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More Women in Law Schools

CHICAGO, Jan.

9—A dramatic

increase in the

number of women law students was reported today by
the American Bar Association.

The ABA also noted a sub-
stantial gain in minority group
enrollment and said that for the
first time there was not a single
“unfilled seat” in the first-year
class of any ABA-approved law
school.

Women enrolled this past fall
nurabered 16,750, a 37.8 percent
increase over 1872, Minority
group enrollment rose 12.9
percent, far outpacing the overall
gnrollment increase of 4.3 per
cent.

Total enroliment in the 151
approved law. schools rose by
4,395 to 106,102 from 101,707 in the
fall of 1972, according to Millard
H. Ruoud, who served as ABA
consultant in preparing the
TEPOIt.

Enrollment of first-year
/women law studenis this past
full totaled 7,464, a 35.2 percent
.gain_over 1972, The additional
1,966 women this fall contrasted
with a decline of 62 in men.

The study showed that worgen
were admitted at 2 yomewhat
higher rate thah men, reflecting
a slight edge in law school ad-
Tission test (L.S.A.T.) scores.

Minority group enrollment
climbed to 7,601 from the fall,
1972, total of 8,730. The 1973 figure
i3 two and one half times higher
than the 1969 enrollment.

Enrollment of blacks grew 394,
or 89 percent, and Mexican-
Americans increased 187, or 17.7
percent.

The full house dilenima facing
prospective law school students
comes after a phenomenal in-
crease in demand for legal
education combined with com-
paratively little growth in
facilities.

In the three years ending with
1871, only one accredited
university—Hofstra-established
a law school. Six more have
begun classes since--Antioch
School of Law, University of
Puget Sound, Brlz,hd‘.. Young
University, Franklin Plerce
College, University of Hawaii and
Southernt Illinois University at
Carboendale. :

Next month, however, the
council of the ABA’s Section of
Legal Education and Admissions
to the Bar will ider nine

applications for provisional
approval

Despite predictions that law
school  admission test  ad-
ministrations would level off this
year, the ABA said test ad-
ministrations are running 11
percent ahead of last year. In-

dications are that Lthe number of.

law school applicants next fall
will be about 10 percent higher
than this year.

Professional degrees in law
awarded by approved law schools
have tripled since 1963, reaching
27,756 last year. At the end of
1973, there were an ‘estimate
375,475 lawyers in the United
States.

The ABA Task Force on
Professional Utilization which
viewed the situation a year jg0,
expressed optifiism for em-
ploymaiic | possibilities, 1t said
that ‘‘the existence of a large pool
of well-qualified, legally trained
individuals—should be viewed as
a significant national resource.”

Prof. Ruad is now on leave
fromthe University of Texas Law
School to serve as executive
director of the Assoviation of
American Law Schools  in
w

New Course Proposed:
Judicial Administration

By Prof. Jusephine Y. King

I am suggesting for con-
sideration of the Curriculum
Committee and the faculty a
proposed course in Judicial
Administration to be offered in
the fall or spring semester next

year,

Ideally, this should be a
seminar with a _ limited
enroliment, but it can be offered
as an  elective course if
necessary. The problem of
making it a regular course of-
fering, is the fact that this type of
subject would fot lend itself to a
final examination and it would be
an impossible task to supervise
and critically assess 50 or 60
research papers.

The course should have 2 or 8
credits assigned to it. One aspect
of the course which might make it
somewhat different from other
offerings, is that a student who

COMES very deeply involved'in *

valuable research project
during the semester he is taking
the course, should be permitted
to continue his investigation,
possibly as an independent study.
This is the system used at Yale
and 1 believe it provides the
students with a genuine op-
portunity to pursue a complex
topic over a two-gemester period.
This is not essentiai to the course,
but might have to be considered
as an outgrowth of it.

Fair trial issues; ;
Prosecution and defense
functiops;

Professional responsibility;

The role of discretion and

the decision-making

process;

Assessment of system

performance and effective

utilization of resources;

Alternatives to traditional

litigation.

As time pennm, pamcular
problems of specialized courts
might be considered, e.g.,
Juvenile Courts and Famlly
Courts.

From my recent survey of
AALS schools and the course
content, structure and materials
utilized by faculty whonow give a
seminar in  Judicial Ad:
ministration, I have a fairly
comprehensive knowledge of the
available tools for teachmg
Judicial adminigtration. * Of
cotirse, it would be foolish not-to
draw upon the excellent judges
and former judges we have in the
area and possibly individuals
from other disciplines. Once we
get started on this project, my
aims would be:

1—to associate with the
teaching of the seminar one or
more faculty members from
otherdepartmentsof Hofstra who
could supply us with information

The would be designed
to provide an over-view of the
criminal and civi] courts and the
problems of administering
justice. Topies to be covered
would include:

Court orgamzauon and

administration;

Cost of operating the court

systemn:

Selection, tentire, removal

and training of judges and

other court personnel;

The function, selection and

size of juries;

Processing the business of

the courts (calendaring,

court delay)

on social research tools
for use in our empirical studies;

2—to have more specialized
seminars offered by other
members of our faculty in par-
ticular areas, such as Criminal
Justice Administration;

3—to establish a substantial -
research program and
professional skill at this law
school to undertake investigation
of court administration problems
on Long Island.

However, it seems that the
appropriate place {o start is with
a substanttal and intensive in-
troductory. course in Judaicial
Administration. - i

Present grag Ging system which
will Continue to apply to the
classes of 1974 and 1975:

A 4.0
A 375
B+ 3.50
B 3.00
C+ 250
C i 2.5
D+ 1%
D 1.00

F 0.00

Faculty Changes .
- Grading System

New grading system which will
apply to “class of 1876 anﬂ
thereafter only: °

A 4.00
A- 3.66
B+ 3.33
B 3.00
B- 266
C+ 2.33
C 2.00
C- 186
D+ 1.83
D 1.00
¥ 0.00
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prohibited withou! the consent of the editor.in.chief,
CONSCIENCE is distributed free of charge to all
facuity, ative persornel, and atumni of
. the School of Law. Subscriptions are available 10 others at
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Editor’s Oriel

Editing a law schoo] newspaper requires a
judiciousness and temperance sometimes
incompatible with my wholesale irreverence
to authority. I've even been asked by a close
friend how someone who can be so
devastatingly derisive in class can be a pic-
ture of moderation in print. Well, the answer
is simple: 1 wanted to lend credibility to the
paper as an entity before people started
taking pot shots at me. Conscience could not
be seen as the voice of Norman Kent, but had
to be pcrtramas the representative voice of
the law sc community. I think we've
achieved that. Now if you don't mind, I'd like
to be myself.

When student revolts recked campuses afew years ago,
law schools were left relatively untouched. This is easy to
, understand; law and revolution have never made very
congenial bedfellows, For a while though, we could see the
media jumping on top of the ‘new breed’ lawyer—a person
with a commitment to social activism. But the longevity
of law student activiim has equalled only the
marketability of the Edsel The question I ask today is
whether silent students are hollow ones.

And the answer is a demonstrative yes. There are no
mare excuses. It wasn't too long ago that elderly taculty
members and novice admmbn'aton were threal §by
studetit di Those

us to see the links between defoliation agents and
university chemistry departments; caused the English
professors o debate the very essence of language;
required that sociologists look at the rat-infested ghettos.
We asked that corporations have a conscience and that
a social obligation. But the fever
pitch has become a faint decibel, and it is with a touch of
irony that I note Hofstra Law's most prominent activist is
its senior administrative officer, the Dean. i
Does the. name Jeffrey Miller mean anything to you?
T'm sure that Kent State does. Jeff died there on May 4,
1970, a long way from his Plainview, Long Island home.
Three and a half years of embarrassing silence haw
passed since that -infamous date, but perhaps the
reopening of the Kent State case marks the rebirth of

Dean Objects to the Honor Code

THE TROUBLE WITH
HONOR SYSTEMS

SRR AR

Conscwntlous Insurgency

“"When do the causes worth fighting for get . fought for?”

NORMAN KENT

. student dissidence. I see the signs.

In Greece, courageous students recently met with
Jeffrey. There, where dissent is comparable to death,
students rose against Tyranny. There, where Democracy
gave birth, the bullet has been the only governor. The
inconsistencies are painful and mind-boggling: that the
home of Socratic thought should meet with death again;
that the open university is transformed into a battlefield
of war; that all this is met by a silent world looking in-
stead to a fleeting comet.

We are lucky in America. Ours can be a constitutional

lution. If we can impeach the President, we can show
the world that the United States can do civilly what other
countries must do militarily, Authoritarian regimed
would be shattered by the democratic and constitutional
show of force. Our country would come to represent
something other than an imperialistic bullet sponsored by
the corporate dollar. We would instead come to represent
a People, united and strong--letting every nation know
that freedom is not divisible within our borders. Power to
the people would not be a countrywide dream, but a
countryman’s truth,

‘The throes of impeachment are {llusory. That’s why the
Constitution is there, Hell, Nixonian governance has been
a tenure in Constitutional incursion. His impeachment
would be an exercise in Constitutional preservation, Yet
he remains—a small andmeaky man in a house meant for
honor, Yes he 1 sflent stud
forgotten their enormous strengfh And there are no ex-
cuses.

Oh yes, I can put together eloquent phrases demon-
strating the rule of law our misguided t has
abandoned, and its nullifying effect upon us, But adversity
should reinforce conviction, Itis an old reality of political
life that if our course remains that of apathetic
acquiescence, our destiny is one of inevitable defeat. Your
silence, my friends, is ugly. I want to know how students
of law can so quickly forget preventative detention, legal
intimidation, and electronic suveillance 1 want to know
how law justify inable Supreme Cour't
appointments, Presidential conspiracy, and Executive
defiance to federal court rulings. I want to know how men
and women :hudyxrgﬁ the legal profession; can remain
silent as the first amendment is assaulted, as legal aid
programs are abandoned Presidential privilege

and as ¥
becomes a guise for Nixonian vice, I want to know how the
man who was such a shrew in the Senate can become a
God in the White House,

The dissatisfaction I bave with legal education is per-
vasive and just. The reasons are not exiraterrestial. Law
school has stunted my growth. Effective learning involves
risk’ and experimentation, but law seems to involve a
plane of study so lacking in creativity, development, and
growth that even the Chief Justice of the United States has
decried its efficacy and called for reform. (I don't want to
shock first year students, but Chief Justice Burger would
like you to know that all cases do net begin on the ap-
pellate level.)

S

PERSONALREFLECT IONS ON

have’
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P:rofessor Filler Stresses Student Integrity |

The dissatisfaction I have with law students is more
acute. Many of you are my friends who share with me the
love and warmath of lighter moments. But too many of you
are jellyfish, poisoning your souls in a frivolous en-
terprise. For you of this gender, commitment is putting a
band-aid on a wound that major surgery cannot mend.
You are the shallow souls that thought contributions to the
McGovemumpugncuuldbemeunredlndoﬂnnrxmar
than devotion. Your e of par ti ptobably
mvolvedmeweekendtnkln the New
YouarepurtdﬂnMagicAnﬂwerwndrmmatlmtor
solutions by turning outward instead of within. And for a
few fleeting seconds, you found justification for your
silence in my condemnation of legal education. No way,
baby. It’s really you that should be up against the wall.

mbgalmkmmurm(wwgmm
Ours must be the voices of protest, of leadership, of re-
direction. The caterpillar, you know, becomes a butterfly,
The tame cub becomes a roaring lion. And the small egg
of an eagle one day becomes a bird scaring to great
helghts, When do students become men? When do the
causes worth fighting for get fought for? Look carefully at
this issue of Conscience. We've tried to touch some of
those causes.

1 don’t know why we permit beaatiful butterflies to
become attractive paperweights, but I'm certain Richard
Bach didn't write Jonathan Livingston Seagull for
seagulls only. 'm the naked ape can master his
environment, but I don’t quite anderstand why, when we
put on certain clothes, we think diff s

Lying with the lamb is okay, but sometimes, my
friends, you have to face the lion.

Some weeks ago a butterfly found its way through a
window and into the law school library. No socner than it
had perched itself upon a desk did a student grab it. “This
wotild really look beautiful in a glass paperweight; I have
one at home just like it,” he said. But then he walked to the
window, all the while Jooking at the blue and orange
butterfly. I was desperate to know his thoughts, and I got
to the window sill just as he was letting the butterfly free.
“Whumm&hkm;whmmuldymwmw
make the butterfly into a paperweight?”1

““To tell you the truth,” he responded, “I didn’t thirik ;

that. You see, w?mmrl'm:hdyingatbmm,llookat
the paperweight on my desk and stare straight at the
butterfly. I often equate his predicament with my own;
locked into a situation he justcan’t get out of. Sometimes I
think being in law school makes me a dead butterfly.
That's why it felt 80 good to take hold of that butterfly and
letit free. I felt I was almost liberating myself.”

The story says something about legal education and a
frustrated human being. I believe that the demand for
relevance is a demand for reality. We have at Hofstra a
few noble experiments: the NLO, the ACLU, for example.
We need more, And we need to do this now while we are
still young—before the net falls forever.

Vital education will give birth to vital students.
Anyﬂﬁnulmwﬂlpemahmemedismerwe}unmw.

&

memeamtotheenduwwamot

by Monroe H. Freedman

My objection to honor systems
for examinations is simply
stated. There are some few
people  who never cheat,
whatever the temptations. There
are others who will seek out
apportunities to cheat whenever
possible. Then, in the wmiddle,
there is a much larger group that
includes you and me. We resist
temptation as best we can but, on
rare oceasions, the combination
of pressure and apportunity is
such agto induce usto do what 3¢
consider wrong and would prefer
not to do.

The trouble with honor systems
for exams i3 that they

are combined with easy op-
portunity. Grades are important
10 people’s careers; some people
are known to be cheating and
profiting by it: the chances of
being caught and punished are
slight. Why shouldn’t 1 do it too,
just this one time? And, of
course, one time makes it more
likely that there will be additional
times.

1 am not arguing that people
are essentially evil or that no one
shonld ever have tolearn to resist
temptation. On the contrary, my
coicern is that people are fun-
damentaily  good,
vulnerable, and thal there are

STUDENT RESPONSIBILITY
UNDER THE
CODE OF HONOR
by Stuart Filler

When a student enters the law
school community, he or she
consents, with or without
knowledge aforethought, to be
bound by the regulations of the
school. One such regulation is the
Community Responsibility

« System,

The most important feature of
the Code is that the primary
responsibility for maintaining the
ethical or moral standards of the

though student body during an
cxammatwn is placed on the
th ) This rep-

more than enongh temptations o

inevitably—and iy
create large numbers of in-
stances in which heavy pressures

8 in a lifetime, so that
umclsnoneedforustopo

around manufacturing more of
" i

them

SRR

BULLETIN ... Professor
Harvey Spizz’s wife has
had a baby. At presstime,
its sex was indeterminate.

ly.
Finally, a postseript is in order,
lest the foregoing be misun-
derstood. 1 congider cheating to
be a serious offense by the one
who cheats against those who do
not. Insofar as I would have a role
in punishing it-—regardless of the
system--1 would feel compelled
to deal with cheating severely.

sonsinility permits nudems to
palice the conauct of their fellow
students during an exainination
and report any suspicions of
academic dishonesty to the
professor administering the
exam.

1t is assumed that most, if not
all students, would consider this
responsibility to be extremely
onerous; nevertheless, the
responsibility is present and
cannot be ignored whether or not

P
a student consciously agreed to
accept the responsibility.
Acadeiizic dishonesty on a law

school examination clearly
reflects a substantial blesitish on
the ethical or moral character of
a student,
hether the
results from peer pressure, a
desire to please. parents, or a
desire to obtain a better job. It is

A Aich

and this is lrue‘

pted as r
under  any

conduct cir-

Argumén!s generally
presented by students for not
reporting the  academic
dishonesty committed by a fellow

~ student are: (1) The stadent who

cheats only. hurts himself; (2) §
only one or two students cheat, it
won't substantially affect the
curve; {3) There is sabstantial
peer pressure not to report

- another student; and (4) Without

explicit consent to the Honor
Code, stadents are not bound by
its responsibilities,

Asa member ot' the \aw achool

responaibillty m enforce !he
Honor Code extends, not only to
him or herself, or to the law
school, or even to the university,
but also to society in general. A~
recognized flaw in the moral or
ethical character of a law student
fuarucularly a stadent who often
ats on examinations) is but a
step from succumbing to the
economic  pressures  of
management on a lawyer to &id
(Continned on page 6)



February 1, 1974

CONSCIENCE

Page Three

HOFSTRA LAW SCHOOL’S HONOR CODE:

ASYSTEM OF
COMMUNITY RESPONSIBILITY

1. GENERAL STANDARD
The Law School Comraanity expects its members, both
faculty and students, to maintain standards of ethical
conduct. In partial fulfillment of this aspiration, we
preseribe a general standard of conduct for taking law
school examinations:
Students shall take law school examinations without
giving or receiving assistance during the course of
the examination.

{I. APPLICATION OF THE STANDARD

1. Students shall not communicate with each other in
any manner, or at any time or place, respecting the

ination while the fon is in progress.

2. Unless specifically authorized in advance of the dates
of the examination, students may not consult texts, notes,
outlines or any other sources while the examination is in
progress.

1ll. ADMINISTRATION OF THE EXAMINATION

1. The faculty member, in whose course the
examination is being given, will exercise geuneral
supervision over the conduct of the examination, will visit
the examination room(s) as he or she deems appropriate
and facilitate the progress of the examination.

2. Where feasible, students will be seated in alternate
seats rather than consecutive seats of a row.

3. -Bluebooks and examination questions are not to be
r d from the ination roora except to “‘sign out”
when the examination is completed. Pages may not be
removed from or added to the bluebooks.

4. Students are expected to surrender bluebooks and
examination questions promptly al the time fixed for the
close of the examination.

IV. PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISPOSITION OF
CHARGES OF ACADEMIC DISHONESTY
Phase I—Preliminary Inquiry

A student who personally observes an act which, in his

opinion, does not accord with the general standard of

The Lighter Side of

CHEAT & CHONG
_Aportion of this issue of the Conscience is dedicated to a
discussion of the Honor Code, a system which is supposed
to guide our conduct throughout law school, Surprisingly
enough, many students do not know what the Honor Code
is, how it functions, or its relation tofrigidity.

The editors of this newspaper have d this
writer to formulate a questionnaire to be used by each of
you to determine just how much you know, don’t know, or
don’t care to know about the Honor Code. All you have to
do is answer each question as honestly as you can. If you
feel you must cheat, then by all means do. But try not to
get caught. When you have finished answering the
questionnaire, you can find out how well you did by ex-
changing your paper with the person sitting next to you,
and by reading the analysis at the end. If no person is
sitling next to you, a shower might be in order before
proceeding any further. A word of caution: Do not £ill out
this questionnaire while masturbating, or blindness may
result! On second thought, if you're masturbating, who
has to see? :

Instructions—Circle the answer which you think 1s
closest to the truth. This may be done by placing the
questionnaire on the floor and walking around the
perimeter of the answer you have chosen. You may begin
now . . . Good Luck!

1) Honor Code is:

a) the name of Andy Warhol's new girlfriend
b) a language used by ham radio enthusiasts
c) a green vegetable

d) a new game from Milton Bradley

2) The Honor Code was invented by:

) a pharmacist for use by his own children
b) Zeppo Marx . .

¢) The Committee for the Reelection of the President
d) a distant relative of Samuel Morse

3) The Honor Code was formulated to prevent:
a) venereal disease

b) open faculty meetings

¢) interstate commerce

d) more uniform grades
4) The Honor Code is also known as the:

‘. . a) Plastic Ono Band
?*“"'*-b) Hammurabi Code

) Longines Symphonette Society

d) C ity Responsibility Syst .

9) Under the Community Responsibility System, a
Proctor is: .

conduct in its application to the taking of law school
examinations (Parts T and IT, above) may communicate
his or her observation to the faculty member in charge of
the examination, Such report may be made no later than
one hour following the termination of the examination in
which the alleged infraction is observed. The faculty
member in charge of the examination, the reporting and
reported student shall meet together as soon as
reasonable following the termination of Lhe examination,
and discuss the incident.

1f a faculty member personally observes a violation of
the standard of conduct, the faculty member in charge of
the examination shall confer with the student(s) involved
as soon as reasonable following the termination of the
examination and discuss the incident.

The conference will be confidential. Its purpose will be
to inquire into the events which gave rise to a charge of
academic dishonesty.

1f the faculty member does not find that a prima facie
case of dishonesty is substantiated by the facts, he or she
shall declare the matter closed. No record of the con-
ference shall be entered in the student’s file.

Phase 11—Submission to Review Board
If the faculty member does find sufficient evidence of
dish ty at the preliminary inquiry so as to preclude a
Phase I disposition, the faculty ber shall submit the
matter to the Review Board. The faculty member shall
give notice of the submission to the Dean, the student(s)
involved, and the Chairman of the Review Board no later

A CLOSER LOOR

reached final disposition,

The Review Board shall convene within 10 days of
submission of a case toit by the faculty member in charge
of the examination. If such submission occurs after the
close of the academic year, the Review Board shall
convene at the earliest reasonable time and no later than
the first (second) week of classes in the following Sep-
tember.

The Board shall conduct a full and fair hearing, observe -
and protect the Rights of Parties, lufra, afid trarfsmit its
findi and r dati in writing to the student

d of demic dish , the Dean and faculty
within 10 days of the close of the he: >

A record will be made of all proceedings before the
Board. If the ultimate disposition of the case is a deter-
mination that the student is not guilty of academic
dishonesty, the record will be sealed. It can be opened
anly upon order of the Dean, the Provost, or a justice of
the Supreme Court of the State of New York. - "

If the Review Board finds that the student has violated
the standard of conduct predcribed in Parts I and 1T supra,
the Board may recommend to the Dean and faculty a
sanction ranging from censure to dismissal.

The Dean and the faculty shall review the recom-
mendation of the Review Board and render their decision
within days of receipt of the Review Board's

dati The Dean shall promptly notify, the

;ha"‘ﬁ"‘ days following the concl of the preliminary  gtudent of the faculty’s decision in writing.
nquiry. i :
Phase [1I—Review Board; Composition; The Rights of Parties
Proceedings; Rights of Parties The term “‘Party” refers to the student charged with .
The Review Board shall be composed of the following demic dish , the faculty member in charge of the
members: examination and the reporting student. ;
1. One (two) student(s) from each class (each Each party may:

section of each class) to be elected during the first
week of November and to serve for one year. The
student members shall select one of their number as
chairman for the year.

2. One faculty member selected by the student
charged with academic dishonesty, and one faculty
member selected by the faculty member in charge of
the examination in which the alleged infraction has
occurred. The term of the faculty members shall
expire when the case they were selected to hear has

the Honor Code:

a) necessary
b) unnecessary
¢) overpaid
6) According to the Honor Code, if you see a classmate
cheating, you should report it to your:
a) professor
b) rabbi
¢) astrologer
d) favorite pair of socks
7) I caught breaching the Code, you should:
a) hire a lawyer
b) hire a doctor
¢) hire an Indian chief
d) buy Israell war honds
8) Cheating on an exam is justifiable:
a) if you know the person sitting next to you
b) if you don’t know the person sitting next to you
¢) if you'd like to know the person sitting next to you
d) if you're a registered Republican

Miteh Gilbe:

at it again,
9;m A student should be expelled if he is caught cheating
with:

a) the person sitling next to him
b} & person in another room

¢) a friend who's a lawyer

d) the Dean's wife

1. Call witnesses

2. Present evidence

3. Berepresented by counsel of his or ber choice

4. Cross-examine witnesses and parties.

Each party must receive 4 copy of: »

1. Notices of proceedings before the Review Board

2. Written statements présented to the Review Board
B:é"’;‘he findings and recommendations of the Review

4. The decision of the faculty.

A Mitchell Gilbert Look

10) The Review Board has the authority to conduct .
hearings regarding breaches of the Honor Code. This
Board should consist of: ¢

a) the Dean and his family

b) 3 faculty members and 2 students

¢) 2 faculty members and 3 students

d) a lesbian and a bowl of creamed spinach
11) Plagiarism means; E

a) saluting the flag

b) causing Egypt to be overcome by frogs

¢) paying homage to another’s ideas

d) committing an unnatural sex act
;‘2“)m Ilfda I:etuden: pleads guilty to a charge of plagiarism, he

d) beaten silly with a No, 2 pencil
13) If a student is caught stealing a copy of an exam, he
should be:

c) dismayed

d) forced to go out with a census taker
14) An absolute defense to a charge of breaching the
Honor Code is:

a) that you had a temporary loss of your faculties

b) that you had a temporary loss of your students

¢) that you know Prof yski p 1,

d) that you wanted to get on law review
lﬁ)AfterbeingchrgedwmeBouddRemwlm
copying a paper verbatim, you should probably:

a) ptjzgd nolo contendere, and have Frank Shnatra get
you a

b) switch the topic to'the; ol shortage

¢) blame it on the news media

d) threaten to withhold your tuition
Analysis

Now that you have completed the questionnaire, you
may sit down and relax . . - you must be dizzy if you have
properly circled your answers. I must confess at this point
that no one has ever answered all fifteen questions
cormdy,alﬁwughoemvwnpmnhtamy'
Friedan could do so if given the chance,

The answer to question 1 is definitely not “b”’. Those
who answered by circling this letter were probably -
thinking of the Hammurabi Code, The other answers were
mrfetchadfmmnmmmmww‘ to have

n. f g
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.-New York, New York
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This occasion is one on whictfriends of John F. Sonnett
undertake to pay tribute to him as a person, as an out-
standing advocate and as a distinguished public servant.
It seems an appropriate occasion, therefore, to raise for
the consideration of our profession a problem of large
scope and profound importance to all judges, to all
lawyers, to the public and, of course, to law schools. [
believe that Johm Sonnett, as a skillful advocate and one
deeply committed to our systemn of justice in all its
manifestations, would have shared some of the anxieties
express concerning the quality of advocacy in our courts,

Tosay we havea “'crisis” in the availability of adequate
legal services may go too far, but sober, careful and
responsible observers of the legal profession have posed
the need in almost precisely those terms. My objective in
this discussion is not to canvass the swiftly growing need
for all kinds of legal services, but to discuss narrowly the
need for skilled courtroom advocacy with a special em-
phasis on the administration of criminal justice. I submit
that we can deal with this eritical situation if we direet our
attention 1o the causes and think imaginatively about a
remedy. We will not lack pattemns or precedents,

What T will propose later in this discassion is that some
system of certification’ for trial advocates is an im-
perative and a long overdue step. Beyond any particular
system, however, is the fundamental fact that how
lawyers are trained--during and after law school--will
determine their skills as advocates and ultimately the
quality of our justice. That fundamental fact is nowhere
better revealed than in the English experience.

Although our system is a child of the common law, the
legal profession has developed in ways that do not parallel
England’s. Our wide expanses of territory, our
heterogeneous andturbulent diversity, and our more than
30 jurisdictions with 150 accredited law schools would
make it impossible to transplant the English system here,
and I do not suggest it by any means. But simply because
we cannot adopt the English system does not raean that
we cannot learn much from its operation.

I

Several aspects of the English legal profession stand out
clearly when we look for causes of effective advocacy :

1. England separates its trial lawyers—the
Barristers—into a separate branch of the profession and
they engajte exclusively in trial work.

2. Of the 20000 lawyers in England, 3,000 are
Barristers.

3. Englandhas about 65 lawyers per 100,000 population;
the United States has about 160 lawyers per 100,000
population.

4. All English Barristers are irained in a centuries-old
school conducted by the four Inns of Court. After training
in this school of advocacy, a Barrister must spend a
period of “pupilage,” or apprenticeship, with an
established Barrister.

5. The four Inns of Court occupy quarters in or near the
Boyal Courts of Justice, and Barristers’ offices are
situated in the same area, thus creating a unique
professional community.

1 will not try to compare a Barrister's productivity with
that of an American trial lawyer. That would be unfair in
part because the methods and procedures in English
coutts are generally conducive to speedier justice than we
manage to deliver.

Every qualified observer of the English system with
whom [ have discussed this subject makes the same ob-
servation that I have made, drawing on 20 years of rather
close contact with the British system, namely that their
trials are conducted in a fraction of the time we expend in
the United States for comparable litigation. This is a
generalization that has a solid basis and can be readily
do¢umented. At once I must note another difference in
that, except for libel, fraud and a few other kinds of cases
that arise infrequently, civil cases are tried without a
jury, and judgment is almost invariably rendered for-
thwith at the close of trial. Appeals are the exception and
are only by leave.

Another difference is that judges of trial courts of
general jurisdiction are selected entirely from the ranks
of the ablest Barristers. Thus, there is little or no on-the-
job learning for trial judges as is all too often the case in

the United States courts, both state and federal. Ouly the
highest qualifications as a trial advocate enter into the
selection of English judges. As a result, an English trialis
in the hands of three highly experienced litigation

ialists who have a i background
E.ach has also served an mlmshc ‘apprenticeship”
before he or she is permitted to appear in court as lea¢
counsel.

The English training in advocacy places great stress an
ethics, manners and department, both in the courtroom
and in relations with other Barristers and Solicitors. The
effectiveness of this training is reflected in their very high
standards of ethies and conduet. Discipline is strict, but
disciplinary actions for misconduct average about three a

« year for all of the 3,000 Barristers in England. My own

personal observation, based on 40 years of professional
exposure, is that in any multiple-judge American cour-
thouse, there are numerous dally offenses that would
bring severe censure if committed by an English
Barrister, How many serious errors of counsel are made
in trials, 1 would not venture to say.

1 have heard it said occasionally by critics of the
English legal system that it tends to be “clubby” and
“establishment oriented.” For 20 years, I have watched
advocates conduct trisls in more than a dozen countries,
and nowhere have I seén more ardent, more effective

advocacy than in the courts of England.

English advoracy is generally on a par with that of our
best lawyers. I emphasize that their best advocates are no
better than our best, but I regret to say that our best
constitute a relatively thin layer of cream on top while the
quality of the English Barristers is uniformly high, albeit
with gradations of quality inencapable in any haman
activity.

What, then, can we learn from the English legal
profession? We should first recognize three ingplicit and
basic assumptions about legal training that permeate
their system. First: lawyers, like people in other
professions, cannot be equally competent for all tasks in
our increasingly complex society and increasingly
complex legal system in particular; second: legal
educators can and should develop some system whereby

ar new gradi who have selected, even ten.
tatively, specialization in trial work can learn its essence
under the tatelage of experts, not by trial and error at
clients” expense; and third: ethics, manners and civility
in the courtroom are essential ingredients and the
lubricants of the inherently contentious adversary system
of justice, and they must be understood and developed by
law students beginning in law school.

These three basic assumptions are sound and sensible,
whether applied to the English system or to our own,
Simply because we cannot impleraent the assumptions in
the same manner as the English have done does not mean
we cannol recognize their validity. Even though we
cannot have, and most emphatically do not want, a small
elite, Barrister-like class of lawyers does not mean we

~cannot take positive steps to promote gualified courtroom

advocacy skills in those attorneys who choose to
specialize in trial advocacy. Indeed, our failure to do so
has helped bring about the low state of American trial
advocacy and a consequent diminution in the quality of
our entire system of justice. The high purposes of the
Criminal Justice Act will be frustrated unless qualified
advocates are appointed to represent indigents.

For centuries most societies have used performance
standards for entry into certain human activities that
affect large numbers of people. Standards, varying in
effectiveness, have been long used in an attempt to assure
qualified teachers, doctors, lawyers, electricians, and a
host of others essential to a modern soclety. Yet, in spite
of all the bar examinations and better law schools, we are
more casual about qualifying the people we allow to act as
advocales in the courtrooms than we are about licensing
our electricians. We have no testing or licensing process
designed to assure that those engaged to protect and
vindicate important rights by trial advocacy are
genuinely qualified for their crucial role in society, This is
a curious aspect of a system that prides itself on the high
place it accords to the judicial process in vindicating
peoples’ rights,

u

Our failure to inquire into advocates’ qualifications—-as
is done, for example, in separating surgeons from doctors
generally—reveals itself in the mouming concern of those
who see the es of inadequate courtroom
performance and Took for its causes.

First, and perhaps overriding other causes, is our
historic insistence that we treat every person admitted to
the bar as qualified to give effective assistance on every
kind of legal problem that arises in life, including the trial
of eriminal cases in which liberty is at stake, civil rights
cases in which haman values are at stake, and myriad
ordinary cases dealing with important private personal
interests. It requires only a moment’s reflection to see
that this assumption is no more justified than one that
postulates that every holder of an M.D. degree is com-
petent to perform surgery on the infinite range of
ailments that afflict the hurnan animal,

There i8 no parallel in any other area of life’s problemu

We must acknowledge, 1 submit, that good advocates
are made, much as good afrplane pilots are made—by -
study, by observation of experts and by training with
experts. To pursue that anology, an aspiring pllot who can
fly a Piper Cub has learned something about flying, but he
is surely not ready to fly large commercial planes or a
modern jet airliner, The painful fact is that the cour-
trooms of America all too often have *'Piper Cub” ad-
vocates trying to handle the controls of “Boeing 747"
litigation, (I should add that by no means are all the
“Piper Cub" advocates recent law graduates.)

A second cause of inadequate advocacy derives from
certain aspects of law school education. Law schools fail
wuwxncahemﬁmenﬁy the neeaullyulhuhshndnrduo(

ional thm, g umnybuh
lo the lawyer’s functi th few pth
also fail to provide adequate und:ymmnucmgmmby
which students may focus on the elementary skills of
advocacy. I have now joined those who propose that the
basic legal education could well be accomplishied in two
years, after which more concrete and specialized legal
education should begin, 1f the specialty is litigation, the
h-ahungmwidbeprescﬂbedmdmmhedby
with professional
teachers forbothmmeded.Atwmmrprosnmh
feasible once we shake off the heritage of our agricultural
frontier that the “young folks" should have 3 months
vacation to help harvest the crops—a factor that con-
tinues to dominate our education. The third year in school
should, for those who aspire to be advocates, concentrate
on what goes on in courtrooms and this should be done
under the guidance of practitioners along with
professional teachers. The medical profession does not
try to teach surgery simply with books; more than 80
percent of all medical teaching is done by practicing
physicians and surgeons, Similarly, trial advocacy must P
be learned from trial advocates.

~Lolumbia Law photo
Warren E. Barger

After the third year, those who wish to be advocates
should begin a pupilage period, assisting and par-
ticipating in trials directly with experienced . tria/
lawyers,

Today we spend on the education of a lawyer only a
fraction of what is devoted to educating a doctor, If we
want an adequale system of justice, we must be prepared
to spend more for it—and we cannot train truly effective
advocates without spending more.

We know that in the past few years much of what I am
suggesting has had small beginnings in some law schools.
So-called clinical pr have been developing rapidly,
as reflected by the recent survey by the Council on Legal
Education for professional Responsibility. Many of these
programs focus on trial advocacy. Recent rules, adopted
by a number of state courts and some federal courts,
allow students to appear in courtas aides to lawyers,

Another development is the g'owing nomber of law
schools that are finally offering courses in trial advocacy.
These are most effective when they provide training
which students then use in so-called “clinical” programs.
The National I for Trial Adv y has, for the past
two sumuners, offered an mtenstve training program in
trial advocacy designed to ¢h ] effective laboratory
techniques into law schools as well as in professional
circles. The law school, however, is where the ground-
work must be laid.

We do not disparage the law as a profession when we
insist that, like a carpenter or an electrician, the advocate
must know how to use the tools of his “trade.” Regrettably
mc development of these small beginnings in teaching
of advocacy in law schools is offset somewhat

having serious consequence, {0 our naive that
every graduate of a law school is, by virtue of that fact,
qualified for the ultimate confrontation in a courtroom,
No other profession is as casual or heedless of reality as
ours.

when we see the subject of evid b an t
rather than a required course, We might, with as much
justification, try to make a lawyer without teaching
contracts and wills as to omit the law of evidence.
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"The third cause is the inevitable inability of prosecutor
and public defender offices to provide the same kind of
apprenticeships for their new lawyers as, for example, the
large law firms provide. The prosecution offices and
public defender facilities have neither the wealthy clients
nor consequent financial resoarces of the large law firms

* that enables them to develop whatever skills they need to
carry out their mission. Pr and public defenders
often learn advocacy skills by being thrown into trial.
Valuable as this may be as a learning experience, there is
a real risk that it may be at the expense of the hapless
clients they represent—public or private. The trial of an
important case is no place for on-the-job training of
amateurs except under the guidance of a skilled advocate.

m

Time does not allow a recital of the myriad points of
substantive law and procedure that an advocate in
criminal cases should know in order to perform his or her
task. Suffice it to say that in the past dozen or more years
a whole range of new develop ts has drastically
altered the trial of a criminal case. To give adequate
representation, an advocate must be intimately familiar
with these recent developments, most of them deriving
from case law.

Whether we measure the recent changes in terms of one
decade or three, we see that the litigation volume, par-
ticularly in criminal cases, has escalated switly. The
Criminal Justice Act and the Bail Reform Act, the ex-
tension of new federal standards to state courts, rising
population, increased crime rates, creation of new causes
of action and expanded civil remedies have contributed to
the literal flood of cases in state and federal courts.

Whatever the legal issues or claims, the indispensable
element in the trial of a case iz a minimally adequate
advocate for each litigant. Many judges in general
jurisdiction trial courts have stated to we that fewer than
2 percent of the lawyers appearing before them are
genuinely qualified; other judges go as high as 75 percent,
1draw Lhis from conversations extending over the past 12
fo 15 years at judicial meetings and seminars, with
literally hundreds of judges and experienced lawyers. It
would he safer to pick a middle ground and accept as a
working hypothesis that from 13rd to % of the lawyers
who appear in the serious cases are not really qualified to
render fully adequate representation. The trial of a
“serious” case, whether for damages or for infr it
of civil rights, or a criminal felony case, calls for the kind
of special skills and experience that insurance companies,
for example, seek out to defend damage claims.

Let me try to put some flesh on the bones of these
generalizations concerning the function and quality of the
advocates. I will try to do this by way of a few examples,
observed when { sat by assignment as a trial judge, while
serving on the U.S. Court of Appeals:

1. The thousands of trial transcripts 1 have reviewed
show that a majority of the lawyers have never learned
the seemingly simple but actually difficult art of asking
questions so as to develop concrete images for the fact
triers and to do so in conformity with rules of evidence.

2. Few lawyers have really learned the art of cross.
examination, including the high art of when not to cross-
examine,

3. The rules of evidence generally forbid leading
questions, but when there are simple undisputed facts, the
leading questions rule need not apply. Inexperienced
lawyers waste time making wooden objections to simple,

ptable questions, on d factual matters,

4. Inexperienced lawyers are often unaware that “in-
fl tory” exhibits such as weapons or bloody clothes
should not be exposed to jurors’ sight until they are of-
fered in evidence.

“he Republic endares
and this is the symbol
of as faith,”

g A

§. An inexperienced prosecutor wasted an hour on the
historical development of the fingerprint identification
process discovered by the Frenchman Bertillon until it
finally developed that there was no contested fingerprint
issue. Such ples could be multiplied almost without
limit,

Another aspect of inadequate advocacy—and one quite
as important as familiarity with the rules of practice—is
the failure of lawyers to observe the rules of professional
manners and professional etiquette that are essential for
effective trial advocacy.

Jurors who have been interviewed after jury service,
and some who have written articles based on their ser-
vice,express dismay at-the distracting effect of personal
clashes between the lawyers, There is no place in a
properly run courtroom for the shouting matches and other
absurd antics of lawyers soretimes seen on television
shows and in the movies. From many centuries of ex-
perience, the ablest lawyers and judges have found that
certain quite fixed rules of etiquette and manners are the
lubricant to keep the focus of the courtroom contest on
issues and facts and away from distracting personal
clashes and irrelevancies.

A truly qualified advocate--like every genuine

pr a less garment in the sense
that legal knowledge, forensic skills, professional ethics,
courtroom etig; and are blended in the total

person as their use is blended in the performance of the
function,

There are some few lawyers who scoff at the idea that
manners and etiquette form any part of the necessary
equipment of the courtroom advocate, Yet, if one were o
undertake alist of the truly great advocates of the past 100
years, I suggest he would find a common denorinator:
they were all intensely individualistic, but each was a
lawyer for whom courtroom manners were a key weapon
in his arsenal. Whether engaged in the destruction of
adverse witnesses or undermining damaging evidence or
in final argument, the performance was characterized by
coolness, poise and graphic clarity, without shouting or
ranting, without baiting witnesses, opponents or the
judge. We cannot all be great advocates, but as every
lawyer seeks to emulate such tactics, he can approach, if
not achieve, superior skill as an advocate. i

What s essential is that certain standards of total ad-
voeacy performance be established and that we develop
means to measure those standards to the end that im-
portant cases have advocates who can give adequate
representation. Law school students are adults who can
contribute once they are persuaded of the need for
training in this area, Rather than being “lectured” on
ethics, they should be invited to discuss with the faculty
and the best advocates the ethical element in the practice
of law 0 as to impress them with the reality that cour-
troom ethics and etiquette are crucial to the lawyer’s role
in society—and indispensable to a rational system of
justice. Woven into the seamless fabric of effective ad-
vocacy, professional ethics and professional s are
no less important than technical skills.

Lawyers are-or should be—society’s peacemakers,
problem solvers, and stabilizers. The English historian
Plucknett suggests that England and America have been
largely spared cataclysmic revolutions for two centuries,
in part because the common law system lends itself to
gradual evolutionary change to meet the changing needs
of people. Lawyers can fulfill that high mission only if
they are properly trained.

w

The focus on the inadequacies of advocates has tended
to center on the criminal process, and it is plainly correct
that this be given close atlention and high priority. The
first conviction of an accused person may be a deter-
minant that shapes his entire future, Some convicted
criminals do not need confi t in prison; neither they
nor sociely can genuinely benefit from it. Effective ad-
vocacy can sometimes lead to other alternatives for a first
offender—such as suspended sentences or deferred
prosecution,

The contemporary literature tends to focus on the plight
of the defendant and the inadequacy of def ]
or all too long we grossly neglected the needs of

deg of def

k £ )

a generation or more. Dean Robert B. McKay of New
York University Law School has observed that the legal
profession has “marched up the hill of specialist cer-
tification only to march down again in the face of op~
position from practitioners not discontent with the ab-
sence of regulation," Our i to the public and to
the system of justice must not let us be marched down that
hill any longer. g

I see nothing for lawyers, litigants, or courts to fear, and
on the contrary I see a great potential gain by moving
toward specialist certification to limit admission o trial
practice, beginning in courts of general jurisdiction where
the more important ¢claims and rights are resolved. When
we have succeeded in that limited area we can then

broader aspects of specialization. Furthermore,
while the legal profession must obviously lead. in this
effort, the interests of the public dictate that the views of
practitioners who are affected cannot be controlling any
more than we allow the automobile or drug industry to
have complete control of safety or public health stan-
dards. There are more than 200 million potential “con-
sumners” of justice whose rights-and interests must have
protection, and it is the duty of the legal profession to
provide reasonable safeguards—unless lawyers prefer
regulation from the outside,

The American Bar A has wise] ioned
that in undertaking certification programs, “it is not
desirable for a large nuinber of states to embark upon
even experimental programs in specialization before
uniform standards can be established, lest unnecessarily
divergent programs become prematurely established.”
The ABA committee, however, is carefully monitoring
pilot or experimental programs commencing in California
and Texas, among others. Those states certify three
specialties, and quite appropriately, the one they have in
common is criminal law,

Itis in this spirit of cautious progress that I urge that we
should concentrate where, in the view of most judges, the
greatest need exists. For the initial stage moreover, we
should Himit ourselves to certification of trial advocates
until we learn more about the problems of evaluation and
selection. There is danger, as the ABA report stated, in
trying to do too much too soon, without knowing enough
about the pitfalls. The limited step of certifying trial
advocates first will be a large enough task to tax our best
efforts, Given the difficulty in terms of dealing with 50
separate state systems, perhaps the prudent thing to do is
to begin with the United States District Court after ex-
perimenting in several representative federal districts
and in state courts the Judicial Conferences in the several
Circuits should consider this problem. i

PROPOSAL
Whatlpnpmmntroad,f_wr-polntprogramasamt
step in specialist certification. We should:
Fifst: Face up to and reject the notion that every law

defend but the i y | is not

by any means the whole story. Since wé are discussing the
problems of a system of justice, it is important to bear in
mind that criminal justice is not a one-way street. Judge
J. Edward Lumbard observed in a speech about 10 years
ago that the public is also entitled t due process and
justice and that a just conviction is as important to the
public interest as a just acquittal.

In our proper concern for criminal jusuce, we must not
forget that the rights and interests of civil litigants should
not be brushed under the rug. In nearly 18 years on the
bench and mare than 20 years of general practice, I have
had oceasion {o review literally thousands of records—
civil, criminal and administrative—and I have observed
as many miscarriages of justice in civil cases from
inadequacy of counsel as in criminal cases. To borrow
some lines from Gray's “Elegy,” the injustice in some
civil cases becorne part of ““the short and simple annals of
the poor.” In some of those cases, the human tragedy was
very real to the principals.

v

If there is substantial validity to this analysis of the
problem, what should we do about it?

Some system of specialist certification is inevitable
and, as we know, it has been discussed in legal circles for

and every lawyer is qualified, simply by virtue
of admission to the bar, to be an advocate in trial courts in
matters of serious consequence. i

Second: Lay aside the proposals for broad and com-
_prehensive specialty certification {except where pilot’
programs are already under way) until we have positive
progress in the certification of the one crucial specialty of
trial advocacy u\ntiuabuictoamrmhemofjluﬁce,

and}hnthn had historic recognition in the common law -

systems,
Third: Develop means ‘to evaluate qualifications of
lawyers competent to render the effective assistance of

- counsel in the trial of cases,

Fourth: Call on the American Bar Association, the
Federal Bar Association, the American College of Trial
Lawyers, the American Association of Law Schools, the
Federal Judicial Center, the National Center for State
Courts and others to collaborate in prompt and concrete
steps to accomplish this first step in a workable and en-
forceable certification of trial advocates.

'rherate«iﬂﬂsprq)ml,uwiﬂ:anyrehﬂngto
progress in our profession, d Is on the bers of

that “great partnership” of the law made up of lawyers,

judges and law teachers—and I have great confidence in
that partnership.
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Monroe Freedman relaxing in his office.

The Dean’s Column

LANGUAGE AND LIBERATION II:
UNMARKED GEESE AND MARKED MEN

In my last column for Conscience [ wrote about the brain-washing
simpact of out everyday language in conditioning and corrupting male
and female self-images. Dean Younger replied with a discourse on the
markings of geese. As a sometime bird-watcher, I was fascinated, but
1 couldn't help concluding that somehow she had missed the point.

Professor Kadare’s response was, always, witty and wise, but it also
avoided the matter at hand. Rather than waste energy criticizing
sexism in language, he said, lawyers should work to change the
system under which women have the right to opt out of jury duty. {It's
a very old put-down. If you should then come out for jury reform, he’ll
complain that you're not doing anything about the really important
issues—you know, like ide or nuclear hol ) —Well, it
happens that I have in fact litigated the issue of jury reform. Since I
still have the energy to criticize sexism in language, why not deal with
that issue on the merits?

Professor Kadane does touch on it, though glancingly. He’s against
using words like “nigger,” or calling a grown man “boy.” Those
usages, he says, are obviously pejorative, whereas referring to a
“threeqman firm,” instead of a ‘‘threeanember firm,” isn't
pejorative.

Bat that isn’t the point. Consider this: I have noticed that Professor
Kadane studiously refers to “blacks,” not *‘Negroes''—just as, fifteen
years ago, he carefully said “Negroes,” not “blacks.” Now, there is
nothing necessarily pejorative about one word or the other. But when a
person, today, says “black,’ s-he is communicating something
significant that goes beyond the word itself. S-he is manifesting an
awareness of black peoples’ struggle for equality, and expressing
respect for the feelings of those blacks who have made that word a
symbol of their struggle. Similarly, those who care about the problem
of sexism and who want to associate themselves with the struggle for
sexual equality, will symbolically express that fact, naturally enough,
in the words they chovse to use. And, Professor Kadane not-
withstanding, symbols are worth talking about. As Justice Holmes
mce remarked, “We live by symbols.”

Let’s pass by symbolism, though, and get practical. If someone tatks
about finding “the best maan for the job,” does that really make it more
likely that the focus will be on men and that employment of a woman
will be less likely ? Common sense says yes. If you Cherchez la femme,
chances are you'll find a woman, If you look for a reasonable man,
chances are you won't find anyone at all—even if there’s a reasonable
woman standing right in front of you,

A recent article in Business Week is instructive. The president of a
major corporation was seeking four top executives. The goal, he said,
was “‘to find men” who would be best for the jobs. A sereening system
was established, beginning with a request that corporate managers
each nominate “the four men" they considered best. The nominees
were then narrowed down until the final four were selected. Is anyone
{except, perhaps, Dean Younger and Professor Kadane) surprised
that all 32 nominees on the original list were men, and that the four
people who got the jobs were all men?

Ah, well. As weallknow, it's a man's world. But the person who says
tha! today is, as Dean Ynunger might say, a marked man.

S T e S

SRR

Law and Polmcs

Most lawyers mix into politics or hover on the sidelines of
the political game. I have been no exception. It is a
dangerous diversion, often devastating if’ it becomes a
pursuit. More lawyers [considering the number who play
the game intensively] have been ruined by politics than by
liguor, women, or the stock marker. The chase after power
is as corroding to individual character as the chase after
wealth. The virus of public acclaim affects rhe bloodstream.
And if you reach your goal, then whut? Your time is not
your own, your private life is gone, your independence is
whittled away. A few years of swollen importance, and then
deflation. Back among the scrambling millions, beginning
again to make a living and always with a yearning for the
Jormer excitement and power! With the exception of a few
men who attain very high office, and those who are elected
or appointed as judges and remain on the bench, this
applies to the bulk of political lawyers.

—Arthur Garfield Hays
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RBA Launches a Commission for Mentally Disabled

NEW YORK, N.Y.-The
American Bar Association's
newly formed Commission on the
Rights of the Mentally Disabled
will Jaunch a four-point action
program to help the mentally
handicapped  receive fall
protection of their legal rights.

Details of the program were
announced here by Jerome J.
Shestack of Philadelphia,
commission chairman. He spoke
to some 400 lawyers and law
students at a three-day seminar
on the rights of the mentally
handicapped sponsored by the
Practicing Law Institute.

Shestack explained that the
ABA earlier this year decided to
create the new, 17-person com-
mission because: ‘Today the
organized bar of this nation
recognizes the need to be—and
will be—an activist in this
field."He added that the com-
mission's  formation was
prompled by a *‘grim recognition
of the magaitude of the problem,
the enormity of the neglect, and
an exciting new attitude by the
leadership of the ABA.”

Shestack noted that until now
the principal programs to
develop the legal rights of the
mentatly handicapped had
resulted from the foresight, skill
and dedication of a small group of
lawyers who had “labored in this
field with neither help nor en-
couragement from the organized
bar.”

Shéstack said the four projects
planned by the commission will
m;

1. Delivery of Legal Services.

These should go beyond patient
commitment and extend to all
stages of the treatment process—
during institutionalization,
release and rehabilitation.
“What is clearly needed at the
outset is the development of a
mental health bar-a cadre of

mission’s third major target area
will be developing monitoring
systeas for miental health
facilities and programs. Pilot
projects are needed to develop
madel monitoring systems for
widespread use.

What is involved in monitoring

trained counsel;
lawyers available to deliver the
legal services so badly needed
and &0 conspicuously absent.”

Such a mental health bar would
require the cooperation and
energies of local and state bar
associations, with the ABA acting
as catalyst ‘“to stir those
associations,” just as they were
in the early 1960s by the clvil
rights movement and later the
OFEQ legal services program.

2. Conflicts Inherent ln thc
Treatment and Instit
Roles of Psychiatry. “This effort
will be the commission’s second
major undertaking, one that goea
to the very heart of psychi

ig ot inady te mental

health statutes but ‘‘the thousand

little torturesthat make a system

unbearable and make therapy
ible.”

4. The Developing Law, The
commission is keenly aware of
the need to pioneer and develop
new legal While there
has been rapid development,
from no rights for mental
patients to some in recent years,
“the law in this field is still far
from maturity.” :

“The commission in its
prestigious role has a unigue
opportunity to expand the

" frontiers of the law through the

wethodology.”

Possible conflicts, problems
and abuses are inherent in
practicing psychiatry when
psychiatrists depart from the
traditional one-to-one doctor-
patient relationship and use their
skills while serving institutions
such as the military, schools,
state hospitals, prisons and the

courts.

“Hopefully, from our joint
endeavors will emerge
significant new undertakings and
resolutions of the conflict
problems that affect the rights of
the mentally disabled.”

2. Monitering. The com-

Gilhert's Honor Code . . .
{Continued from page 3)

There is no confirmed answer to no. 2, although there is
somne-speculation that Thomas Edison invented the first

electric Honor Code. . .

Questions 3 and 4 were inserted in order to segue into

question 5.
Question 6 was dealt with in a recent law review article,
‘The authors suggested that each person develcp his or} her

own name for the Code, th
thought and baldness.

y encouraging i

The answer to guestion no. 7 is obviously “d".
Maving on, questions eight and nine can be dealt with

summarily , .

. sumunarily, merrily, merrily, merrily, life

i but a dream, {Lovk, they can’t all be winners!)

If you chose answer “¢” for question no. 10, you should
seek the help of a psychiatrist. If you chose any of the
other possible answers, you should consider seeing a

podiatrist.

For those of you who do notknow the answer tono, 11, 1
suggest you widen your sexual experiences. Even if you
know the answer, it might be fun,

Questions no. 12 and 13 require very serious thought,
making analysis outside the scope of this work.

Regarding no. 14, always remember ...

defense is a good offense.

the best

Finally, whatever the answer might be to question no.
15, sending a letter and a resume to Frank Sinatra will
probably be more profitable than applying to Weil, Gott-

shal, & Manges.

itions it ad The rights
of children, the ramifications of
emergency treatment, the right
to refuse treatment, the
protection of professionals and
para-professionals,
discrimination against patients
who are out of treatment, all are
problems which arouse our
concern.”

Shestack concluded: “‘The
commission's program is an
exténsive and an ambitious one.
And so it must be—because the
abuses and inadequacies are so
numerous and so grave."

Filler's Integrity ..
(Continued from page 2)

“in the preparation of a ia'se

proxy statement, prospectus, or
income tax return. It is only a
somewhat larger step to the
means-end analygis of  ex-
Attorney General Mitehell when |
he argued that almost any means
would have been appropriate to
insure the re-election of the
President.

When the flaw in a student's
character is so obvious, it {s
clearly the law school corn-
munity’s responsibility to society
to prevent this student from
obtaining the opportunity to
injure the general public as an
attorney. As members of the law
school community, the student
body has been delegated under
the Code the primary respon-
sibility to enforce the com-
munity’s responsibility to
society.

If any student is unhappy under
the Honor Code, he or she is free
1o work for its change but not free
to ignore the Code.

Students Elected to Representative Positions

Jim Sobers
Minority Recruitment

Marvin Gatter
1st Year Rep.

' ¥
3rd Year Rep.
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"Will You Help?"
Yubion Boud

B %

Dear Friend,

A state court, citing a law that
favors bankers uver poor people,
has ordered 71-year-old Viola
Hart out of her tiny home.

And that same law, identical to
laws in every Southern state,
discriminates against  poor
people who have financed the
purchase of anything from a
home to a car to a Kkilchen
sink. . . because bankers and
finance companies, under that
law, cannot he held responsible
for shoddy merchandise or work-
manship.

Mrs. Hart and her husband
iwho died six years ago) pur-
chased their home in 1842 for
$2.000. For most of thelr lives
thereafler, mortgage payments
and maintenance took more than
half the money they were able to
earn; but in 1970, her husband
gone, Mrs. Hart could finally call
the home her own.

Then 68 years old, and
preparing to retire on a monthly
allotinent of about $65, Mrs. Hart
was approached by a transient
building contractor who offered
to install in her home the first
indoor bathroom she would ever
have, & water heater, and a
Kitchen sink.

. He told her only that the work
would cost her $35 a month.

1f he had done the job properly,
it would have been worth perhaps
$800. But the work was done
hastily, cheaply, and incredibly
poorly--the bathtub has never
been connected to the plumbing,
the sinks and commode drain
improperly, the walls were never
completed, the roof leaks.

And Mrs. Hart, after having
paid more than $850, still owes an
out-of-state mortgage baonker
nearly $2,500.

Several months ago, Mrs. Hart
refused to meet any more
monthly payments until repairs
were made. It was then she
learned that the builder had
gotten his money by selling the
mortgage—and thirty others on
homes in which he’d done similar
shoddy work at about the same
time—to the Florida mortgage
banker who now acted to
foreclose.

The foreclosure was upheld in
court, hecause of a state law
which gives Mrs. Hart no rights
against a “‘holder in due course.”

Because the mortgage banker
did not provide the original
services, the law states, Mrs,
Hart cannot withhold payments,
Her only recourse would be to sue
the building contractor. . . who
cannot be located.

“Holder in due course” laws
bave robbed countless poor
people in the South of millions of
dollarg, and will continue to do so
unless the laws are attacked and
stricken. That’s why the Southern
Poverty Law Center’s attorneys
are bringing a major lawsuit in
federal court, challenging the
constitutionality of the law that
threatens Viola Hart's home.

We anticipate a long and art
duous Jawsuit: moneyed interests
will oppose us every step of the
way.

We must compile statistical
evidence of the widespread use of
the law to cheat poor people out of
their possessions. Expert
testimony on the value and
quality of goods and services
typical in such cases will have to
be given. And imaginative and
innovative  constitutional
arguments must be developed.

I egtimate that this one lawsuit
alone may cost upwards of
$20,000. And in the meantime the
Center’s. lawyers must not relax
in their pursuit of other cases now
in various stages.

A great deal has got to be ac-
complished before the promises
won in the Civil Rights Movement

of the ‘fifties and 'sixties can be,

translated into ingful ad-
vances in the conditions in which
Southern blacks live. And the
Center is hard at work in many
areas.

The historie Supreme Court
opinion on equal education, in
Brown v. Board of Education,
was written nearly twenty years
ago: yet today more than three-
fourths of the South's black
children still attend inferior
publie schools.

Lastyear the Center's lawyers
successfully stopped a large
Southern city from subsidizing
segregated private schools. And
we set a landmark precedent
when we won a lawsuil brought
against a private law school
which had refused to admit
blacks.

The court decreed that federal
equal-rightdo-contract  statutes
apply to private schools; this
year we're moving to implement
the ruling in suits to integrate
“white-flight'’ segregated
academies. .

Last year we forced integration
of the all-white Alabama State
Troopers, opening hundreds of
good-paying public jobs to
qualified blacks. This year we're
involved in several similar equal-
opportunity  lawsuits—against
the federal government, against
several Southern cities, against
private companies.

The result can be hundreds of
thousands of good jobs and an
escape route from poverty for
poor blacks Southwide.

One Southern county has
already agreed to accept a
Center-proposed employment
plan, as a resull of massive
evidence compiled by our
lawyers proving racial
discrimination in its eraployment
practices.

The new Supreme Court
showed compassion last year for
impoverished individuals ac-
cused of crimes when it extended
the right to free counsed to those
accused of misdemeanors
carrying potential prison sen-
tences.

But cur lawyers {eel that a poor
defendant is entitled to more than
a court-appointed attorney—we
feel that even a poor person is
entitfed to the best legal defense
that rooney can buy,

In our defense of a young black
man accused of murdering a
white Alabama woman, we asked

i

the court to provide funds for a
professional investigator to
pursue unfollowed leads that
could  clear him. rather than
convict him. We feel that's
essential to preparation of an
adequate defense.

fast year we won a suit in-
volving a poor black community
which had been denied paved
streets. The resulting decree
ordered the county to construct
ten miles of paved streets equal
in quality to streets provided free
to an adjacent white neigh-
borhood.

This year we're suing to win
shelter for thousands-of un-
wanted, neglected, and orphaned
black children in Alabama. One
plaintiff in our suit spent five
years in reform scheol for no
other crime than being black; the
state simply refused to refer him
to any of the all-white orphanages
that it licenses and supports.

Last year, after a long and
costly court fight, the Center won
a lawsuit reapportioning the
Alabama State Legislature. Our
plan, accepted in its entirety by
the court and then affirmed by
the US. Supreme Court,
eliminates racially motivated
gerrymandering and will result
in the election of as many as
thirty blacks to the State
legislature next year.

But the Legislature has not yet
surrendered; and our lawyers
have had to spend many hours
studying an alternate plan which
self-seeking politicians submitted
to the court this spring. The
substitute plan has been declared
discriminatory and rejected by
the court; the Supreme Court will
rule later. The effort still being
expended on this lawsuit, “‘won”
many months ago, has taxed our
staff enormously. But we have no
other choice.

Without the Center’s constant .

attention to these suits and others
in which we become involved,
Civil Rights advances mean little
to poor Southern blacks who still
can't get a decent education or a
decent job or a fair share of
municipal services.

Advances already won medn
little to the Black child who hasno
place to live, . . or to Viola Hart,
Who has no recourse dgaindt 2
banker and a state law -that
threaten her home.

The Nixon administration has
shown no inclination to move the
nation toward equality; federal

social welfare programs are

under attack, while big business
interests have enjoyed
preferential treatment. The only
way to advance the quality of life

for poor people, I'm convinced, is
in the courts.

_The Southern Poverty Law
Center needs your support to
continue the work we've begun.
We receive no fees from clients;
every case is handled free.

We can finance our efforts only
by asking you to join us in the
battle.

1f you participated in the Civil
Rights Movement before, you can
take pride in the beginnings of
real accomplishment. But unless
new support enables us to carry
on the fight, much of what was
promised will go unrealized.

For that reason, I'll personally
appreciale your generosity now.
In return for your (tax-
deductible) contribution, I'll see
that you receive regular reports
on cases in progress. Notifying
the public of our achievements is
extremely important; perhaps
you can pass on news of our
victories to help poor people in
your own community.

If you can send as much as
twenty-five dollars or more, I
urge you to do so now; every
dollar you can spare will advance

important work in defense of the

legal rights of poor people who

are kept poor by unjust laws and
discrimination.

Can 1 count on you?
- Most sincerely,
Julian Bond"
P.S. Unless our challenge of laws
that favor bankers over poor
Southern blacks is brought
swiftly, Viola Hart may not live
to see her rights vindicated. Let
me ask you not to put this letter -
aside with the intention of an-
swering it later: plese write the
most generous check you can,
and mail it to me at the Southern
Poverty Law Cenfer today, in
Montgomery,

P.P.S, The Center’'s newest
lawsuit, brought in- Washington;
D.C., seeks to prevent abuses of
the legal rights of poor people by
federally funded health care
programs. Our plaintiffs are
young black girls in Alabama and
welfare mothers in South
Carolina who were victims of
coerced sterilization operations.
The urgency of my request for
your support is heightened by oar
involvement in this costly

‘lawsuit.

Family Law Essay Contest '

CHICAGO—Junior and senior-year law students have until April 16
to enter the 1974 Howard C, Schwab Memorial Award Esgsay Contest in

the field of family law.

The contest is ed by the A

erican Bar Assoctath

's Family

Law Section incooaeraﬁon with the Toledo and Ohio Bar associations.

Contestants may write on any aspect of family law. Suggested -
length is about 3,000 words, Eaamunthvebeax,ornm,nbduhd
to be published are ineligible for consideration.

First, secmdandmrd-phmwinuuswmrec«lwam:wmd
ly. The

$500, $300 and $200, resp

will be d and

the prizes awarded durlng the Family Law Section’s 1874 ‘annual

meeting next August in Honolulu.

The contest is intended to create a greater interest in the field of
family law among U.S. law students, particalarly members of the
ABA Law Student Division. All junior and senior-year students
enrolled in ABA-approved law schools are eligible, except employees
of the American, Ohio or Toledo Bar associations.

The contest isnamed for the late Howard C. Schwab, chairman-elect
of the ABA Family Law Section at the tire of his death in 1969, He was
apastpresidenzomzeToledoBarAsaoctmonandpmchimmnof
the Ohio State Bar Association’s Family Law Committee. .

Law students who wish to enter the contest should request an entry

form from: Howard C. Schwab
Section of Family Law, American

Chicago, 11l 80637,

emorial Award Essay Contest,
r Assoclation; 1155 East 60th St.,

Law Teachers Are Wanted

by Charles Robert

1f you feel it is time
listened to your legal expertise—
besides your spouse or lover—
please contribute your services to
the Hofstra Community Legal
Education Project, currently
being co-ordinated by myself.

Beginning this mm:r

1)

-will be an opportunity for in-

terested and comin.ced. Jaw
mwmxtgm

even teach, local Mﬂlmmol
students and otber emmmty

groups.
: meprojoctwmm'ive:oreadx
into” the community and

(mmwms) & 1’
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MARIJUANA: ASSASSIN OF YOUTH:##<oe o IR

NORML Promises Legislative A

e S,

Marijuana has been used in cultures throughoul
the world for centuries, but its increased use in this
country is very recent. Unfortunately for those who
smoke it, the attitude reflected in the title above
was instrumental in the passage of the Marijuana
Tax Act of 1937 and various state laws prohibiting
possession of this herb. Those who pushed for these
laws saw marijuana as a dangerous drug directly
leading to insanity, sexual excess, violent crime,
" drug addiction, and serious physical and emotional

s

ction on Grass
w = STUART GITTLEMAN

marijuana;

a) are ineffective in deterring use;

b) carry overly-harsh penalties, and are grossly
disparate among differing jurisdictions;

¢) are selectively enforced against certain groups;

d). engender disrespect for all laws;

e) Iricrease “the burden on an already clogged
criminal justice system with many minor
arrests;

{) encourage the invasion of privacy and violation
of individual rights by overzéalous law en-

damage to the user, as well as serious detri 1
effects upon soclety.
While we now know that many of these horrors do
not result from smoking marfjuana, and are
hat more sophi ted in our . scientific
knowledge and medical research, many of our laws
do not reflect this. In New York, possession of more
than % ounce, or 25 “joints,” continues to be
regarded as sufficiently dangerous to society to
warrant classification as a felony punishable by up

to 7 years imprisonment for a first offender,
Groups promoting the legalization or
decriminalization of ion, cultlvation, use

and sale of grass have met a certain degree of
success, Possession of less than 1 ounce in Oregon
has recently been changed to a violation, punishabl
by a maximum fine of $100, Texas, which formerly
had one of the harshest penalties for simple
possession, 2 years {o life, has reduced possession of
up 10 4 ounces to a misdemeanor,

In the New York legislature there are proposals to
decriminalize possession of up to 4 ounces of
marijuana, A-$827 (Assembly) and 55337 (Senate)
and to legalize sale, A4768 and $-3565. In Congress,

forcement agents;

g) divert law enforcement resources from the
control of serfous and dangerous criminal
behavior; and

h) impugn the credibility of the criminal law which
seeks to educate the young of the dangers of
hard drug use.

NORML’s New York Legislative Counsel, Frank
Fioramontl, is attempting to convert our legislators
of the need to change some of our laws. Efforts are
also being made in other states and in Washington.
NORML is also engaged in some litigation, in-
cluding a suit to be argued by former Attorney
General Ramsey Clark.

Of course, the reform effort is supported by many
who do not indulge. A change in the law will benefit
those who smoke marijuang, or did before being
caught, or whose children do, or those who would
like the law and the police to have a greater degree
of credibility and efficiency. The only groups which
should resist change should be those who sell grass,
and those who bust those who have grass.

If you are interested in changing the laws con-

H-868 and $-746 propose to decriminalize p
of up td 3 ounces.

Legislative aclion on these bills will be in
response o concerted citizen action and lobbying.
NORML, the National Organization for the Reform
of Marijuana Laws, composed of doctors, lawyers,
scientists, and other concerned citizens, is one of the
more active groups in this campaign. NORML's
position is that the laws punishing possession of

A Poem About Richard Nixon, the Coach

Ttlooked extremely gloomy for the Nixonskins that day:

The suore wastwelve to nothing with a quarter left to play.

The crowd wasgrowing restless with a definite ill-humor;

All they“d heard from Nixon  Coach) was yet another rumor.

“We want some action now.” they cried, and interspersed some

boaing.

“Calm down. calm down,” said Nixon (Coach), *‘cause I know just

what I'm doing.

I've lost the tapes of some great plays, though--don't re

when "

The referee said, *‘Delay the game—that'll get you ten.”
"Years?" asked Nixon, turning white. “The gallows would be

quicker.” c

"Yards.” replied the ref (who's known as “Honest John"* Sirica).

Cix had been the quarterback bul now was getting tired:
" He kept refusing Nixon plays, and Coach said, “Arch, you're fired!"’
Richardson was Q. B. Two and Ruckelshaus was Three;
ope, Coach, not me!™
ves man' to the end—
“We must appease the public and our privilege defend.”
“Yeur procedures are ilegal,” called the ref, an unbeliever.
“Besides, Rose Wnods is on the field—ineligible receiver;
You're penalized another ten!” “You can’t!" the Coach protested.
“We're pushed back to our one-vard-line, our spotter’s been arrested

When told to replace Archibald each said, **?
S Nixon asked Bob Bork to play-—a 'y

Please give my tearn another chance!™ The ref said, “Sorry Dicky!
‘The public calls me “Honest John"'—1 have a public trust;

Tcall 'em as1see 'em, Coach, U'monly being just!”

‘The whistle for two minates blew: the tirne was running out.

A grandstand play was called for, with finesse and also *‘clout.”

Nixon called George Allen: “‘George, I really need your aid—

T've helped you when youneeded me to stop a Redskin fade.”

But George sighed, “Sorry. Sir, but that's against the Conference

rules:

Besides. you've staffed your team all wrong with jesters and with

fools.

The mark of winning coaches is to choose the best of players—
The snly help Tl give younow is (Dear God! ) lots of prayers.”

Nixon's back istothe wall, his hopes are growing thinner; &
Even Julie won’t attend another White House Dinner.

‘The fans are mad--*‘Impeach him!" is the cry throughout the land;
“We've got a winning-record coach, a ‘Model G Ford’ at hand.

We know that he’sreligious; why, he's even been confirmed-

We'll bring him ints finish out an unexpired term.

Send Nixon tothe showers—or C2iis, Tiavid, that's much better;
He's fust n54 heo material: how'd he ever win a letter?”

1t's time to make predictions, to surmise, to conquer doubt—
Tleave it to you. readers-—has our " Tricky" just struel

Freitag is currenily Law Review Secretary.

Gwen Frreitag
2--Reprinted courtesy The Docket, Creighton University Schoot of Law: Gwen

cerning p and sale of marijuana, contact
your legislators about the bills previously men-
tioned. Information about marijuana and about
NORML is available from their New York office at
1457 Lexington Ave., New York, N.Y. 10028, (212)
866-7067. Those interested in working on a more
local level by educating their neighbers are invited
to form a Long Island chapter of NORML; contacl
myself or Conscience for more information.

Law Teachers Wanted . .
(Continued from page7)
legal skills before people get into
trouble. “The purpose of ‘the
project is not to supply captive
audiences for simplistic rap
sessions, but rather to present to
the corhmunity a chance to un-
derstand basic legal concepts
smb that are rel to citizens., This
will require a knowledgeable and
polished presentation, with & pre-

guaranteed effectiveness.

Prior to any law student
teaching there will be intensive
peer | and professional
preparation not only on the legal
principles, but also teaching
3 methods. The stress will be on
innovative teaching technigues
such.as role playing, simulation,
audio-visuals, and individualized
learning although traditional
lectures and question and answer
periods will be inchided.

If you are interested, watch for
notices beginning this semester,

Books That Wil
Never Be Published

ORM
FLL INITIATE
AS CHIEF JUDGE

by
Jacob Fuchsherg

&
4

. ;
Faculty Profile: Burt Agata
by Willlam Nix

“It may be that times have changed on campuses everywhere, but_
Hofstra’s law schoel is unlike any I've experienced. The 2nd and 3cd
year classes were experimenters—taking a chance on a new place. It
was so small the first year, under 100 students. I think that small start
gave the school the informality it still retains to a great extent. We've
institutionalized informality as'much as possible."

The words belong to Burton Agata, the erudite and sometimes
esoteric professor of constitutional and eriminal law here at Hofstra,
Reclining in his tufted red leather chair, which graces an office of wall
to wall law books, Agata spoke about Hofstra Law Schoo!:

‘I think the program here is fairly innovative. Both faculty and
curriculum have expanded, especially in the area of clinical
education. T would like to see more of a clinical emphasis, but it's hard
to knew the best method of clinical teaching before the returns are in
from the many experiments with it.” 3

Widely experienced as a law professar, having taught most recently
at the University of Houston, Professor Agata has been with Hofstra
since its inception. Last year, he was one of the final candidates
considered for the Deanship. E

Graduating from Michigan University with distinction, having been
amember of their law review, he went on to teach.at Montana State,
wi in, New Mexico, H , CCNY and NYU. He served a term
in the Judge Advocate General Court during the Korean War and
returned to join the New York State Government as a senior attorney
in the Banking Department. He was the first counsel to Sales Finan-
ce—Employee Welfare Fund Division.

His contractual and consultant work has included a study regarding
a code of criminal procedure. for Vietnam for the U.S. State Depart-.
ment, a research project on “‘search and seizure” from the police
perspective, an HEW project on neglected and deling ildren,
and active participation in criminal cases for Hofstra’s legal aid of-
fice. :

Agata finds the pace here in the N,Y. area is exhausting and
maintains that one can find here all the work one could possibly want.
Currently, in addition to his teaching work, Agata has been Coansel for
the Commission on the Federal Criminal Code, planning a tota)
revision of the existing one. There are several bills in Congressional
committee to that end. "“The major difference in the revision will be in
the sentencing provisions. We hape the revision will be organized '
such a way as to be more specific and, it is to be hoped, coherent.
We're trying to more adequately define jurisdictions and to define
more precisely the statutory goals for law enforcement.”

Agata’s projects have led him to an active involvement with the
ABA. He has most recently been Director of a Project preparing a
comparative study of ABA Standards for Criminal law.

“I believe the ABA is changing more today than ever before,
Members have been working to set up a bar network from the local to
the national level to involvé the Association with current issues it has a
long history of purposefully avoiding. The organization is less under
the control of a few in Chicage and the seniority system seems to be
breaking down,”

Among his other projects, Agata makes an occasional appearance
on Virginia Graham's morning television shows. “‘I used to do a lot of
talk shows in Houston, but ABC called me here out of the blue. I'm not
really satisfied with that kind of discussion because it has to be
superficial.” i

The gravel-voiced professor is totally satisfied with his D
“1like what I'm doing,” he says. “Ireally believe it couldn't be better,
and I'm particularly looking forward to being part of Hofstra's
growth.”

The Runway Inn

“Where the legal palate and
fine food find fulfillment”
5 N.E. Kent
Piizu, Supreme
Cheésburgers, Even Better
Prices You Can Afford
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