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Almost 700 Attend
Discipline Debate Packs Ames

By Lawrence Gartner

After several days of disrup-
tion, hide-and-seek games con-
cerning secret faculty meetings,
and tactical debate, the Law
School community regained par-
tial sanity when it came together
for a series of open meetings Fri-
day and Monday to discuss the
issues involved in the disciplining
of five black law students.

Then on Tuesday the faculty
met at 2 p.m. to take final action
on the cases but adjourned when
no decision could be reached by
12:35 a.m. Wednesday morning.

The meeting was scheduled to

For complete coverage of
the debate of Friday's open
meeting, see story on page 3.

resume at 2 Wednesday
afternoon.

About 700 students and faculty
jammed into Ames Courtroom
Friday afternoon to hear a series
of speakers, including three of
the black students involved, de-
bate whether last semester’s
demonstrators against Harvard
should be subject to disciplinary
measures and whether the proce-
dures used by the Law School to
discipline the blacks were just
and fair.

Almost 200 more students lis-
tened to the discussion by means
(Continued on Page 5)

p.m.
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Assisting in the research and
preparation of this article were
Michael Lurey, Michelle Scott,
Bob Hernandez, and Jerry Snow.

plmesneaf .

Mike Lurey

Kim Guggenheim, 21, comes out of Wednesday night faculty
meeting to speak to waiting students.

Women's Law Group at Chicago
Brings Equal Employment Action

A group of women at the Uni-
versity of Chicago Law School
has begun legal proceedings
against that law school and three
law firms alleging violation of fed-
eral laws barring sexual discrim-
ination in employment.

In charges filed last month with
the Equal Employment Opportu-
nity Commission, 14 women law
students charge the school with
operating an employment agency
and providing placement facilities

for employers who discriminate
against women in hiring. The
school’s failure to remedy the sit-
uation once it was brought to
its attention was included among
the alleged violations of Title VII
of the 1964 Civil Rights Act.

The three firms named in the
claims hire on a discriminatory
basis, the women charge.

According to Margie Gelb, one

(Continued on Page 14)




By Michael Lurey

In the wake of President
Nathan Pusey’s recent announce-
ment of his retirement effective
June, 1971, the University Com-
mittee on Governance has an-
nounced it is formulating proce-
dures to be used in selecting
Pusey’s successor,

The Committee’s recommenda-
tions will be presented in a paper
to be issued later this month or
early in April.

The Committee, formed last
September, had been exploring
various topics. But as Chairman
John T. Dunlop, Acting Dean of
the Faculty of Arts and Sciences,
noted, when Pusey announced his
retirement “committee work on
the paper on the presidency ob-
viously assumed a sense of great
urgency.”

In a statement released by Dean

Search Begins for Pusey’s Successor

Dunlop this past week, he out-
lined the two-fold purpose of the
Committee paper: to produce a
“discussion of the qualities called
for in a Harvard president at this
particular time in Harvard’s his-
tory, as well as procedures for in-
volving all elements of the Har-
vard community in the process of
selecting a new president.”

The procedure currently en-
visaged by the Committee 1s to
hold a series of “rounds of dis-
cussion.” In the first round, let-
ters will be sent to “interested
individuals” by the Fellows of
the Corporation,

The Corporation, headed by
soon-to-be Senior Fellow Francis
H. Burr, bears ultimate responsi-
bility for the method of selection
and identity of the new president.
Burr, Harvard College '35, 1s a
member of the Committee as well.

Ames Semifinals Commence March 12

The semifinal round of the
Ames Competition begins Thurs-
day, March 12 at 8 p.m. when the
Bruce and Learned Hand Clubs
clash in the Ames Courtroom. A
second semifinal argument will pit
Marshall A against Marshall B at
the same time and place on Tues-
day, March 24.

Issues in the March 12 argu-
ment include the constitutionality
of the federal anti-riot statute
and challenges to contempt sen-
tences such as those given in the
Chicago trial.

Judges for this argument will
be Judge Andrew A. Caffrey of
the United States Distriet Court,
Massachusetts; Justice Robert M.
Duncan of the Ohio Supreme
Court; and Judge Abraham I.
Freedman of the United States
Court of Appeals, Third Circuit.

All the students are in the sec-
ond year class. The Bruce Club
will be represented by G. Kenneth

2

Norrie, Rodney F. Page, Robert
B. Patterson, Ronald B. Patter-
son, Richard C. Smith, and
Michael R. Sonberg.

For Learned Hand are Susan A.
Cahoon, Kenneth F. Seminatore,
Richard C. Brautigam, Gregory
W. Byrne, Gregory B. Millard,
and Jared B. Stamell.

The Marshall Clubs’ argument
concerns a northern school 1nte-
gration case in which a federal
court has ordered busing of urban
center school-children into subur-
ban school districts.

Marshall A consists of Randell
Bell, Joel Boxer, Jose Garcia-Ped-
rosa, Harvey Lippman, Martin
Seneca, and Fillmore Wood.

Peter de Koszmovszky, David
Leng, Stephen B. Presser, John
Rose, Lawrence Samuels, and
Fred Shauer form Marshall B.

The two winning teams will
compete in the final round to be
held next fall.

The letters will first seek opin-
ions as to what the University’s
needs are, as seen from the dis-
parate viewpoints of faculty, stu-
dents and alumni. Secondly, the
letters will invite the submission
of names of individuals qualified
to fulfill those needs.

The Committee hopes the 1ni-
tial round will be followed by 1n-
formal discussions among “inter-
ested groups.” And it is expected
the Corporation will seek group
responses to names previously ac-
quired in subsequent “rounds of
discussion.”

Dunlop stressed that since the
letters may be confined to repre-
sentative individuals or groups,
responses from other sources
would be welcomed. However, he
thought it was premature at this
point to encourage letter-writing.
Such action should wait, he said,
at least until the Committee paper
has come out and the Corporation
has acted upon it.

Under questioning, Dunlop con-
ceded that one preliminary deci-
sion to be made is whether the
responsibilities of the presidency
have erown too great to be car-
ried out by one man. Dunlop said
the paper will consider this, and
“all aspects of the presidency.”
But, in formulating procedures,
the Committee is operating under
the presumption that a president
will be selected to replace Pusey.

Kenneth R. Andrews, Professor
of Business Administration and
head of the subcommittee directly
concerned with preparing the
presidency paper, said he hoped
to avoid the University’s splitting
into pressure groups, each with
its own candidate. Dunlop agreed
and said he wanted the discus-
sions to be ‘“as open as possible
without leading to political cam-
paigning.”

Both men expected the first
round to begin this spring. Sub-

sequent rounds would carry into'

the fall semester,
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Law School Discusses Discipline Issues

By Michelle Scott

In Friday afternoon’s three and
a half hours of discussion of the
1ssues arising from student dem-
onstrations at the Law School
protesting the disciplining of five
black students, the conflict of
principles was perhaps best ex-
pressed by Professor Louis Loss
who spoke of three ‘“profound
truths.”

“I start first with the convic-
tion,” said Prof. Loss, “that the
problem of race relations in the
United States is the most critical
problem facing this country, and
the treatment of the black man is
such that I can understand —1
won’t say justify — almost any-
thing the black man will do.”

Loss’ second truth was that
“the American university with its
imperfections is one of the great-
est achievements in the world but
could easily be destroyed.” Lie as-
serted it must be preserved both
from outside attack and internal
disorder.

His third truth was that the
first two truths were irreconcil-
able.

The meeting, held In Ames
Courtroom, was to provide the
faculty with an “opportunity for a
broad exchange of views with stu-
dents” before it dealt with the
question of discipline for the five
blacks.

Debate, in the form of state-
ments by students and faculty,
centered on the following two is-
sues: the justification for punish-
ing the socially motivated demon-
strations of the blacks against
Harvard’s hiring policies and the
appropriateness of the existing
disciplinary procedures in such
cases.

The audience, about 900 stu-
dents and faculty who packed into
Ames and the Austin North class-

- room where loudspeakers were in-

stalled, listened attentively for
most of the afternoon. A brief
dispute arose shortly after the
when several
students interrupted the proceed-
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ings to ask that discussion of the
discussion of procedures be post-
poned.

However, the dispute was set-
tled when after the formal, sched-
uled speeches on the second issue
were delivered the meeting ad-
journed and more discussion was
set for Monday.

During the afternoon, twelve
faculty and student speakers of-

the demands of the Organization
for Black Unity (OBU) on behalf
of minority group painters’ help-
ers and construction workers at
the University. He believed the
decision to require that 19 to 23
percent of the workers on Har-
vard projects “be members of

minority groups vindicated the
five demonstrators.
Asking that the community re-

One of the nice things about
the human condition is that
aven Iin the midst of erisis
there’s usually something to
laugh about., And last week’s
confrontation between stu-
dents and faculty was no ex-
ception.

Sad as the gpectacle of the
faculty playing hide-and-seek
with students over the location
of Wednesday night’s meeting
was, there was some humor,
too.

With the faculty meeting
down the hall, Vice Dean Wil-

fered a wide range of frequently
conflicting views on the main is-
sues and related topics. Debate
included the advisability of 1m-
posing the recommended sanc-
fions in the particular cases, the
relation of means and ends 1n at-
tacking racism, student-faculty
roles in administering the Law
School and the place of the Uni-
versity and the Law School In
American society.

Almost all of the speakers ac-
knowledged the ‘“good motives”
of the black demonstrators and
the “moral ambiguities” of any
decision balancing the objective
of racial equality in employment
with the orderly function of the
University.

Raymond D, Jones, a 2L and
one of the five defendants, argued
that the question of punishment
was already moot because the
University had already agreed to

Laugh-in At Holyoke Center

liam Bruce told RECORD re-
porters how he had outfoxed a
oroup of students trying to tail
him while driving to the meet-
ing by making an unexpected
right turn from the left hand
lane. When he last saw them,
Bruce said, the students’ car
was trying to back up, with a
line of honking cars behind
them.

When the students finally
managed to get down that
street, Bruce had disappeared.

A student member of the

(Continued on Page 13)
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solve the dispute on its merits,
weighing the value of the dem-
onstrators’ actions against the
“relatively minor interruption of
the University’s order,” Michael
J. Haroz, 3L, found the five stu-
dents’ cause “just and compel-
ling.”

Thomas R. Gerety, a first year
student who claimed, “I speak
with and to some extent for the
students who protested during
the last few days,” recommended
that final decisions on the specific
disciplinary cases be postponed
until the entire community spoke
on the issue.

“Had OBU acquiesced in the
rules of procedure,” Gerety
stated, “this University would

have acquiesced in discriminatory
procedures.”
Several students charged the
University with failure to recog-
(Continued on Page 11)




Three Law Students Join Coop Directors

By Linda Standridge

Three Law School students were among eleven
students chosen from a field of 23 candidates 1n
the recent elections for the Board of Directors of
the Harvard Cooperative Society (Coop).

Donald W. Mitchell, 2L, ran as a stockholders’
nominee. Both Robert D. O’Connell, 2L, and
Harvey C. Dzodin, 1L, ran as independent chal-
lengers. The three winners will attend the spring
semester meetings of the Board of Directors, the
pclicy-making body of the Coop.

As a result of their first meeting with the Board
on February 26, O’Connell and Mitchell have some
definite ideas about their role and effectiveness.

According to O’Connell, the boy capitalist of
Harkness Commons, the $12,000 spent by the Coop
to print and mail election ballots “wasn’t worth
it.”” He found many of the topics discussed at the
initial session incomprehensible to those neither
closely connected with the detailed inner workings
of the Coop nor extensively briefed. If the stu-
dents’ representatives become unduly influenced by
the Board’s explanation of issues, O’Connell sug-
gested, they might be ineffective.

Nevertheless, both O’Connell and Mitchell felt
that with effort the students’ ideas could be repre-
sented at meetings. Mitchell noted that the large
number of student directors, holding 11 of 23
seats on the Board, would in itself carry authority.

“The Coop’s main problem is a management
crisis,” Mitchell stated. “So this is a good time
for us students to be in there, offering fresh
approaches to old problems.” He also indicated
that students had actively and articulately parti-
cipated at the February meeting,

O’Connell, Mitchell, and Dzodin plan to co-
ordinate their work in investigating Coop opera-
tions, seeking student opinion and casting their
votes. O’Connell plans to distribute a report of
the February meeting to all law students.

Topics discussed at this meeting included the
planned capital expenditure of $34,000 for renova-
tion of the men’s clothing departments at the main
Coop store and the addition of a women’s boutique
at the MIT store. Losses of $20,000 were reported
on account of either shop-lifting or poor handling
of merchandise. A student proposal to rotate
oguards from store to store in order to make them
less detectible to potential shoplifters was con-
sidered.

Losses were also reported on textbook sales., For
this reason, the Coop feels that it may have to cut
back on its total volume of texts. High overhead,
rebates, and shop-lifting were cited as reasons for
the losses.

O’Connell is particularly disturbed by losses on
texts which, he said, have high mark-up prices.
He sees the causes of this problem in over-centra-
lization and lack of foresight. Understocking,
O’Connell claimed, costs the Coop both sales and
wholesale discounts.

According to O’Connell, the Coop might get
higher sales and lower overhead by encouraging
independent salesmen to sell texts convenient loca-
tions, such as registration lines or newstands.
Although current Coop management approaches
this matter conservatively, O’Connell feels that
student directors will bring a new and possibly
influential viewpoint to Coop operations.

Areeda Oil Import Report Shelved by President

By Greg Ward

Last March President Richard
M. Nixon established the “Cab-
inet Task Force on Oil Import
Control” to conduct a comprehen-
sive review of the long-standing
import restrictions on oil. The re-
cently released report, however,
has been ‘“shelved” by Nixon, de-
spite the finding that consumers
are paying $5 billion more per
yvear than they would be if there
were no restrictions.

“By 1980 the cost to consumers
will be $8.4 billion a year,” said
Professor Phillip Areeda, Execu-
tive Director of the Cabinet Task
Force. “For ten years the Amer-
ican consumers have been bearing

A

a very heavy burden,” Areeda
continued, “and such an extrac-
tion from oil consumers is not
proper in the absence of convinc-
ing justification.”

In 1959 justification was found
in the threat to national security
which was thought to be pre-
sented by United States depend-
ence on foreign oil. The Task
Force, however, reported that the
existing fixed quota system bears
no relation to security considera-
tions and ‘“has spawned a host of
special arrangements and excep-
tions for purposes essentially un-
related to the national security,
has imposed high costs and inef-
ficiencies on consumers and the

economy, and has led to undue
government intervention in the
market and consequent competi-
tive distortions.”

Yet Nixon has shelved the Task
Force’s proposal for a phased
transition to a tariff system for
reasons which can only be re-
garded as political. While alleging
that time is needed to talk with
interested nations, it seems appar-
ent that Nixon’s inaction 1s a con-
cession to oil-producing states,
and press speculation is that any
decision on the oil import question
will be deferred until after the
Congressional elections in Novem-
ber,

(Continued on Page 12)

HARVARD LAW RECORD

of
No

the
at

Ing
an
ch:
mi
ma
the

arc
Ing
jou

0
dis

on
dec
be
t1o
tun
Vie

ap
oa
0)
Mi
Al
ha
Th
to

l}ul

fa
de
CO

M




Le

s
at
ly

oS,
ny
on
he

RD

Discipline

Dan Chill

Prof. Louis Loss

(Continued from Page 1)
of extension speakers in Austin
North.

Six smaller sessions continued
the debates Monday evening, with
at least three professors attend-
ing each. Dean Derek C. Bok
and Professor James Vorenberg,
chairman of the Law School’s Ad-
ministrative Board attempted to
make an appearance at each of
the sessions.

Broke Up

The smaller meetings broke up
around 9:30 p.m., and all remain-
ing faculty and students ad-
journed to the Harkness Meeting
oom to carry on the informal
discussions.

After meeting almost ten hours
on Wednesday, the faculty had
decided to hold the open meetings
before it took any disciplinary ac-
tions in order to have an “oppor-
tunity for a broad exchange of
views with students.”

Committee

The student-faculty committee
appointed by the faculty to or-
ganize the open meetings was
composed of Professors Frank
Michelman, Jerome Cohen and
Alan Dershowitz, Joseph Geb-
hardt, 2L, and Lavell Jackson, 1L.
Thomas Gerety, 1L, was invited
to represent the radical students,
but declined.

For whatever the reasons the
faculty decided to postpone its
decisions until open meetings
could be held, the impassioned
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and eloquent statements by such
members of the community as
Professor Louis Loss; Raymond
D. Jones, a 2. and one of the five
defendants; Mike Haroz, a 3L;
and Professor Charles Fried dem-
onstrated that the debate and
discussion were invaluable.

Other students and professors,
— conservative, liberal, and radi-
cal, — expressed their sentiments
in addition to an opening state-
ment by Dean Bok and an explan-
atory statement of the Adminis-
trative Board’s procedures by
Professor Vorenberg.

Scheduled

The meeting had been tenta-
tively scheduled to last from 2
p.m. until 4:30 p.m. But it was
5 p.m. before the eight prepared
speeches and following debate
concerning the appropriateness of
disciplining political activity were
concluded.

At this point, a student’s call
for adjournment interrupted the
previously calm and low-key meet-
ing. He argued that since many
faculty had left the meeting and
the remaining faculty and stu-
dents were tired after three hours
of discussion, the meeting should
be carried over to Monday.

After Joseph Gebhardt, 2L, and
Professor Stanley Surrey, co-
chairmen of the meeting, ruled
that it would continue until the

Discussion Fills Up Ames

Dan Chill
Raymond D. Jones

agenda was completed, several
students stood up and shouted
that the people at the meeting
ought to decide whether or not
to continue.

While the four prepared
speeches on the fairness of exist
ing Law School disciplinary pro-
cedures were presented, the five-
man committee which planned the
open meeting met hurriedly and
decided to adjourn and continue
on Monday.

The decision to hold the open
meetings resulted from a four-
hour faculty meeting Wednesday
night behind locked doors on the
tenth floor of Holyoke Center.

(Continued on Page 10)

Buddy Warner

Greg Pilkington, 2L and one of the five black students, speaks to

mass meeting in Ames Courtroom.




Attorneys Evaluate Chicago Trial

By Mark Goldowitz

Over eighty people gathered in Ames Court-
room on February 24 to hear several legal authori-
ties discuss the significance of the stormy
riot-incitement trial of eight movement activists
in Chicago.

John Flym, young Boston attorney for the
Black Panthers, emphasized the necessity for
understanding the “sociology of law maintenance.”
The entire process, he noted, was greatly affected
by “pressure from particularly powerful financial
interests.”

“T want law and order, yes, passionately,”
Flym declared, contrasting this position with
that of “the ones who disregard the law, who make
it a farce: the Government in Vietnam, the police
and judges (they scoff at the law all the time),
big business and white collar crimes (they get
away with murder as a matter of course). These
people are huge criminals.”

During the discussion that followed, Flym ut-
tered an equally strong indictment of most
lawyers. “Lawyers,” he said, “play god all the
time, particularly when they have a strong beliet
in the legal system. The role of the lawyer has
been exhalted. Lawyers are on an ego trip.”

We must, he emphasized, “get away from
elitism. The only salvation is people making their
own decisions. The only basis I can see for hope-
lessness is a lack of faith in people. I'm not hope-
less, because 1 have faith in people.”

Charles Jones, a teaching fellow at the Law
School, explained that the Chicago Trial was 1n
good measure an attempt to wipe out of the public
mind the conclusions of the Walker Commission
eport, which labelled the disturbances at the 1968
Democratic Convention a “police riot.” By focus-
ing on eight movement activists as defendants the
Government hoped to shift the burden of guilt for
the disorders.

But that plan may have backfired, according to
Professor Charles Nesson. While “the strategy
of the defense was at least in part to prove that
the judicial process in this country is a farce,” the
conduct of Judge Hoffman during the trial would
lead one to believe that this was “also the strategy
of the government.”

Nesson further questioned the wisdom of the
defendants’ approach, and asked if the law was
not more of an asset than an infirmity to the
radical left. He expressed fear that the decline of
the courts would increase the relative power of
the executive and the police.

Nesson made clear that he feels it 1s *“fanciful
to view the law as a means for massive social
change.” It is possible, however, to “use law as
a means to protect people who are organizing.”

This belief was supported by Bill Homans,
Boston civil liberties lawyer and attorney for

defendant Ferber in the Spock Trial. Homans said
he feels that “the law is about the most valuable

(Continued on Page 14)
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Both Aid Rent Strikes

Two Radical Law Views Presented

By Madeline Nesse

Two approaches to the practice
of radical law were presented at
the Law School Speaker’s Pro-
oram February 20 by Rich Baron
and Ron Glotta.

The two lawyers’ radical cre-
dentials are impeccable. Glotta,
a member of a Detroit law firm
which concentrates on political
activity, was associated with the
1969 Ann Arbor rent strike.
Baron counseled the St. Louis
public housing rent strike and 1is
involved in federally-funded legal
aid work in St. Louis.

Glotta’s law firm, organized In
July, 1968, is composed of seven
men whose political ideologies
start from a position to the left
of Eugene McCarthy. According
to Glotta, the firm’s most pressing
problem is financing its non-re-
munerative political activity.

The firm currently subsists on
private savings and the income
derived from the personal injury
and Workmen’s Compensation
practice of some members. But
they hope to develop a larger, in-
dependent capital base so that
they can expand their operations.

Glotta, a 1968 Michigan Law
School egraduate, discussed the
more insidious pressures felt by
radical lawyers.

“In this system if you’re a law-
ver for the people, you're going
to get cited for contempt come
hell or high water no matter what
vou do,” he asserted. Several
members of his firm have already
faced contempt and disbarment

Professional Dry Cleaning

and Shirt Laundry
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AT BAR BT

CLEANERS
K1 7-8008

4 Hudson St., Cambridge
(off 1672 Mass. Ave.)
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proceedings. And the expense of
these proceedings constitute an-
other drain on firm resources.

Nonetheless, Glotta insists that
the radical lawver must be self-
supporting: government aid, he
said, is too restricting in the effort
to combat the oppressive features
of American capitalism. He be-
lieves that a political revolution
is “inevitable”, but conceded that
the task of “staying alive” in pri-
vate practice, while working for
the revolution, is difficult at best.

On the other hand, Baron feels
he can accomplish most by devot-
ing his energies solely to poverty
work, even though federally-
funded. He further characterized
himself as “result-oriented,” and
criticized individualistic efforts
which fail to achieve ‘“meaningful
change’” because of lack of organ-
ization and use of self-defeating
methods.

Baron said he is not concerned
with simply defining the political
issues for people. Through his
legal-services approach to law, he
hopes to develop a political struc-

HARVARD ALUMNI

Roundtrip Affinity Group
Flights from Boston

LONDON $262

PARIS $282

MADRID $224

Only Harvard Alumni are eligible
For complete schedule:

Harvard Student Agencies
Alumni Flight Program
4 Holvoke Street
Cambridge, 02138
864-0380

ture which will give the hard-core
poor power to generate pressure
for change in housing, education,
welfare, and mental health.

The power for change, Baron
feels, must come from a self-con-
scious mobilization of grass-roots
energies. He termed “romantic”
the notion of an alliance between
SDS and the black and Mexican-
American poor, because of the
basic inability of the middle and
lower classes to understand and
sympathize with one another,

Recently, Baron and other St.
Louis lawyers began teaching
courses in local high schools in
order to educate and politicize the
poor. The courses cover general
Constitutional issues from search
and seizure to more immediate
problems, such as public housing.

Lawyers are also available for
after-school consultation about
students’ personal legal problems,
which often include police en-
counters,

Baron described the St. Louis
rent strike as an example of suc-

(Continued on Page 13)
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The Day After

The Chicago trial is over. The verdict is in, and the jury has
gone home. The defendants face long terms in jail, and their lawyers
may perhaps join them. One of the most unique trials (or perhaps
spectacles is a better term) in history has ended and now the long
process of appeal begins.

So what.
So what came out of this spectacle which occupied the front

pages of America’s newspapers for so long? The government couldn’t
prove its case of conspiracy, but the defendants still face jail. The
government thought it could solve the problem of political protest
in the court, and the defendants showed it that it couldn’t. And what
was accomplished except increased political polarization in the coun-
try and a mockery of justice.

What made the government think it could end the deep, bitter,
and very committed political dissent in this country by prosecuting
the defendants with such a vague and potentially repressive law as
crossing state lines with the intent to commit violence? What made
the government think the defendants were going to be meek and
submissive in what was essentially a political trial?

As lawyers and law students we should be saddened at the
circus which the Chicago trial became. Saddened by defendants who
had no faith in the judicial system; saddened by a judge who was
obviously un-judicial; saddened by a defendant being bound and
gagoed; by fights and scuffles; by taunts and anger.

But we should be even more saddened that this trial took place

at all. The law has traditionally been the forum of the status quo;
the courts have traditionally supported the haves over the have-nots.

Recently, we have been in a unique and wonderful age of judicial
activism, where the courts have often been ahead of other govern-
mental agencies in attempting to solve the pervasive problems of our
society.

It would be a real tragedy if the law once again assumed its
traditional role: if the courts were used for repression rather than
advancement.

If we allow this, then our courts will turn into a mockery with
more Chicagos. Let’s not let the government try to combat political
protest in the courts. We need the law for more important things.
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Fenno

“Hey Bunky! What are you doing
eating a Mighty Moe! Don’t you know

we're striking against the Hark
today 7"
“Well, Fenno,” grimaced Bunky.

“I’m more than half way through, and
[ think I'm already beginning to pay
my dues. But don’t mention the word
“strike” to me. Strike, picket, demand,
confrontation: I'm getfing tired of all
these radical political activities, Why
can’t I just be left alone to drink beer,
play squash, and worry about my not
writing my third year paper?”

“Bunky! The dispute over the disci-
pline cases is the biggest thing to hit
the Law School since two movies a
month,” said Fenno, looking hungry as
the last of a decrepit Mighty Moe dis-
appeared. “You can’t just avoid the
issue. Stay down in the squash courts
and you’ll be counted as part of middle
America. Why, you might even become
one of Ted Agnew’s favorites, Would
you like that? Keep playing squash
at a time like this, and all you’ll get
is a letter from Richard Nixon.”

“Why those radicals are just as bad
as a Southern lynch mob,” said Bunky
looking green. “Why can’t they just
let the orderly, administrative pro-
cesses of the Law School crush the
defendants. Isn’t that what orderly
processes always do? Why do they
have to make trouble and make my
professors grumpy in class? And be-
sides, those guys are lousy painters.”

“I hate to bring this up Bunky, but
lynch mobs usally attack defendants,
not the prosecution.”

“Well what difference does that
make?” exhorted Bunky, starting to
get a bit hot wunder the collar.
“America was founded on law and
order. Disruption is plainly anti-
American.”

“Bunky, the idea of disruption is not
totally foreign. Have you read the
Declaration of Independence lately?”

“Oh come, Fenno. That can be
easily distinguished. The faculty isn’t
like King George; they really will take
care of us.”

At that Fenno left his friend Bunky.
“Maybe Bunky was right; let the
faculty take care of it. This thinking
is hard stuff; playing squash, watching
TV is a lot more fun; let the orderly
administrative processes roll on. Any-
way, King George wasn’t such a bad
guy.”’
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More Comment
On Sex Bias

To the Editor:

I want to add these comments to
Mary Jane Gillespie’s letter which ap-
peared in a recent issue of the RECORD,
(Nov. 14, 1969).

I graduated from Harvard Law
School in 1968 and my experiences with
the law school and law firm recruiters
support Mary Jane’s charge of sex-
based discrimination. The most fla-
orant school-sanctioned example that
I recall was “lLadies’ Day,” an annual
event held by A. James Casner and
W. Barton Leach.

Ignore Women

The theory was to completely ignore
women in the classroom, perhaps in
hope that they’d go away. Then on one
day, only women would recite. Profes-
sor Casner solicitously chose a topic
of “natural interest” to us. My ques-
tion for the year of Property Law was:
“Miss Mullarkey, if yvou were engaged
and I notice you're not — and you
broke the engagement,” who gets to
keep the ring?”

It is easy to say from hindsight that
we should have boycotted that class
and that we should have vigorously
protested any and all forms of dis-
crimination. We also should have had
the support and encouragement of our
classmates who would have been indig-
nant if “Jew Day” or “Chinese Day”
or “Negro Day” had been held. But

apologetics really are of no conse-
quence. We need to consider what
affirmative measures the law school

must take to counter sex-based dis-

crimination.
Matter of Education

First, it is a matter of educating the
law school community, If you do not
believe there is diserimination against
women lawyers, read Professor James
J. White’s article, Women in the Law,
65 Mich. L. Rev. 1051 (1967).

His study destroys a few myths
about women’s working habits. Con-
trary to the belief espoused by hiring
partners, the incidence of job changes
and absenteeism among women was no
greater than that among men in
White’s sample group of lawyers who
had graduated in 1956-65. But women
consistently lower pay than
did men for performing the same jobs.
The pay differential ranged from
$1500-$8300. For legal analysis of sex-
based diserimination in general, I refer

received

MARCH 5, 1970

you also to Leo Kanowitz's Women
and the Law.

Second, all discrimination in the
classroom and activities related to the
law school should be terminated. 1
think Mr. Casner no longer indulges in
his minstrel show routine but there
are other and not very subtle forms of
discrimination.

No Reason

For example, there is no reason why
a grown professor should be afraid
to call on a woman student. Failure
to ask women students to recite on a
regular basis sould be presumed to be
a discriminatory practice designed to
deprive women of a complete legal
education,

Related to eliminating diserimina-
tion within the law school is adopting
a policy of recruiting women students.
Women comprise more than half of the
United States’ population and yet the
enrollment of women in the law school
has been held to 5-6%. It is sense-
less.

Third, the law school should investi-
gate all firms and government agencies
permitted to recruit at the school. If
one employs no women, it should be
presumed to discriminate. To rebut
the presumption, the employer should
be required to show a good faith at-
tempt to hire women for jobs com-
parable to those held by men.

Cannot Rebut

Any emplover which cannot rebut
the presumption or any employer that
has been shown to diseriminate should
be barred from recruiting. Law firms,
of course, are subject to Title VII of
the 1964 Civil Rights Aet and should
be reminded of that fact. Tt is no de-
fense to a diserimination charge to
protest that the aged partners or the
firm’s clients do not like women.
Women should be encouraged to bring
charges against firms which diserimi-
nate and the law school should be alert
to prevent any “blackballing” of
women who do bring charges.

Mary Mullarkey ‘68

Grades, Not Sex
Barred Job Offer

To the Editor:

I read with interest the article on

Letters to the Editor of t-he RECOR_D_

page 10 of the January 29th issue of
the RECORD, entitled “An Example of
Bias Against Women in ‘the Law.”

After combining this correspondence
with the articles relative to the pres-
sure for the “pass-fail” grading sys-
tem, I would draw the conclusion that
Miss X'’s failure to obtain employment
from Mr. Jones appears to be due to
the fact that she had no grades in her
first year at the law school from which
to appraise her qualifications, rather
than the fact that she was a woman.

Seeking
Those seeking the installation of a
complete pass-fail system seem to
overlook completely that employers

need some objective basis for deter-
mining the suitability of an applicant
for employment. Until a better sys-
tem comes along, I suggest that it is
in the interest of the students, them-
selves, to retain at least a four grade
system of marking through their three
years at the Law School.

Incidentally, Miss X appears 'to have
thought that her good undergraduate
orades were relevant when she was
seeking employment. Does it not fol-
low that her first year law school
grades would be equally, if not more
relevant when seeking employment in
a law office?

John V., Phelan 32

Harvard Hiss:
ocial Commentary?

To the Editor:

Is the “Harvard hiss” referred to in
your January 29 issue for real or is it
a put on? Have you actually reached
the point at Harvard where dis-
courtesy and bad manners are institu-
tionalized? Do you really think that
hissing is “social commentary”? If so
I suppose we really are “out of it” here
in the midst of “backward Appalachia”
(West Virginia to be exact) where such
cruel and repulsive behavior is not the
vogue. Perhaps we ought to send some
VISTA volunteers from West Virginia
up to Harvard to teach the hissers that
vou cannot love humanity while hating
people.

J. Timothy Philipps
LL.M. 1966




Discipline Action

(Continued from Page 5)

Eleven students, from the Admin-
istrative Board and the Commit-
tee on Governance, were invited
to attend that meeting.

They reportedly gave impas-
sioned pleas to the faculty not to
decide the disciplinary cases that
night and to have open meetings
to hear student views on the ques-
tion.

Meanwhile, about thirty stu-
dents were out in the hall, waiting
for the faculty decision and dis-
cussing tactics in the event that
discipline was imposed.

The place of the meeting was to
have been secret — to protect stu-
dents from taking rash actions
which might jeopardize their fu-
ture legal careers, according to
Vice Dean William Bruce — but
students found out anyway.

The Decision
The decision to allow eleven
students into the Wednesday
nicht meeting was made during
the faculty’s meeting on Wednes-
day afternoon in the Pound Room.

Before that meeting began,
students met in Harkness Com-
mons to discuss what they would
do if the faculty decided the dis-
ciplinary cases behind closed
doors. During the student meet-
ing, Professor Jerome Cohen said
that he would come out of the
meeting and tell them what the
faculty had decided as to student
participation.

The faculty meeting began at
2 p.m. and lasted until 5:30 p.m.
During that time about 40 stu-
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We Love You Melvin! — So said Lisa, Toni, Judy, Rhea,
Gwen. Ellen, Laura, Judy, Doris, Michelle, Ellen, Debbie, Mar-
ogaret Ann and Marilyn, feminine members of Prof. Melvin A.
Eisenberg’s first year Contracts section, who presented him with
a four-foot heart and box ef chocolates in class on the day before

Valentine’s Day.
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dents sat outside the doors to the
Pound Room debating the issues.
Many, perhaps half, were intent
on disruptive action if the faculty
decided to discuss the disciplinary
cases in a closed hearing.

SUMMER 1970

round-trip charters

LONDON $183
PARIS $199
ROME $235

ATHENS $279

Only H-R Students, Faculty,
Employees Eligible

For Complete Schedule:

HSA CHARTER FLIGHTS
4 Holyoke St., Camb.
864-0380

However, at 5:30 p.m. Cohen,
came out to say that the faculty
had decided to let the eleven stu-
dents participate, and the group
disbanded in preparation for the
evening’s meeting.

CRONIN'S

114 MT. AUBURN §ST.
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Cheps & Sea Food

$.99 LUNCHEON SPECIALS

Good Food on a
Student’s Budget

Choice Liquors, Wines and
Imported Beers
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(Continued from Page 3)

nize demands for responsible ac-
tion in social and racial matters.
Some attributed this failure to
lack of effective structures to
hear and to respond to student
views. Others spoke of a failure
in leadership by an institution
whose eminent position carries
oreat moral weight.

DonCosta E. Seawell, 2L, one
of the five blacks, presented the
radical view. “There are no order-
lv procedures here (at Harvard),”
he charged. “If there were, there
would not be an occasion to take
over University Hall or any other
building.

“One thing I've learned since
I’'ve been here,” Seawell contin-
ued, “when law and order fail to
preserve justice, we should not
preserve law and order.”

With regard to the immediate
determination of appropriate dis-
ciplinary action, Antonio Ross-
mann, 2L, said, “We shouldn’t
take it out on these students the
fact that the University isn’t run
well.” He was one of several par-
ticipants who called for the crea-
tion of a board “to process com-
plaints and to make decisions
about things which the University
is doing which need correcting.”

Other speakers, however, con-
tended that the decisions of the
Administrative Board should be
upheld. In a brief presentation
which provoked some clear oppo-
sition from the audience, Dennis
R. Nolan, 3L, warned the faculty
“not to purchase a moment of
peace by suspending the punish-
ments.” Nolan further contended
that suspension of the punish-
ments would make bad precedent
for governing the Law School
community in the future.

Professor Charles Fried stated
that the decisions were made by
a ‘‘tolerably responsible body”
and were based on “tolerably fair
procedures.” He maintained that
the community in order to assert
its independence must exercise

MARCH 5, 1970

Law School Debates Discipline

some control over its own mem-
bers.

Discussion of the Administra-
tive Board’s actions turned inevit-
ably to consideration of its legit-
imacy and of the appropriateness
of its procedures. Many partici-
pants discussed the wvalidity of
rulings made by three faculty
members and three randomly se-
lected students. Some speakers

Call for More

Representation

called for a disciplinary commit-
tee more representative of the
student body.

“If sanctions are to be imposed
on members of a community,”
Justin Simon, a first-yvear mem-
ber of the Committee on Govern-
ance argued, ‘“these sanctions
must reflect the wvalues of the
community.”

Both Professors Loss and An-
drew L. Kaufman noted that the
Law School community was wider
than some attending the general
meeting recognized and included
faculty, alumni and students pres-
ent and future. Its influence, and
thus responsibility, extended to
the entire University and the
American academic community as
a whole.

Professor Louis L. Jaffe sug-
gested that, in view of the many
interests involved in Law School
affairs, the professor is an ‘“emi-
nently legitimate judge” with the
broad perspective required to set-
tle internal 1ssues. While support-
ing the legitimacy of procedures
used by the Administrative
Board, Professor Jaffe — and the
other participating faculty mem-
bers — acknowledged that better
ones might be set up in the fu-
ture.

Throughout the afternoon there
was implicit acknowledgement by
many speakers of the special
meaning of the free, independent
academic community. In particu-
larly emotional remarks, Profes-
sor Paul M. Bator stressed the
significance of fidelity to law
within a law school.

“If we don’t stand for it,” Pro-
fessor Bator asked, “who does ?”

When the meeting came to a
sudden close after the formal dis-
cussion of procedures, it was ap-
parent that the long expression ot
opinion and of indecision had en-
lichtened but tired the audience.

Many seemed to share the feel-
ings of second-year student John
A. Newman about the danger of
dividing the community. “I feel
worse confusion than I've ever
had before in my career in the
Law School,” Newman, a member
of the Governance Committee, ad-
mitted. “In my mind, the equities
seem to weigh out.”

W. T. Phelan & Co.

INSURANCE AGENCY

Harvard Square

at 11 Dunster Street

Insurance Since 1898

“Representing the best in insurance since 1898”

Aetna Life & Casualty Co.
Hartford A. & . Group

Travelers Insurance Co.
Atlantic-Centennial Group

Visit our modern street floor office in Harvard Square across from the

new Harvard Holyoke Center.

Telephone 876-0876

Francis W. Phelan

Richard R. Ramsey
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Here are the relevant facts: high quality
glass, handblown by experts; insignia
etched in full color: banded in platinum
to resist chipping; base weighted to pre-
vent tipping (but not tippling).

At $1.75 each and $21 per dozen, we

propose these Old Fashioned, Double Old
Fashioned and Highball glasses deserve
your next toast. Same for the Martini

Pitcher, $5.95, and the Cocktail Shaker,
$7.95.

We rest our case.

ADDENDA: Harvard Law Ties, $9.
Cuff Links, $9. Tie Bars. $4.50.
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Open Thurs. ’til 9.

Qil Report Shelved

(Continued from Page 4)

Under the existing quota system, the domestic
price of oil is maintained at $3.30 per barrel, and
the removal of the oil import restictions would
cause the domestic price to decline toward the
world market price of $2.00 per barrel. As a
result, some high-cost domestic wells would be
forced to shut down and imports would come to
supply a larger share of U.S. petroleum needs, a

situation unsavory to American oil-interests and |

one which many fear would place the United
States at the mercy of the supplying nations.
“The only legal justification for the restriction

is protection of national security,” said Areeda,

and it was the analysis of the risks to security
which served as the thrust of the Cabinet report.

Basically there are three “difficulties” which
might be brought about by dependence on foreign

National Security
Poor Quota Justification

oil supplies. First, if the United States were to
become involved in a war with another super-
power, U.S. requirements may be increased beyond
the amount which foreign sources are willing to
supply, and even if there were an ability to supply
the needed oil, tankers needed to import the oil
may be sunk.

Such a war, however, would have to be a conven-
tional war (“In a nuclear war consumption de-
creases faster than production”) of long duration
with a submarine or air power capable of ob-
structing tanker movements. ‘“You would have to
postulate intense naval warfare with the Russians
for one or two vears,” said Areeda, “and this 1s
not likely.”

Another hypothesized difficulty would result if
local revolutions abroad interrupted petroleum
production. Yet this situation does not pose a
serious threat, as simultaneous upheavals in all
exportation countries would be necessary to seri-
ously affect U.S. petroleum needs, and then only
if they continue for a long period of time.

A third danger, also adjudged “unlikely” by the
Cabinet Task Force, would exist if hostile govern-
ments decided not to export to the United States
for political reasons. “The simultaneous emergence
of such regimes willing to dispense with their oil
revenues for a prolonged period is unlikely,” stated
the report.

“While none of these risks are probable,” said
Areeda, “you must ask the question how seriously
yvou want to consider conceivable, although 1m-
probable, risks.” Even if any hypothesized diffi-
culties were to come about, said Areeda, there
probably would not be any interruption of imports
from Latin America or Canada, and with all-out

(Continued on Page 14)
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Laugh-in At Holyoke Center

(Continued from Page 3)
Committee on Governance, one
of the eleven students invited
to the Wednesday night meet-

ing, told students following
him as he went home that he
just wanted to change his
clothes and would be out the
front door in just a few min-
utes.

He ducked out the back way.

Later at Holvoke Center,
when word was received that
the students had located the
meeting and were attempting
to get up to the tenth floor,
the decision was made to lock
the doors leading to the area
where the faculty was meet-
ing. Bruce remained outside
to meet with the students, and
the doors were locked.

However, it was then de-
cided that Bruce should go
inside. Only the police couldn’t
open the doors from the inside
with their keys. After minutes
of frustration trying to open
the doors, the superintendent
was summoned and unlocked
the doors from the outside.

From then on, it became ap-
parent the only way to open
the locked doors was from the
outside.

So, all throughout the night,
the keys were passed under the
doors to a student outside, so
that late-arriving faculty mem-
bers could go inside or student
representatives could come
outside to speak to the stu-
dents.

Security was so tight that
when Professor Robert Brau-
cher arrived late, the Harvard

policeman stationed inside the
locked doors refused to let him
1n.

Braucher, looking decidedly
professorial in suit, topcoat,
and hat, finally had to pass
his identification card through
the door for inspection by the
police,

Meanwhile, students were
good naturedly shouting at the
police: “Don’t let him in, he’s
a student.” “Watch out, he’s
tried that before.”

Braucher finally passed in-
spection, despite the efforts of
the students to make him one
of their own.

Vice Dean Walter Leonard
also had some trouble getting
into the meeting.

But Wednesday night at
Holyoke didn’t have a copy-
right on humor. Outside the
Pound Room that afternoon,
students were preparing a pe-
tition to send into the faculty
meeting. After hours of de-
bate and tension, the writer
of the petition ecried out in
agony: ‘“How the hell do vou
spell ‘overwhelming’?”

And as a final note, shortly
before the general meeting be-
gan Friday, an SDS organizer
was overheard instructing his
undergraduate pamphleteers
outside the Ames Courtroom.

“Now go in there and spread
out, like a representative part
y
of the group,” he ordered.
“And remember,” he warned
his troops, “nothing disorderly,
no disruptions. This 1s a LAW

SCHOOL.”

!

Tickets on Sale for Law School Show

Tickets for the 1970 Law
School Show performances on
March 13, 14, 19, 20, and 21 are
now on sale in Harikness Com-
mons and at the Reception Desk
in Langdell. They are $2.50 for
the weekend performances and
$2.00 for the Thursday perform-
ance,

MARCH 5, 1870

The show will be in Peabody
Auditorium on Linnaean Street in
Cambridge and will begin at 8:30
p.m.

Tickets for the March 27 per-
formance in New York are also
being sold now.

Two Radical Views

(Continued from Page 7)

cessful grass-roots organization.
But, he said, it also demonstrated
the frustration engendered by a
system which makes people poor
and keeps them impoverished.

According to Baron, the most
important factor in staging rent
strikes is “having a damn good
understanding of procedural de-
lays” to gain as much time as pos-
sible for the growth of community
participation,

The two speakers agreed there
is general public resistance to any
program which seeks to achieve
income redistribution.

(Glotta predicted that every suc-
cess scored by Baron and others
in gcovernment-financed programs
will increase official restrictions
until all are driven into the ranks
of those who oppose the system
itself. Baron, however, plans to
remain within the system as long
as it allows him to continue his
work for the poor.

Inn Elections

In recent balloting members
of Lincoln’s Inn Society elected
the following officers for upcom-
ing vear-long terms: president,
Joe Owens 2L; vice-president,
Rich Lyvon 2L; and treasurer, Joe
Cavanagh 1L. Elected as second-
vear members of the Board of
Governors are: Charles Hodge,
Larry Pressler, Gordon Silver and
John York. First-year members
elected to the Board of Governors
include: Ed Cox, Paul Daley,
Chuck Wiggin and Mike Wyatt.

The Inn by-laws have been
amended to admit women as mem-
bers. Several have joined.
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Women Start Legal Action

(Continued from Page 1)

of the organizers of the Law
Women’s Caucus at Chicago,
the students filed their charges
against the law school because
they felt it should and could be
the most effective advocate of
equal employment in this area.

“The law school isn’t doing any-
thing,” she said. “It isn’'t possible
for women to sue law firms di-
rectly because they are afraid of
being blackballed. The law school
is the only one capable of applying
pressure.”

Some women connect the law
school’s failure to act with the
traditional deference among the
various areas of the legal profes-
sion. Others noted that many
firms contribute large sums to the
school. Mrs. Gelb summed up the
1:11 oblem with the observation that

“the law school doesn’t want to
alienate law firms.”

At Chicago’s annual “Alumni
Day,” the women’s group headed
by Mary Jane Silverman, Aviva
Futorian and Mrs. Gelb staged a
teach-in on the experiences and
orievances which led to the legal
proceedings.

The impetus for the action
stemmed from several students’
participation in a law school sem-
inar on Title VII last spring.
Title VII forbids sexual discrim-
ination in employment where
based on employers’, clients’ or
co-workers’ preferences, or be-
cause of traditional job practices.
It further requires equal treat-
ment, regardless of sex, in job
conditions, remuneration, and op-
portunities.

According to statistics cited by

the group, women attorneys are
clearly vietims of discrimination.
Their studies show that within
one year of law school graduation,
men are earning 20 percent more
than women., Ten years after
graduation, men are earning 200
percent more,

Unless discrimination in em-
plovment is overcome, the women
argue, the position of the female
attorney may deteriorate because
of the recent, sudden increase of
women students graduating from
law schools and seeking jobs.

Teach-in participants also re-
counted to Chicago alumni their
own experiences seeking employ-
ment, They complained of token
hiring, restrictions on the fields
to which women are assigned
evaluation of women job appli-
cants by higher standards than
male counterparts and statements
about feminine passivity and dif-
ficulties in adjusting to the pro-
fessional environment.

= = — —_——

Areeda | Report Shelved by President

(Continued from Page 12
efforts to develop existing sour ces within the
United States and utilization of oil currently in
storage the danger should not be great.

“In 1980, if North America received no oil what-
soever from the Eastern Hemisphere and no oil
from Latin America, the United States and
Canada would have only a modest deficit if over
the next decade we had a price per barrel of $2.50,
which is two-thirds of the way to free trade,” said
Areeda.

In the light of these findings and considerations,
the Cabinet Task Force recommended a tariff of
$1.45 on foreign oil in order to lower the domestic
price to $3.00 per barrel, and suggested further
liberalization until the domestic price reached the
$2.50 level.

The report readily admitted that one effect of
the proposed tariff system would be to decrease
employment, profits, and investment, but stated
that given the mobility of investment and employ-
ment the change would be “of insufficient magni-
tude” to have a severe effect on the national
economy.

The number of people affected by the move to
a tariff would be significantly less than the 300,000
men working in domestic oil and gas production,
said Areeda, and while there will be some effect in
certain geographical areas, this is “not an excuse
for maintaining restrictions which are otherwise
unjustified on national security grounds.”

Adoption of the Cabinet proposal, however, de-
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pends entirely on the discretion of the President,
and at the present time, said Areeda, “the Presi-
dent hasn’t made up his mind — he leaves it open
to adopt some or all of the report.”

“The fact that the President initiated the under-
taking and was prepared to tell it like it 1s In a
formal Cabinet document is to his ecredit,” com-
mented Areeda. Professor Areeda, however, was
quick to add that President Nixon “could deserve
even more credit when he makes his ultimate
decision.”

Chicago Trial Evaluated

(Continued from Page 6)
institution we have to maintain order — in the
oood sense.”

In the discussion following the formal presenta-
tions, B.U. law student Jim Miller commented that
it was extremely significant that the Chicago
defendants were ‘“indicted under the Civil Rights
Act of 1968, sponsored by liberals, who had to
compromise (the essence of liberalism), and used
against men who tried to protest the fraud of
American polities.”

Another student took the fate of defense attor-
neys William Kunstler and Leonard Weinglass as
a dire warning. “There is no independent bar.
That’s a myth. The first time any lawyer stands
up to say what he believes — as opposed to what
he’s been programmed to say — he’s expendable.”
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‘The Backbencher

Blowing the Whistle on a Crisis

By Richard Hoffman
It's difficult to think of any point
made by Professor Loss last Friday
with which I would disagree. And
vet there was something unsettling
and unsatisfying about his elo-

quence, something  which also
bothered me during Professor
Fried’s erudition and Professor

Bator’s controlled passion.

For me, the whistle was first
blown, so to speak, when one of the
student speakers asked, in effect,
why events at 'the University must
push everyone halfway over the cliff
before the by-now standard erisis
procedures come into play with all
the spontaneity of a Taft-Hartley
national emergency fact-finding
board,

Indeed, an even earlier version of
these sentiments was disclosed when
I asked a classmate if he intended
to go to the big Ames talkathon. He
said he didn’t plan to attend and
when I pressed further, he ex-
plained, “Someone’s going to make
a point and then ask, ‘What do »you
think, Professor So-and-so?’ and
then the ball game’s over.”

All the Spontaneity
Of Taft-Hartley

That wasn’t what happened Fri-
day. But it did happen last year
at the grade reform open meeting
when faculty members were able to
skirt major questions and to post-
pone (in that case, indefinitely)
any headcount on the issue. Radi-
cals have good reason to fear the
presence of Harvard Law School
professors at such sessions, but not
just because the points made by the
faculty may be valid.

Poly Clean

Coin-Operated
Dry Cleaning

—

Open 7 a.m. to 11 p.m.

1685 Mass, Ave. |

(between Harvard

& Porter Squares)

MARCH 5, 1970

The professors appear on the
scene when their self-styled “Law
School community” hits the boiling
point. One might wonder where
both they and the community were
playing squash before events reach-
ed the crisis level.

Moreover, is a large erowd which
assembles in Ames courtroom after
the spectre of disturbance lurches
onto the scene a true community?
For me, the professors answered
every other big question except the
one which asks why is this all going
to happen all over again as long as
the faculty persists in facing the
students only when Armageddon
seems a little bit closer.

If the professors want to meet in
the Faculty library, or in Holyoke
Center, or in Fenway Park for that
matter, I couldn’t care less. And
certainly the faculty of the Har-
vard Law School shouldn’t have to
charge across the countryside to be
able to convene in private.

But until they are willing to show
the multitude that cares about what
goes on here that you don’t have
to take over University Hall or
refuse to leave the Harkness Meet-
ing Room in order to gain a hearing
on the merits (and such a hearing
inevitably turns into a discussion
of the Law School’s favorite topie,
precedure, since that was what had
to be violated to gain the hearing
in the first place), there won’t
really be a Law School community
that includes those of us without a
corporation appointment.

sk H e

Will there be a Hark next fall?
Last Friday (truly an action-packed
day) a group called Students for
IL.ess Overpricing (SLOP, couldn’t
you have guessed?) organized a one-

day boycott of the financially-
troubled dining hall. The group was
made up of both law and graduate
students, apparently energized by
recent austerity measures taken by
management to combat deficit.

The Hark is losing a fat $20,000 a
month these days. So it wasn’t too
shocking when discount coupon
books were discontinued. Reecalling
the 24-hour workdays of Stouffer’s
old manager, Norman Green, one
wonders whether it’s possible to
show a profit at the Hark. And
now that the benevolent city govern-
ment of Cambridge has graciously
lifted the Hark’s beer license for
prime hours, there’s little hope for
better days.

Little Hope
For Better Days

As one who has consumed a
generous quantity of farmhouse
soup and squash pie over the years
spent waiting on the ramp, I think
the portions have been a good deal
larger this year. True, the prices
are higher. But they’re higher
everywhere around here, too, from
Durgin-Park to Tony’s Sub Shop,
which takes in a significant range
of eateries.

[t may not be going too far to
prediet that food service at Hark-
ness will vanish with such other
departed Law School institutions as
the Chancery Club, Williston Com-
petition, Saturday eclasses, and the
Griz. Since volume has dropped

drastically, according to Marriott-
Hot Shoppes Corp., which runs the
Hark these days, students appar-
ently have discovered some way to
survive without the dining hall.

WONNKEL: (LEANERS

“The more you give us,
¥y
the more you save.

O'CONNELL CLEANERS
. HARKNESS COMMONS
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SAVENOR'S WINE AND CHEESE SHOP

and LIQUOR MART

100 Kirkland Street, Cambridge
Phone 547-7300

Announcing the opening of our new ltalian Cold-Cuts Center —
Featuring Genoa Products.

WOW!

Look what 99¢ brings at
Savenor’s Wine and Cheese Shop

Danish Fontina 99¢ 1b. Danish Port Salut 99¢ Ib.
Danish Tilsit 99¢ lb. Danish Samsoe 99¢ 1b.
Danbu 99¢ 1b.

Larrabru - San Francisco 75

Sour Dough French Bread

MOVING?
Reserve Your Date Now
Boston's Oldest Moving Company

United Van Lines Agent

Free Estimate and Advice on Packing, etc.

——

Exeter St. Theatre 1
KE 6-7067 WI"Iam McDonald CO.

N 34 E. Concord Street
at 12:45-2:00-&:00'? :{h}"g:l5 Bﬂstﬂn, ME[EE. CO 8-3383
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round-trip charters

LONDON $183

PARIS $199
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864-0380




