit by Stern. The suit
alleges violations of U.S. and N.Y. constitu-
tional rights to due process and equal protec-
tion under the law, intentional infliction of
emotional distress, disregard of Hofstra
University’s own rules and procedures as set
forth in the handbook of Student Rights and
Responsibilities, breach of contract, slander,
libel, and assault.

The suit, filed by Laurie Stern, an educa-
tion major at Hofstra, asked for $1 million in
nominal damages and $3 million in punitive
damages, along with various forms of injunc-
tive relief. Also filing suit is William Henning,
a companion of Stern, who also attends
Hofstra University. '

A tangled story

Late in the evening of March 16, Henning
said that he had some pain in his back. He
took some prescribed pain-killing medication
for it. Security Supervisor Boyle, in his af-
fidavit, claims that Stern told him that Henn-
ing had taken an overdose of alcohol and
drugs, although Stern denies that she said
this. The reaction to whatever Henning took
was sufficiently serious to necessitate the
summoning of an ambulance, and Henning
was subsequently transported to the Nassau
County Medical Center emergency room.
Stern accompanied Henning to the hospital.

After spending about an hour in the
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emergency room, Henning’s physicians pro-
nounced him fit to return to his dormitory
and told him to get some sleep. At 2 a.m. on
March 17, Resident Dormitory Director
John Morrissey received a call while he was
on duty in Freedom Hall; Henning had
fallen in the stairwell between the 12th and
13th floors. Stern was with him at the time.
According to Morrissey’s report, he arrived
to find Henning lying on the floor being
tended to by Laurie Stern and two public
security officers. The paramedics were then
summoned.

The paramedic, according to Morrissey’s
report, pronounced Henning to be “all
right.” The public safety officers then asked
Henning, “Do you want to go to your room
or to the infirmary?” Henning chose to go to
his room accompanied by Stern.

About 3 a.m., Hofstra Security returned
to Henning’s room and knocked on the
door, waking up Stern. Security instructed
Stern to wake Henning up and tell him that
he was to accompany them to the infirmary,
where he would be kept under observation
for the rest of the night. Security said that it
was University policy to keep students who
are involved in drug-related incidents under
observation for their own safety. Stern said
she told Security that Henning was asleep.
Security then entered the room and awaken-
ed Henning, and told him to get dressed and
be ready to be driven to the infirmary.

Henning said he refused to go with securi-
ty, claiming that they “had no right to force”
him from his room. Henning insisted that the
Nassau Police be summoned to the scene.
According to Stern’s complaint, Boyle
“violently...grabbed” the phone from Stern
as she tried to call the police although she
ultimately completed the call. Henning ask-
ed the police on the phone if Security was
acting in a proper manner. According to
Morrissey’s report, the police said it would be
all right for Henning to remain in his room if
he signed a waiver of responsibility, absolv-

ing Hofstra of liability if anything happened

~he never made any threatening ‘gestures.

as a result of Henning’s refusal to go to the
infirmary. According to Morrissey’s report,
the public safety officers called the police
back and explained that they wanted to take
Henning to the infirmary because they con-
sidered him to be a danger to himself. Mor-
rissey reported that he didn’t know what the
police said, but debate continued.

At this point, Stern lay on the floor and
said, “I have to get up in two hours. If you
want to take him out of here you’ll have to
step on me to do it because I'm not moving.”
Morrissey reports that at this juncture one of
the public safety officers called Security Tour
Manager Cynthia Banks to tell her that “they
would have to use force to remove Bill.”

When Banks arrived on the scene she
called the police so that they would be pre-
sent in case Henning had to be restrained.
Four Nassau County police officers arrived,
but according to Morrissey’s report, Banks
said privately that “Nassau would back her
up in the situation.” Morrissey also reports
that while he was talking with Banks, Stern
tried to interrupt, but Banks said “wait a
minute.” Morrissey alleges that Stern then
said “nigger” under her breath. Banks then
decided to allow Henning to stay in the
room.

Henning and Stern were awakened once
again, this time by Banks and University
Psychologist Dr. Robert Guglielmo.
Guglielmo says in a sworn affidavit that on
his arrival he began asking Henning ques-
tions about his condition, but Henning refus-
ed to answer. Guglielmo then told Henning
to report to his office at 9 a.m. that morning
and left. According to Guglielmo, Henning
“abusively declined” to-attend the meeting
and “followed us to the stairs whereupon he
lunged at me and Mrs. Banks several times
with very threatening gestures.” But Henn-
ing, in his affidavit, said that he and

Guglielmo agreed to a 2 p.m. meeting. Hen-
ning insists that although he was very upset,
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Hofstra’s Disciplinary Machinery
Swings Into Action

Several hours after Guglielmo left Henn-
ing, Dean of Students Patricia Giardini bann-
ed both Henning and Stern from their classes
and the campus. In identical letters sent to
both Stern and Henning, Giardini said she
was taking summary action pending an ad-
ministrative hearing because of the reports
she had received about the events that had
transpired the night before. The letters did
not indicate what regulations Henning or
Stern had breached. According to the
University regulations, the Dean of Students
has the power to summarily ban students
from the campus if they have “been charged
with changing official records, stealing,
physical assault or other serious crimes...”

Sometime after 2:30 p.m., both students
met with Assistant Dean Deanna Hunter,
who is in charge of disciplinary actions.
Hunter confirmed the suspension and ban
according to Henning and Stern. Henning
alleges that when he asked for a copy of the
specific charges against himself and Stern,
his request was denied. After about two
hours Henning says he went to see Dean
Giardini, again asked to see the charges
against him and again had his request
denied, this time because it was close to 5
p.m. and everyone was leaving for the day.

According to University regulations,
students are entitled to receive, by mail, writ-
ten notice of charges that must state “the
specific rule or regulation the student is <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>