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Law School

ForMideast Cancelled by

An Israeli law student has re-
turned to his native country as a
result of the outbreak of war in the
Middle East.

Eli M. Noam, 2L, of Tel Aviv,
called Assistant Dean Stephen M.

Bernardi from a New York airport
Sunday, October 7, the day after
the renewal of the Middle East con-
flict, Bernardi reported. Noam, a
reservist in the Israeli air force,
told Bernardi that he was awaiting
a flight to Israel.

Forum

In response to pressure from various segments of the Harvard commun-
ity, the Harvard Law School Forum’s Executive Board cancelled a
scheduled debate on “Race Differences in IQ, and Dysgenics” between a
controversial Stanford professor and a prominent black leader at an
emergency meeting Wednesday night.

The debate was to have been between William Schockley, Nobel
laureate in physics in 1956, and Roy Innis, National Director of CORE.

The reasons for the sudden cancellation of the event, according to a
statement released late Wednesday evening by Howard Brod Brown-
stein, 2L, Forum President, were:

“opinions expressed by representatives of the Harvard Black
Law Students Association ...: a feeling on the part of the Board that

(Continued on Page 15)

it would be impossible to

Shriver: Ford ‘Decent’

“I think he did what he should
have done” was 1972 Democratic
Vice-Presidential candidate
Sargent Shriver's comment on
former Vice President Agnew’s
resignation. Shriver further
stated that “he should have done
1t sooner. The legal case against
him was overwhelming.”

Shriver was at the Law School
on Monday and Tuesday, inter-
viewing students for the New
York law firm of Fried, Frank,
Harris, Shriver and Jacobson.

“I don’t think President
Nixon picks good people, and
with rare exceptions such as
Elliot Richardson, has a re-
cord of picking bad people”
charged Shriver, who once

served as Ambassador to

France under Nixon.

Asked about the President’s
choice to replace Agnew, Shriver
said he has known Congressman
Gerald Ford since they were at

Yale Law School together 30
years ago. “He always impressed
me as a very decent sort of
human being,” he added.

Shriver expressed doubts
about Ford’s experience in
foreign affairs. He continued
that Ford “had never struck peo-
ple in Washington as a man of
Presidential stature, although
he has been a competent and
worthy member of the House.”
Shriver felt there was no need
for Congress to rush into confir-
mation of Ford “before we have a
clearer idea of President Nixon’s
own status.”

Asked if, having been a
stand-in Vice-Presidential
candidate, he had any advice
for the man who was standing
in for a resigned Vice
President, Shriver stated that
“he will get along well with
Nixon and he doesn’t need
any advice from me.”

have an orderly discussion given the
expressions of displeasure

within segments of the Harvard
community; and a feeling on the
part of Board members that the
probable disrupting effects of
such a program on the commun-

Text of BLSA statement on Page 9; Forum
statement on Page 15.

ity outbalanced the benefits of
bringing this questioned and
controversial subject to a public
and open forum.”

Dr. Schockley, inventor of the
junction transistor, has become
well known in recent years for his
views on human genetics. He be-
lieves that heredity largely controls
IQ and that there is only one chance
in 2000 of this conclusion being
wrong. Dysgenics is the study of
mechanisms adverse to human
genetic quality, particularly re-
gressive evolution through dispro-
portionate reproduction of the
genetically disadvantaged.

Announcement of the debate pro-
voked controversy over the propri-
ety of the subject matter. Professor
Derrick Bell wrote a letter to the

(Continued on Page 5)




'C-levgl-ami F;rm
Offers Interns
Year’s Work

A major Cleveland law firm 1is
inaugurating a new internship
program to offer second-year stu-
dents the opportunity to spend one
or two semesters “in the real world”
before completing their third year
of law school.

The program, slated to begin in
June or September of 1974, depend-
ing on whether or not the prospec-
tive interns spend the summer with
the firm, is being sponsored by
Jones, Day, Cockley & Reavis.

According to Robert H. Rawson,
Jr. 71, an associate in the firm,
Jones, Day expects to hire two or
three law students for its expanded
program. The students will be cho-
sen from one of five participating
law schools — Harvard, Cornell,
New York University, Penn, and
Yale.

Students participating in the
program will receive the “going
rate” of $1100 per month, but any
intern demonstrating “need” is
eligible for a scholarship of up to
$1250 per semester for each of two
semesters.

According to a brochure describ-
ing the program, “additional work
experience prior to the final semes-
ters of law school should enable
students to choose elective courses
in those semesters which will be
more relevant to their legal careers
than those which they might
choose without such experience.”

The brochure also states that
participating students will receive
a “qualitatively greater breadth
and depth of training and experi-
ence than can be achieved by sum-
mer employment.”

Another feature of the program
is that participating students will
have the possibility of three pre-
graduation work experiences, in-
stead of the present two: after the
first and second years of law school,
and during one or two semesters of
what would ordinarily be the third
year.

Jones, Day believes, Rawson
said, that the firm will benefit by
having access to top quality stu-
dent assistance all year round.

2

Spock Outlines Program
Of Reforms for Nation

By Gary L. Rubin

Almost 200 young Americans
who were weaned on pabulum pre-
scribed by Benjamin Spock
gathered Tuesday night in the Au-
stin courtroom to hear Spock pre-
scribe revolutionary changes for
the American body politic.

Speaking under the sponsorship
of the Harvard Law School Forum,
Spock, an eminent pediatrician and
recent radical activist, outlined a
program for social change ranging
from isolationism and tax reform to
free national health care and local
self-government.

“It’s not true,” Spock vowed,
“that I was measuring fat little
babies one day and then sec-
retly planning to mount the bar-
ricades.”” His odyssey from
being a townie in New Haven™
to criminal indictment began
when he campaigned in 1964 for
the reelection of President
Johnson, only to find that John-
son “broke his promise’” to re-
store peace in Vietnam.

“The whole damned business was
fraud from top to bottom,” he said.
“We were needling North Vietnam
to provoke them to war.” As a re-
sult, Spock said, he stepped up his
efforts at antiwar speechmaking,
and “Having the wool pulled from
over my eyes about American
foreign policy made me better able
to see the failures of our domestic
policy.” In 1968 Spock was con-
victed of conspiring to counsel eva-
sion of the draft, but his conviction
was reversed on appeal and Spock
went on to become the People’s
Party’s presidential candidate 1n
1972.

Still engaged in speaking tours
to carry the People’s Party mes-
sage, Spock declared that “Ameri-
can government is not concerned
primarily with the people’s wel-
fare, because industry pays the

election bills and industry calls the
tune.” He condemned "tax
loopholes” which have been opened
for the benefit of the rich, claiming
that social welfare programs could
be adequately funded if each
individual’s after-tax income were
limited to $50,000.

Spock traced blue-collar op-
position to the McGovern pro-
posals for tax reform to “a wide-
spread belief that if the taxes
were more fair, they’d have to
pay more. One of the sacred
rights of all Americans is to im-
agine themselves as rich some-
day; and they want to keep all
the boodle if they win the Irish
sweepstakes.” Theorizing that
“lJower-middle-class people
have been persuaded that their
natural enemies are poor people
and black people,” Spock
vowed that a reversal of such
views would be a major aim of
his party.

Spock adverted several timestoa
need for better medical care in the
United States, claiming that “we
need to remove the profit motive
from the medical profession” and
finance improved care through
more progressive taxation. Term-
ing President Nixon’s plans for
health care “a total fraud”, he said
service would best be improved by
local allocation of funds provided
by the federal government.

The 70-year-old speaker charac-
terized “neighborhood control” as
the key to his reform proposals,
prescribing decentralization of
both government and industry as
“the means of restoring a real
democracy.” University boards of
directors, he said, should be man-
ned by students and faculty, and
factories should be controlled by
workers and the consumers they
serve.

(Continued on Page 8)
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Staff Wait Ends As

Yearbook Posts Go
T'o Seegal, Halperin

Following several successive
staft changes and resignations the
1973-1974 Harvard Law School
Yearbook is now “completely under
control” according to Frederick
Seegal, 3L, co-editor of this year’s
edition.

Seegal and co-editor Mark S.
Halperin, 1L, will share responsi-
bility for the current yearbook.
Seegal will be primarily concerned
with the business aspects while
Halperin, former associate and
photography editor of Cornell
University’s Cornellian, will over-
see production. Peter K. Wirth, 2L,
will continue as photography
editor, a post he has held through-
out the staff changes.

Seegal and Halperin inherited a
previously signed contract with the
American Yearbook Company for
publication of the book. On October
10th they signed a contract with
Stevens Studios, last year’s photo-
graphers. Stevens will be on cam-
pus November 5 to 16 to shoot stu-
dent portraits; appointment signup
lists will be posted October 23rd.

As 1n the past, the yearbook will
offer a cash discount to subscribers
paying early. This year’s edition
will be priced at $7.95 while the
photographer’s sitting fee will be
$2.50. However, if a student pays
for his yearbook at the same time as
he pays his sitting fee the combined
price will be only $10.

Seegal and Halperin also plan an
expanded sales campaign includ-
ing letters to all student parents
offering two yearbooks for $15. Al-
though the Law School has agreed
to subsidize any losses, Seegal and
Halperin expect this year’s edition
to bring a profit.

Early this month, a previous
yearbook staff, consisting of five
2Ls, resigned after serving less
than a week. Before that, three

down the position of yearbook
editor, according to a statement by
Vice Dean William L. Bruce in the

|
|
+
| =
' candidates in succession turned
!

September 21 RECORD. According
to Bruce, the three cited other ob-
ligations or schedule conflicts as
reasons for their refusal.
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IL Tells Senators
of Campaign Role

By Kermit Kubitz

Richard G. Stearns, 1L, former
McGovern campaign manager for
19 western states, told the Senate
Watergate Committee in an Oec-
tober 11 appearance that he
strenuously objected to its attempt
to equate a peaceful demonstration
with, “the kinds of crimes that the
Nixon campaign was committing.”

The 1968 Stanford graduate was
questioned by the Senate Commit-
tee about an incident in which
McGovern campaign phones were
used to gather demonstrators for a
visit by President Nixon to the
Century Plaza Hotel in Los
Angeles.

The telephones were used
under the authorization of a
middle-level campaign official,
but Stearns denied having any
knowledge of the authorization.

"It was a total of 12 telephones
for five or six hours,” shurgged
Stearns. “They discovered I had

been in L.A. and had met one of the

ladies. Every recollection I have is
that I didn’t approve using the
phones.”

Stearn appeared before the
committee as a “voluntary” wit-
ness, but was under threat of a sub-
poena. It was not clear whether the
request that the former McGovern
deputy appear originated from the
majority or minority staff.

“Here you have a perfectly
peaceful demonstration,”’

Stearns continued. “Police said
it was the most peaceful dem-

onstration in 15 years. The L.A.
I''mes wrote an editorial com-
mending the demonstration. It
was a perfectly legal act, fully
constitutionally protected.
Somehow you have members of
the committee’s staff trying to
equate this with Haldeman and
the plumbers.”

Mentioning a memo from a
LaCosta Conference in February,
1972, Stearns noted that it had

‘been Republican strategy to tie

every peace demonstration to the
Democrats. “The Committee is
going on a fishing expedition,” he
concluded, “in the same pond that
Haldeman was trying to fish.”

Stearns said he was astounded by
the original Watergate break-in
and arrest. He became more
alarmed “when they tried to bug
McGovern headquarters and Liddy
shot at some of the lights around
the headquarters. I suspect Liddy is
a fanatic enough to take a shot at
someone,”

The dirty tricks campaign had
more impact on the 1972 elec-
tion, according to Stearns, than
revelation of the coverup would
have had.

The success of the dirty tricks,
Stearns felt, was that they man-
aged to create “antagonism among
all the candidates.” Part of George
Meany’s refusal to support
McGovern was traceable to an an-
tagonistic phone call made to
Meany by someone impersonating
McGovern campaign manager
Gary Hart.

In spite of the outcome of the
1972 election, Stearns said that he
likes politics very much — so much
so that he added, “With the right
candidate, I certainly will be in-
volved in the next campaign.”

Stearns decided to come to
law school when, after becom-
ing a political consultant, he
found himself lecturing a group
of businessmen on how to defeat
trade legislation reform. He felt
that some alternative to politics
was necessary, so that he would
have *“a credible way of saying
no” and still be able to earn a
living.

One of the consolations that
readers of the RECORD can take
from Watergate, he noted, was that
less than 80 percent of those in-
dicted are lawyers.

R R e
Record to Rest

The Record will not be pub-
lished next week, because of
Veteran’s Day. The next issue

will appear Friday, November
A
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Who, What, Where?
Kate Waits, Then Success Comes

By Karen Bier

“As a matter of strategy, it's very
important to get your first question
right,” says Kathleen Waits, 2L de-
seribing, not her first day of class at
the Law School, but her first ap-
pearance on national television on
the “Who, What or Where Game” to
be broadcast by N.B.C. next Mon-
day at 12:30 p.m. on Channel 10.

Waits, though losing to the
reigning champion of this gam-
bling competition testing general
knowledge, did net $835 for her
correct answers plus a piece of lug-
gage and three gallons of paint for
appearing as a contestanct. The
program, taped in September, fea-
tures two other players: a writer
and a social studies teacher. Happy
with her winnings, Waits said, “It’s
a very lucky year for this, since I
had a volunteer job this summer,
and everything I won isn’t taxa-
ble.”

A long-time fan of the “Who,
What or Where Game,” Waits
said she watched the program
every day this summer during
her lunch hour. That’s how she
got the idea to apply for a seat
onthe show, she said. She added
that, since more men than
women apply and the program
has a strict policy of equal time
for men and women, ‘‘'smart
women have a double advan-
tage in getting on this show.”

In order to qualify as contestants,
all applicants must pass a written
short answer exam with typical
“Who, What or Where” questions.
According to Waits, the test asked
such questions as “How many red
stripes are there in the American
flag?”, “Who discovered the cir-

I Younger Members’ Committee —l

| Harvard Club of Boston
invites
HLS community, alums & their guests

to JOLLY UP PARTIES
1st & 3rd Mondays & Fridays
From 7 p.m.to 11 p.m. |

Complete Cash Bar

at the Harvard Club House
374 Commonwealth Avenue
(near Massachusetts Avenue) |
Boston, Massachusetts

| Women & Men from other Clubs & Schools

also have been invited
l %

culatory system in humans?” and
“What western state capital 1s
named for an Indian tribe.” She
said that the questions used on the
show are somewhat predictable:
“They repeat themselves incredi-
bly. If you watch the show for a long
time, as I have, you see that if
they’re talking about a midwestern
city, the answer 1is always
Chicago.”

Even handed as the show may
be in its selection process, its
M.C., Art James, may not have

]
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Mark McNed!

Kathleen Waits, 2L

completely adjusted to “smart
women.”’ According to Waits,
after James learned she went to
the Law School he said, “You're
too pretty to be so smart.” Waits
said she took the smear In
stride: I just smiled sweetly be-
cause I feared thatif I did what I

R S R O T e R R S

wanted to do, which is give him
the finger, we’d be on the air or
I'd get thrown off the show.”

The winning player, an unem-
ployed writer, retired after the pro-
gram as an undefeated champion
after amassing over $5,000 in prize
money on five consecutive shows,
the maximum allowed. Waits said
she missed only two questions,
“Who's queen of the Netherlands”
and “Rearrange the letters HEN
TICK into a word meaning room in
a house.” The latter question may
seem easy, but Waits said, “I'm
very bad at anagrams, especially
under pressure.” She explained her
defeat as a matter of bad games-
manship in gambling bouts where
each player must bid some of his or
her pot to win the right to a “Who,
What or Where” question. She said,
“I kept bidding him up and then
chickening out.”

Waits attributes her facility for
“Who, What or Where” answers to
“a fairly good memory and a good
mind for trivial facts.” She added,
“I'm not a big reader at all. I think
it’s mostly a retentive memory.
Most people with the education and
general background I have had
have the potential for a high degree
of general knowledge.”

Waits will use her winnings for
“expenses and maybe some
clothes.” She said N.B.C. prevents
“professional game-playing” by
limiting an individual to one ap-
pearance per year, with a max-
imum of two in a lifetime.

HLS Finances Black Law Journal

The Law School has agreed to
fund publication of the spring, 1974
issue of the Black Law Journal, a
three-times-yearly publication
headquartered at UCLA.

Robert M. Cotten, 3L, reported
earlier this week that Dean Albert
M. Sacks has promised to supply
the $1500 necessary for the produc-
tion of the journal’s spring 1ssue.

According to Cotten, the 1ssue
will contain two articles on the "At-
lanta Compromise,” a desegrega-
tion plan endorsed by the local

chapter of the National Association
for the Advancement of Colored
People, Legal Defense Fund but
opposed by the national group.

Other articles slated for the issue
will deal with legal strategies for
the 1970’s regarding desegrega-
tion. There will be both student
contributions and articles by prac-
ticing attorneys. Students will
work under the direction of Profes-
sor Derrick Bell and teaching fel-
low Ralph Smith, a former editor-

in-chief of the Black Law Journal.

HARVARD LAW RECORD

%

— A= o —

-~ Fiit e sl PSS e T o T ]

S e e ey

00 =+ 00 SOE 6 B e e ol ey

R r o o o e




P =

RO = : e = D 7T HMNM D W £y Se edda

o ALt R

Agnew Plea Called Cover-up

By Gerald S. Greenberg

Philadelphia First Assistant
District Attorney Richard A.
Sprague charged that the Ad-
ministration and Justice Depart-
ment engaged in a “cover-up” of
former Vice President Spiro T.
Agnew’s crimes. Speaking at last
Friday’s Law School Forum presen-
tation, the veteran prosecutor,
whose accomplishments include
the successful disposition of the
Yablonski murder case, protested
that it is “an outrage to gloss over
the serious charges against Agnew
and say that they are covered by
tax-evasion.”

Reading from the statement of
proof that Attorney General Elliot
Richardson submitted in conjunc-

tion with Agnew’s plea of nolo con-
tendere, Sprague sketched a pro-

gram of long-term and massive
graft that began during Agnew's
term as County Executive of Bal-
timore and continued through his
service as Governor of Maryland
and Vice-President.

"It is difficult to talk about

Wark eNeil

United States Attﬂrne}'iy Herbert J. Stern and Philadelphia First Assistant

District Attorney Ric

law enforcement when the case
against the Vice President is
thrown away on plea bargain-
ning. It seems to prove that the
bigger you are the lighter you
fall,” he charged. Sprague de-
cried the rationale of avoiding
‘serious and permanent scars?
inflicted on the country as a
popular excuse and urged an

Forum Cancels

(Continued from Page 1,
Law School Forum opposing the de-
bate and the Forum reportedly re-
plied in an exchange of correspon-
dence that both parties declined to
make public.

Bell, reached for comment before

news of the cancellation, stated, “If

we want to have a former Nazi come
in and debate as to whether the six

million Jews should have been
killed in Europe, then we can have
a debate on whether blacks are
genetically inferior to whites.
Otherwise, however, there are
some matters that are beneath hav-
ing anything to do with a law school
such as Harvard.”

Brownstein had sent mes-
sages about the cancellation to
both speakers Wednesday
night, but spoke personally only
to Innis. Innis, Brownstein said,
felt that not having the debate
would seem to vindicate

Schockley’s views. Innis was to
have met yesterday with geneti-
cists from Columbia and New

OCTOBER 19, 1973

(Genetics Panel

York University to prepare for
the debate.

Questioned later, Fran Ormes,
3L, said that the qualifications of
the speakers were less important
than the basic nature of the propo-
sitions being discussed. “I don’t
think this is the kind of discussion
that any ethnic group would want
in a public forum, rather than an
academic setting.”

Schockley had called Richard dJ.
Herrnstein, professor of Psychol-
ogy, earlier Wednesday with ques-
tions about an article on the debate
in the Tuesday Harvard Crimson.
Herrnstein, widely known for his
own views on intelligence and
genetics, told the RECORD Wednes-
day evening that he was surprised
by news of the cancellation.
Herrnstein described his approach
to such matters as “libertarian”
and said hé had “confidence in the
character and intellectual ability of
the community. They certainly
don’t need SDS to protect their
morals.”

ard A. Sprague (standing) addressed Forum.

obligation to respect standards
of law enforcement.

Sprague’s charges were denied
by United States District Attorney
for New Jersey Herbert J. Stern.
Stern, who has successfully prose-
cuted many corrupt New Jersey
politicians including former
mayors of Newark and Jersey City,
argued that the Justice Depart-
ment has not covered up any facts
in the Agnew prosecution. He ar-
gued that the efforts of Attorney
(reneral Richardson 47 and United
States District Attorney George
Beall had succeeded in stripping
Agnew of office and forcing him to
plead guilty to a felony. Further
punishment would merely be re-
tribution.

Stern pointed out that the public
interest does not require that
everyone accused of crime face
trial. Plea bargaining is an accept-
able tool in such cases. The country
was spared the possibility of the
Vice-President, still first in line of
succession, facing trial.

Sprague replied that the Jus-
tice Department had to release

the facts since the press would

have discovered them anyway.
He resented Agnew’s use of his
office as a “club” to reduce his
penalty. Fearing that few peo-
ple would read the statement of
proof, Sprague charged that the
extent of Agnew’s guilt would
be overlooked.

(Continued on Page 13)




Sargent Critict

By Ricardo Hinojosa

“Society has, of course, always
gathered information and kept re-
cords on individuals, but the mod-
ern computer gives government an
unprecedented means of power
over the lives of its citizens.” So
stated Massachusetts Republican
Governor Francis Sargent to a
small but attentive audience of
about 100 in the Ames Courtroom
on October 12.

Sargent was at the Law School to
address the Law School Forum on
the subject of the National Crime
Information Center (NCIC) and the
reasons Massachusetts has refused
to cooperate with the Center.

NCIC was first recommended
by President Johnson’s Crime
Commission in 1967 and was
turned into a reality in 1970
when then Attorney General
John Mitchell ordered the FBI
to establish within its existing
information center a com-
puterized data bank on ecriminal
histories. Sargent said that in
three years the system has
grown virtually without re-
straint and ‘‘threatens to be-
come the single largest deposi-
tory of information on citizens
ever created by our govern-
ment.”

The National Crime Information
Center receives criminal histories
on citizens from federal, state, and
local agencies throughout the
country and through this system
provides the information to par-
ticipating law enforcement agen-
cies who have established their
own computer terminals.

Sargent criticized the system be-
cause he feels it contains some in-
formation that should not be kept
since the data is not “limited to
those who are truly criminals.” He
deplored NCIC practice of keeping
arrests without convictions in a
person’s file. Some persons are put
into the file simply because the
local agencies consider them “po-
tential troublemakers.”

The Governor was even more
critical of the method used to
disperse the information to the
participating agencies. The FBI
says that it knows who has ac-
cess to its information “but the
6

3

Mark McNeil
Governor Francis Sargent

reality is far different, for any
agency with access to an NCIC
terminal may pass on informa-
tion to whomever it wishes.”

Sargent claimed that “despite
the FBI claims — access is almost
total, except of course, for the per-
son whose file it is.” The govern-
ment has not even developed the
means to allow corrections on er-
roneous files exclaimed the Gover-
nor.

Sargent charged the Federal
Government through the FBI, the

zes 1)

ata Banks

Justice Department and the Con-
gress had failed to responsibly ad-
minister the NCIC. As an example
of Congressional irresponsibility
he cited 1970 legislation that rein-
stated FBI authority to provide
wide access to the information after
a Federal District Judge had ruled
that arrest records could be given

only to law enforcement agencies.

Sargent stated that because
the Federal Government had
failed to establish proper
safeguards for the NCIC, Mas-
sachusetts could not participate
in the national program. The
state has contended that only
convictions will be recorded
and that only law enforcement
agencies should have access to
the files. Massachusetts has es-
tablished an independent citi-
zen watchdog board headed by
Harvard Law Professor Arthur
S. Miller to protect the privacy
of the individual.

Because Massachusetts refused
to cooperate with NCIC *all hell
broke loose” according to the Gov-
ernor. The Justice Department
brought suit in Federal Court
against the state, the Small Busi-
ness Administration threatened to
freeze $30 million in loans, and the

(Continued on Page 11)

‘Suffragette’ Wins Music Award

Suffragette! an original musical
play written, directed and produced
last spring by two third-year stu-
dents at the Law School, has won
the 1973 Broadcast Music, Inc.
Varsity Show Competition. The
annual award is given for the out-
standing score from a musical
created at a college or university.
Josh Rubins, who produced the
musical with George Binbaum, ac-
cepted the writer’s $1000 prize and
a $500 award for the Radecliffe
Grant-in-Aid Society in New York
City last week.

This is the first time a Boston-
area university has produced a
winner and, also the first time two
shows have tied for first place. Dup-
licate prizes were presented the
Scotch ’'n’ Soda Society of
Carnegie-Mellon University.

Suffragette!, based on the lives
of Emmeline Pankhurst and her
British sisters in the women’s
suffrage movement, enjoyed a

successful three-week run at

Radcliffe’s Agassiz Theater dur-
ing March, 1973. The musical
was presented by The Radcliffe
Grant-in-Aid Society. The Soci-
ety, unlike other college theatri-
cal organizations, is entirely
student-managed and self-
supporting.

In previous seasons, Rubins and
Birnbaum have offered revivals of
other musicals, such as She Loves
Me and Damn Yankees. Among
Rubins’ other songwriting credits
1s an adaptation of Winnie - the -
Pooh that broke Cambridge box of-
fice records in the summer of 1972.
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Green: Public Interest Law at Turning Point

Alan Morrison Merk McNeil

By Michael Bowen

The public interest law move-
ment, founded four years ago by
Ralph Nader, has reached a crucial
turning point, and its future de-
pends upon the people now in law
school. This was the message deliv-
ered to some 85 Harvard Law
School students Tuesday evening,
October 9, by Alan Morrison '66
and Mark Green ’70, attorneys
with Ralph Nader’s Center for the
Study of Responsive Law. Their
presentation, titled “Whither/-
Wither Public Interest Law?” was
sponsored by the Harvard Civil
Rights - Civil Liberties Law Re-
view,

Green began the discussion by
distinguishing public interest law
from its various antecedents —
“movement lawyers who rep-
resented unpopular defendants

from the Thirties to pending trials,

pro-bono work by establishment
law firms, and the OEO program

that was nearly gutted by (former
OEO Director) Howie Phillips.”

These undertakings, Green said,
“were defensive almost by defini-
tion,” whereas “public interest law
1s designed to be offensive.” Groups
such as Nader’s, Green explained,
provide “a legal counterweight” to

the power enjoyed by large corpora-

tions which have “purchased the
big law firms.” In this way public
interest law groups can constitute

an antidote to “onesidedness in
government, where issues are so
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often decided by default, rather
than by the common law, Madiso-
nian concept of the adversary sys-
tem.”

The basic problem confront-
ing this movement, according to
Green, is financial. He noted
that the Ford Foundation had
reduced its grant to the CSRL
by $1 million per year. The re-
sulting squeeze is further tight-
ened, Green suggested, by polit-

ically motivated harassment of

private contributors to public
interest causes by the Internal
Revenue Service.

For this reason, Green told the
law students gathered in the Au-
stin East classroom, “Public in-
terest law has reached a cross-
roads — because of you. You are the
supply that will or will not fill the
demands of public interest law.”

Green was less than optimistic
about the prospects that that de-
mand will be filled. He claimed that
“When they first enter law school,

v

Mark Green

65% of the students plan to go into
poverty law, public interest law, or
some similar area. Something
strange happens during the three

Mark MeNeil

Dorm Council Views New Budget;
Refreshment Allotment Stays at $15

The Dormitory Council, meeting
Monday evening for the first time
this year, received a budget an-
ticipating expenditures of $11,475
against current funds and esti-
mated revenues totaling nearly
$16,100. The Council’s action left
an unallocated surplus of some
$4,600, over and above an approp-
riation setting aside $3,000 as
“starting capital for next year.”

A capitation grant to each floor
in the Law School dorms — to be
spent at the discretion of the floor’s
residents — accounted for $2,500,
and was the largest single current
expenditure provided for. Other
major appropriations were $1,500
for the athletic program, $850 to
subsidize TGIF’s, and $1,000
guaranteed to the'telephone com-
pany as revenue from the pay
phones in each dorm hallway. The
principal sources of anticipated
revenues were proceeds from the
mixers and the dormitory laundry

facilities, each expected to account
for $2,000.
The liveliest debate in the

Council session, consuming
some 13 minutes, occurred over
a motion to increase the expen-
diture authorized for refresh-
ments for each Council meeting
to $20. An amendment reducing
the amount to $15 — last year’s
level — carried with one dissent.

Beyond budgetary considera-
tions, the largest part of the
Council’s attention was devoted to

finding volunteers to work at the

remaining movies, mixers, and
TGIF’s to be sponsored by the
Council. Commenting on the fail-
ure of enough members to offer
their services for tonight’s and next
Friday’s mixers, Council President
Greg Bowe, 3L, remarked, I feel
like an unsuccessful auctioneer.” In
an apparent response to the prob-
lem, the Council eventually voted
to increase the number of functions
at which Council members are re-
quired to work each semester from
four to five. At the same time, they
voted to study the possibility of
“Improving the room priority ex-
tended to each member.”




Haar Cites Urban 111s

By Arnold Rosenberg

The Nixon Administration has
led America away from national
solutions to urban problems,
Charles M. Haar, Louis D. Bran-
deis Professor of Law, said last
week.

Speaking before a symposium at
the Lyndon Baines Johnson Lib-
rary in Austin, Texas on October 9,
Haar criticized President Nixon’s
revenue-sharing program as hav-
ing “the effect of diverting federal
funds, in proportion if not in abso-
lute amounts, away from the
localities and purposes in which
there has been developed a na-
tional consensus of national need,
and toward localities and purposes
in which there has never been such
a national mandate.”

Haar served as an urban ad-
visor to Presidents Kennedy
and Johnsor, and was the As-
sistant Secretary for Metropoli-
tan Development in the De-
partment of Housing and Urban
Development from 1966-69.

Haar particularly scored
revenue-sharing for providing in-
adequate support toward five “na-
tional objectives”: “affirmative ac-
tion” on discrimination and equal
opportunity, state and local in-
stitutional reform, improved met-

Two on Faculty To Attend

Pro Bono Job Conference

Assistant Dean Robert A. Wil-
liams and clinical teaching fellow
Marjorie McDiarmid will attend
the National Legal Aid and
Defenders Association conference
in San Diego next week in an effort
to assist students seeking public in-
terest jobs.

Williams said that any student
wishing either permanent or sum-
mer employment with a legal ser-
vices or public defender organiza-
tion should bring up to five copies of
his or her resume to his office in
Pound 304 by 5 p.m. Tuesday. In-
terested students, he said, should
indicate their geographical prefer-
ence,

At the conference McDiarmid
will also present a talk on the clini-

cal legal education program at the
Law School.
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ropolitan coordination, “progres-
sive” expenditures so that most
help goes to the worst-off, and pre-
vention of the encapsulation of cen-
tral cities. “Under revenue-
sharing,” he warned, “individuals
and groups will apparently be re-
quired to demand their rights.”

Haar pointed out that city gov-
ernments still depend largely on
rural- and suburban-dominated
state governments for funds and
authority, and admonished that if
revenue-sharing funds flow au-
tomatically and equally to all state
and local governments, they would
remain indifferent to the needs of
the old urban cores and to the need
for coordinated metropolitan plan-
ning.

Despite the fact that the gen-
eral revenue-sharing formula
does include a weighting proce-
dure intended to allocate funas
where they’re most needed,

Haar said, the program fails to
do so, because ‘it siphons off
funds to the county and state
levels of government, which

have little or no responsibility
for providing services, and it al-
lows funds to be spent on such
regressive items as the reduc-
tion of local property tax rates.”
Haar also lamented the “severe
pressures’’ stemming from “the
involuntary confinement of one

group to a specific physical
area, isolated from jobs and
growth in the outer rings.”
Haar contrasted former Presi-
dent Johnson’s “commitment” to
solving urban problems with Pres-
ident Nixon’s proclamation in a
radio speech early in his new term
that “the urban crisis (is) over and
done with.”” In particular, the
former chairman of the President’s
Task Force on Suburban Problems
lauded Johnson’s Model Cities

Program, metropolitan planning
and housing legislation, and his

proposed Urban Development
Bank.

White House action is especially
necessary in urban policy, says
Haar, because many of its ben-
eficiaries lack political power, and
because Federal departments with
their own programs, constituents,
and Congressional committees to
look after will not work for a pro-
gram requiring integration and
coordination unless they know it
has Presidential backing.

But the overriding tone of the
speech was pessimistic; as Haar
concluded, “In sending up a hous-
ing bill, President Johnson de-
scribed it as an ‘effort to build in our
cities and towns an environment
for man equal to the dignity of his
aspirations.” Seven years later,
that 1s still our unattained goal.”

Spock Calls for Social Change

(Continued from Page 2)
If his party takes control of

Washington, Spock said, the
government would enforce “full
respect for the environment”’,
an end to assembly-line work-
ing conditions, and production
of only goods for which there is
genuine demand. In addition, he
would oppose discrimination

against women, blacks,
Chicanos, Puerto Ricans,
American Indians, and
homosexuals.

As for United States involve-
ment in the Mideast, Spock noted
that the People’s Party has long op-
posed “alliances or giving arms to
any other country, because in four

out of five cases the arms go to reac-
tionary regimes who are suppress-
ing the people.” Though this may
not be true in the case of Israel, he
sald, he still thought it “better for
the United States government not
to be constantly interfering in the
internal affairs of other countries.”

Spock acknowledged that his
political aims will long be difficult
to achieve, but noted that tenants’
unions, food ,coops, guerrilla
theatre, and similar local organiza-
tions are already serving the goals
of his party. Meanwhile the baby
doctor continues to campaign for
President, hoping that “in 30 or 40

years” there will be a Spock baby in
the White House.
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Text of Black Law Students’ Statement

Dear Mr. Brownstein:

I am writing on behalf of the
black community at Harvard
Law School to express our shock
and outrage over the projected
debate between Schockley and
Innis. We cannot believe that
the HLS Forum would lend its
name and sponsorship to the
sensationalism and divisive-
ness that is sure to result from
this event. We are convinced
that nothing constructive or be-
neficial can result from this de-
bate; in fact, the efforts of the
Forum to bring rational, enligh-
tened, and well-informed
speakers to the campus are
diametrically opposed to the
self-serving demagoguery of
speakers like Schockley and
Innis.

Neither person has any
proven expertise in the field of
genetics or intellectual acquisi-
tion. Were they scholars in the
field proposing to have a profes-
sional and dispassionate discus-
sion in this area — in private or
in an academic atmosphere —
our opposition (while still
strongly registered in terms of
the subject matter and its im-
port for black people( would be
somewhat more muted. How-
ever, given the Roman circus
atmosphere that is sure to ac-
company the debate, we can
only project that the debate will
exacerbate tension between
blacks and whites in this com-
munity, and possibly rend the
social fabric at Harvard by in-
fusing elements of racism,
genocide and the haunting
spectre of selective breeding
and extermination that stalked
Germany not 30 years ago. We
cannot let this discussion go on,
nor would any self-respecting
proud ethnic allow a discussion
of this type to be conducted.

We hereby register our
protest and demand that this
particular Forum be cancel-
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led. We realize that cogent
arguments can be made for
the position that Schockley
and Innis have the right to
express their opinions in a
public forum. We do not deny
that basic right; we merely
think that Harvard Law
School and the Forum
should take a moral stand
and not lend their support
and facilities to this kind of
inflammatory and derogat-
ory discussion.

Should the Forum not cancel
the debate we will take our posi-
tion to the larger community
and the press. It is time that
demogogues and racists not be
accorded academic respectabil-
ity for their insidious, ill-proven
and dangerous allegations. We
sincerely hope that we can
reach an expeditious and hon-
orable resolution of our dispute.

Thank you for your attention.

From the Harvard Black Law

Students’ Association

Fisher, Baxter Discuss [;eace_Strategies
For Legally Anomalous Mideast Conflict

By Paul Weiner

How can a lawyer deal with a war
that may or may not be a war, one of
the parties to which refuses to rec-
ognize the existence of the other
and bridles at the very word “cease-
fire”? Professors Richard R. Baxter
and Roger D. Fisher, specialists in
public international law, attacked
the not very promising problem of
peaceful solutions to the latest
Arab-Israeli conflict at a lecture
sponsored by the International
Law Society a week ago yesterday,
October 11.

Baxter began the discussion by
noting that “this war operates very
much in a legal vacuum.” He noted
that “if the Arab states were to
have recognized the existence of Is-
rael ... a great deal of the law would
have fallen into place.” Baxter
pointed out in response to a ques-
tion from the audience that al-
though Israel emerged as the result
of the Partition Resolution of the
United Nations General Assembly,
the Arabs believe that that body
lacked the power to deny the Pales-
tinian people the right to self-
determination by establishing a
Jewish state on the territory which
Palestinians had formerly oc-
cupied.

The treatment of the popula-
tion of the area of the West Bank
occupied by Israel after the 1967
war is similarly complicated by
Israel’s refusal to consider itself
a belligerent occupant of that

territory. “The position of Is-
rael,” according to Baxter, is
that because of the original oc-
cupation of these territories by
the Arab states was the result of
an unlawful war of aggression
in 1948, Israel’s occupation of
the territory after the 1967 war

“is like occupation of res nullius,
previously unoccupied territ-
ory.” Israel thus refuses to be
bound by the conventions for
treatment of civilians in territ-
ory occupied pursuant to war.
Moreover, Israel and the Arab
countries cannot agree on
which states should serve as
protecting powers to supervise
application of the conventions
because the Arab states do not
recognize Israel.

Fisher began his discussion of
the practical problem of making
peace in the area by noting that if
Egypt and Israel could make bind-
ing promises to hold their borders
at the 1967 pre-war line, the con-
flict between them would be at an
end. “The trouble is that Egyptian
promises are at a discount in
Jerusalem and Tel Aviv.”

Fisher prefaced his discussion
with the question, “What are the
best questions to ask?” In accor-
dance with his general approach to
international conflict, he said, he
sought “a yesable proposition” — a
peace-making proposal which
could be given to the governments

(Continued on Page 16)




Speechless

We have reached a sad day indeed when the principle of freedom of
speech has been reduced to a mere theoretical abstraction. That appears to
be the effect of the cancellation of the debate on race and genetics by the
Harvard Law School Forum as a result of pressure from the Harvard Black
Law Students Association, Students for a Democratic Society, and others.

While the Forum regrets the cancellation of the scheduled debate be-
tween Professor William Schockley of Stanford and Roy Innis, national
director of CORE, it nevertheless concludes that “the realities and exigen-
cies of a less than free intellectual climate outbalanced the desirability of
our making a stand for freedom of speech.” This stance seems to us to
constitute an abdication of the Forum’s responsibility to present speakers
with a wide range of political, social and economic views, as it has done in
the past. No one previously has suggested that Forum sponsorship of any
speaker (including past speakers Roy Innis, former Governor Ross Barnett
of Mississippi, or Fidel Castro) should be construed as an endorsement,
implicit or otherwise, of that speaker’s views. Here, t_he Forum had
scheduled a debate of two highly controversial points of view — the very
essence of free speech.

In deciding that it did not wish to make a stand for freedom of speech, the
Forum has in effect said, “We will only adhere to the principle of freedom of
speech when innocuous topics are presented.” As the Forum itself has
noted, “our belief in the untrammelled freedom of speech must seem the
weaker for our action ..., and our sleep will be troubled for some time
because of it.”

We are especially disturbed by the information presented to the Forum'’s
executive board which led it to cancel the debate. Were there actual
threats of retaliatory action against the Forum? Was disruption of the talk
assured? If so, we condemn wholeheartedly those who would attempt to
silence others whose views they consider extreme, reprehensible, or re-
pugnant. If such extreme views are in fact not well grounded, sensible
people will ignore them. On the other hand, if such extreme views might
provoke us to further discussion and debate, they will have served a useful
function.

The importance of freedom of speech cannot be underestimated. Its
value was expressed eloquently by Mr. Justice Holmes more than half a
century ago in Abrams v. United States:

“But when men have realized that time has upset many fighting faiths,
they may come to believe even more than they believe the very foundations
of their own conduct that the ultimate good desired is better reached by
free trade in ideas — that the best test of truth is the power of the thought
to get itself accepted in the competition of the market, and that truth is the
only ground upon which their wishes safely can be carried out. That indeed
1s the theory of our Constitution.”
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Fenno

Fenno sensed trouble the moment the all-
too-effervescent 1L walked up. He obviously
had something he wanted to say, and that
was unfailingly a bad sign.

“Don’t,” Fenno prayed silently, glanc-
ing around the circle of worldly-wise 2-
and 3Ls which the 1L was unsuspect-
ingly approaching.

But it was too late. A brief lull occurred in
the sexist remarks the older students were
exchanging about each other’s dates, and
the 1L, heedless innocent that he was,
rushed in.

“Did you guys hear how we did
against Columbia?” he asked, trying to
sound casual and not quite bringing it
off.

Fenno closed his eyes and groaned. It
couldn’t possibly have been worse.

The second- and third-year students
fell into stony silence. One gaped in un-
affected amazement at the gaucherie. Fi-
nally, a 3L deigned to break the awful
stillness.

"l wasn't aware,” he said with elaborate
precision, absently fingering the MIT insig-
nia on his sweatshirt, “"that we were doing
anything in particular with respect to Col-
umbia.”

“I don’t know where you've been,” a 2L
(USC ’'72) added, "but we've been right
here. All afternoon.”

“You know,” the 1L sputtered, not com-
prehending even now. “Harvard.”

“Harvard?” the 2L asked, puzzled.

“Harvard College,” the 1L insisted pa-
tiently, “beat Columbia this afternoon —"

“Harvard College?” the 2 L rejoined.

“I've heard of it,” the 3L offered helpfully.

“It came up once in a trivia contest. It's a

men’s liberal arts institution in eastern
Massachusetts.”

“Isn’t it somewhere near the Law
School?” a heretofore silent upper-
classman (Cornell ’71) asked.

“I've heard a rumor,” the 3L from MIT
ventured, “that it is somewhere in the
greater Cambridge area. Strictly hearsay, of
course.”

“I think I saw it mentioned in Phoenix
last spring,” another offered. "Some-
place in the personals.”

“Is it anywhere near Lesley?” the 2L
wanted to know.

"Let’s see now.” The loquacious 3L
pursed his lips in contemplation. "It
seems to me —"

“All right, all right,” the hapless 1L mis-
erably conceded. “"What are you trying to
prove, anyway?"’

*Only,” the 3L concluded, as Fenno
mouthed the words of the time-honored
formula along with him, “that Harvard
Law School has about as much to do with
Harvard College as Harvard Square has
to do with a square.”

“And the feeling,” Fenno averred, "is
mutual.”
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Letters

To The Editors:
Re: Patrick Kennedy's review of The

Paper Chase (RECORD, October 5)

My interpretation of the film’s ending dif-
fers from the reviewer’s. Mr, Hart can well
afford to dispose of the envelope containing
his grades because he is assured of receiving
another envelope containing an invitation

to join the Law Review. Is that “liberation”?
Stuart W. Graham ’'70

Cambridge, Mass.

Success In Fight
Over Crime Files
Pleases Sargent

(Continued from Page 6)

Defense Department announced it
would hold back 2400 jobs unless it
had access to the files.

“A week ago Massachusetts
emerged victorious in this confron-
tation” Sargent proudly declared.
Massachusetts joined a Counter-
Administration suit to force the
Federal Government to establish
proper safeguards and the Justice
Department has since dropped its
suit against the state. The Gover-
nor vowed that “until proper and
secure safeguards are established
this state will have nothing to do
with a federal Criminal History
system.” Sargent expressed confi-
dence that Congress will move to
regulate NCIC in the near future.

Sargent was asked a few
questions by the audience after
his prepared speech. Several
questions dealt with Agnew’s
resignation and the liberal Re-
publican Governor stated that
he and the former Vice-
President “had never been all
that close.” He expressed the
fear that there was skepticism
about the government through-
out the country and that public
confidence in it has been shat-
tered.

When asked about the possibility
that the Massachusetts system by
limiting information to only law
enforcement agencies was prevent-
ing defendant’s and their attorneys.
from seeing the information, the
Governor said he “didn’t realize it
was a problem” and promised to
look into the matter.

OCTOBER 19, 1973

Law Notes

Lawrence S. Adelson, Robert D. Swhier,
Jr., M. David Bryant, Jr., and W. Cole
Durham, Jr., all 2Ls, have been invited to
join the Harvard Law Review as a result
of this fall's writing competition.

* k%

The First Harvard Conference of Polish
and American Legal Scholars will be held at
Harvard Law School on October 21-23. Six
distinguished Polish jurists will present re-
ports (in English) on Polish legal and politi-
cal institutions, legal aspects of Polish
economic planning and foreign trade, and
Polish views of American legal and political
institutions.

The first session of the conference, will be
held on Sunday at 7:00 p.m., in Pound 107. It
will be open to the public and admission will
be free. The sessions on Monday and Tues-
day will be restricted to selected members of
the Law School and Arts and Sciences facul-
ties, together with several scholars from
other universities.

Professor Harold J. Berman of the Law
School faculty is chairman of the committee
in charge of the conference.

= E S E

The Harvard Law School Drama Soci-
ety 1s beginning work on its annual spring
musical comedy. Entitled “Paper Waste”,
the Law School Show will be a multi-media
endeavor satirizing recent Hollywood por-
trayals of Harvard Law School in addition to

traditional topics of the law. Law students
are needed now for collaboration on script,
lyrics and music. Those interested in ar-
ranging, choreograhy, set design and film
will be needed in the near future. For infor-
mation, contact producer Robert L. Ryken,
2L at 498-4027.

* k%

Dennis DiCicco, a former employee of the
Law School Library, will show slides taken
during this summer’s expedition to view a
total solar eclipse from vantage points in
the Sahara Desert. He will present the slides
twice — at 12:30 and at 1:15 — this Friday,
in Pound 107. All are invited to attend.

o * £ 3

The following 1Ls have been elected to
positions on the Law School Counecil:
Jeffrey F. Reiman, at-large; Leopoldo L.
Ramos, Section 1; Margaret Montoya-
Oldham, Section 2: Gerald T.E. Gonzalez,
Section 3; and Gary Fox, Section 4.

#* * E 5

Open casting for “The Law School
Early Show: Peabody Terrace”, an orig-
inal musical comedy will be held October 21,
28, and 29 in the Harkness Commons meet-
Ing room, times to be announced. The show
1s expected to be performed in December,
and has been written by William L.
Rothschild, 3L and Roberta JJ. Morris, 2L.
Interested students should call Rothschild

or show producer Hugh M. Maynard, 2L, at
628-3353.
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ADVERTISEMENT
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ONE BOSTON PLACE « BOSTON « MASSACHUSETTS 02106

New Concepts and Old Problems

Strategy formulation does not come easily, even for the experienced executive
who has many years of trial and error behind him. In developing administrative
skills, the seasoned executive has learned from his mistakes. All of this experience
applies to improving his understanding ot strategy. But none of the experience
was in developing and evaluating strategy. Few executives ever see strategy changed.
Real exposure to strategy considerations does not even begin until near the peak

of an executive career.

Strategy formulation and strategy consulting require that this most com-
plex of problems be handled analytically rather than intuitively. There is no other
way. Intuition is inadequate. There is insufficient experience base. In this process,
conceptual ability is at a premium. But the concepts must also be validated by the
most rigorous analysis.

A basic requirement for strategy consulting is an ability to identify the well-
worn precedent which is no longer valid. But this requires questioning all assump-
tions and accepting no precedents merely because they are generally accepted.
The implications are often far reaching. The task, however, is also far reaching.
Those who succeed in strategy consulting do so because of their ability, not their
experience. That ability has many facets but the most critical is the ability to see
complex relationships clearly in terms of basic interaction over time, This must be
coupled with the ability to cause others to see these same relationships equally
clearly.

Few people can have more influence on their world over the whole span of
their professional career than the strategy consultant. He has leverage on the de-
cisions that are critical to society. A great deal needs to be done. American business
is burdened with outmoded mythology about competition and managerial eco-
nomics. Our whole way of life suffers because of this.

BOSTON - LONDON - MILAN - PARIS - TOKYO

MENLO PARK, CALIFORNIA
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Agnew Plea Called Cover-up

(Continued from Page 5)

The exchange concerning the
Agnew conviction highlighted the
Forum presentation that focussed
on the problems of public pros-
ecutors. Stern commented that
traditionally the role of prosecutor
was viewed as merely legal mouth-
piece for the government. The old-
style prosecutor was an advocate
for the findings of the police agen-
cies and depended upon them to in-
itiate action.

Such a role is no longer suffi-.

cient. In combatting the crimes of
powerful corporations or those in
public office, the prosecuting attor-
ney must become the chief law en-
forcement officer of his jurisdiction.

Fulfilling this role is not easy
since those under investigation
will use their wealth and influ-
ence to attack the prosecutor.
However, Stern feels that it is
vital in curbing crime to con-
vince the public that *law and
order will start at the top. The
major reason for crime in the
streets,”” he charged, *‘is the
reaction of the young against
the hypocrisy of those who
make the laws and are them-
selves criminals.”

Both Stern and Sprague urged
law students to consider public
prosecution as a career. Sprague
complained that “too many law
students are defense oriented.
Young lawyers use the District
Attorney’s office to gain experience
for private practice.” He called for
higher salaries and a major effort to
build a professional, career-
oriented prosecution staff.

Sprague also attacked some judi-
cial rulings that free defendants on
absurd technicalities. He cited a
Philadelphia case in which a con-
viction for rape was reversed be-
cause the trial judge had charged
the jury, “May God guide you in
your deliberation.”

Responding to questions,
Sprague stated that he was in
favor of capital punishment. He
noted that no discussion of
punishment can be kept sepa-
rate from other facts. Certainty
of apprehension and prompt-
ness of trial are also vital to this
system. Given these factors cap-
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ital punishment would be useful
in deterring those who already
face a life prison sentence. He
also charged that when capital
punishmentis abolished, the en-
tire scale of punishment is re-
duced.

Stern replied that if ideals of cer-
tainty of arrest and conviction al-
ready exist there is no need for cap-
ital punishment. He noted that
homicide rates did not rise in states
which abolished capital punish-
ment prior to the Supreme Court’s
1972 ruling. Solitary confinement
adaquately deters prison murders.
“The infliction of capital punish-
ment by the state is barbaric and
does not convince people that life is
sacred,” he concluded.

Stern also spoke in favor of li-
mited wiretapping as an investiga-
tive tool in appropriate cases such
as kidnapping and narcotics. He
de. ied the existence of a right to
use the telephone to commit a
crime. Given a system in which a
wiretap is obtainable only upon a
strong fact showing to a judge, he
found such intrusion to be less
shocking than a physical search.

Sprague, on the other hand,
feared that there are too many
in office who would use wiretap
information for political
reasons. A wiretap, unlike a
search, is ongoing, unan-
nounced, and indiscriminate
and therefore open to abuse. Al-
though granting that it is a use-
ful police tool, he argued that
such utility is overbalanced by
the fear and stifling of expres-

sion it creates, and that there-
fore wiretapping should not be
allowed. |

Stern in conclusion sketched
methods used to discover political
corruption. He proceeds on the as-
sumption that a public official tak-
ing graft is receiving cash and that
no one ever cashes a large check for
a legitimate purpose. After acquir-
Ing the government records and as-
certaining the identities of the
most successful contractors he sub-
poenas their records and looks for
cash payments. The use of immun-

ity to force testimony is another
key tool.

Bob Mack

A day in early fall brought this
quiet moment to the south end of the
Law School campus.

James B. Gordon
LL.B., Harvard Law School, 1935
LAWYERS SEARCH CONSULTANT

Serving selected corporations and law firms throughout th.e country
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Public Interest Law’s Future Vorenberg Eyes

Up to Students, Green Says

(Continued from Page 7)

years that they're there, though,
because by the time they graduate,
65% go to work for large firms, and
only a sliver — less than 1% — go
into public interest law.”

The “something strange’ to
which he alluded, Green hinted,
is the acquisition by students of
a conventional career orienta-
tion, and their consequent dis-
satisfaction with the $6000 per
year salaries that CSRL offers
beginning lawyers.

Green purported to find evi-
dence of this preoccupation at
both Harvard and Yale. At Har-
vard, he suggested, the accep-
tance by Law School professors
of corporate consultantships
was such a potentially signifi-
cant issue that “It’s really fan-
tastic that the (Harvard Law)
RECORD has never looked into
this.” At Yale, moreover, he
found the situation even worse.
**Yale Law School,” he said,
*“has allowed itself to be entirely
taken over by conservative
Chicagoans with a hands-off
government philosophy.”

Alan Morrison’s presentation,
substantially shorter than Green’s,
emphasized the litigatory dimen-
sion of public interest law. In con-
trast to Green who had remarked
that “The courtroom is not the only
place where public interest law oc-
curs. It involves a range of forums,

Rent a Volkswagen for $6.00

Per Day + Mileage
Lowest Rates In
Harvard Sgq.

Also Compacts - Sedans

Station Wagons Available
Bicycle and Ski Racks Furnished

491-7600

106 Mt. Auburn St.
At the Coolidge Bank
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from the Supreme Court to the
Mike Douglas Show,” Morrison de-
fined “public interest lawyer” as
“someone who tries to solve prob-
lems through the litigation proc-
ess.”

Morrison claimed that this ap-
proach had achieved remarkable
successes. He cited the forced re-
tirement from the Army of General
Alexander Haig after he became
White House Chief of Staff, attacks
on the use of tax monies in the 1972
Republican campaign, and a legal
battle launched against bar associ-
ation minimum fee schedules as
examples of these successes.

Remarking that, ““The gov-
ernment bureaucracy has an
amazing capacity to do bad
things,”” Morrison suggested
that multiple targets remained
for public interest lawyers. For
this reason, he said, ‘our jobs
are more fun than anything else
you can do.”

Questions addressed to the at-
torneys during a brief discussion
following their remarks indicated
some resistance to their message.
Several participants asked how the
CSRL decides which cases to un-
dertake, in response to which
Green finally admitted that “We
reflect an ideology. We are not
value-free.” A question regarding
the representation of women and
minorities among the Nader
group’s lawyers drew acknowl-
edgement that, while one fourth
were women, none were blacks.

Cox Staff Work
In BSA Lecture

Professor James Vorenberg

“Watergate: The Organization of
the Special Prosecutor’s Staff” was
the subject of an informal talk by
Professor James Vorenberg behind
the closed doors of the Root Room
last week.

Vorenberg, who served during
the summer as special deputy to
Watergate Special Prosecutor Ar-
chibald Cox, spoke off-the-record to
an audience in the first of a series of
faculty talks sponsored during the
academic year by the Board of Stu-
dent Advisers.

The RECORD has agreed to honor
the requests of faculty speakers
who wish their remarks to be kept
off-the-record.
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Text of Forum Statement

On Wednesday night, October
17, the Executive Board of the Har-
vard Law School Forum voted to
cancel its discussion on “Race Dif-
ferences in 1Q, and Dysgenics” be-
tween Roy Innis of Core and Profes-
sor William Schockley of Stanford,
which had been planned for Oc-
tober 26. Among the factors which
the Executive Board considered in
its analysis were: opinions expres-
sed by representatives of the Har-
bard Black Law Students associa-
tion, who were present for part of
the Executive Board meeting; a
feeling on the part of the board that
1t would be impossible to have an
orderly discussion given the ex-
pressions of displeasure in seg-
ments of the Harvard community;
and a feeling on the part of Board
members that the probable disrupt-
ing effects of such a program on the
community outbalanced the be-
nefit of bringing this questioned
and controversial subject to a pub-
lic and open forum.

The executive board regrets that
conditions are such at Harvard that
a free and open debate cannot be
held on any subject no matter how
irrational and pernicious that sub-
ject appears to some members of the

community. The Board wonders
how free speech, a marketplace of
ideas, and intellectual freedom can
be expected to exist anywhere if not
at a university. We hope that the
community will puzzle over why
the views of William Schockley and
Roy Innis were not met on the field
of rational argument and public
debate, but rather by expressions of
insult and affront. We hope the
Harvard community will wonder
how and why things have changed
since we presented the questioned
and controversial views of the

Younger Members’ Committee
Harvard Club of Boston
invites
HLS community, alums & their
guests
to JOLLY UP PARTIES
Ist & 3rd Mondays & Fridays
From 7 p.m. to 11 p.m.
Complete Cash Bar
at the Harvard Club House
374 Commonwealth Avenue
(near Massachusetts Avenue)
Boston, Massachusetts
Women & Men from other Clubs &

Schools also have been invited

OCTOBER 19, 1973

Soviet Ambassador Menshikov
(Oct. 24, 1958), Dr. Fidel Castro
(April 25, 1959), Dr. J.B. Rhine of
Duke (Apr. 14, 1961), Governor
Ross Barnett (Feb. 4, 1965),
Madam Ngo Dinh Nhu (Oect. 14,
1963), Malcolm X (Dec. 16, 1964),
Lt. Gen. Lewis B. Hershey (Nov. 19,
1965), Dr. Timothy Leary (Nov. 4,
1966), and even Roy Innis (Dec. 32
1969).

In this case, the realities and ex-
1gencies of a less than free intellec-
tual climate outbalanced the de-
sirability of our making a stand for
freedom of speech.

The Board notes the criticism
leveled at the qualifications of Mr.
Innis and Professor Schockley to
discuss the intended question. Yet,
1t was precisely this question which
the program was designed to ans-
wer — that of qualification. Critics
were invited to come and expose the
allegedly unqualified people and
over half of the program time was
set aside for questions from the au-
dience, giving adequate opportun-
ity for members of the Harvard
community to challenge the speak-
ers’ views. Originally, we had
planned for Innis alone, and he
pressed us to invite Schockley for a
debate. Accordingly, we did not in-
tend it to be a complete symposium
on race differences and dysgenics.
Rather, it would simply be two per-
sons giving opposing views.

The Forum is not persuaded that
any subject is morally irresponsible
and not to be brought into a public
forum for debate. Accordingly, the
Forum will especially work toward
having a program in the future on

this exact subject, with the most
qualified people obtainable on the
panel, possibly including Roy Innis
and William Schockley. In the
meantime, our belief in the un-
trammeled freedom of speech must
seem the weaker for our action to-
night, and our sleep will be trou-
bled for ¢ me time because of it.

Howard Brod Brownstein
L ’75 President,
Harvard Law School Forum

Law StudentsLeauve
For Mideast War

(Continued from Page 1)

He is now presumably in Is-
rael, although the Law School
has had no word from him since
that time.

In addition to Noam, Mitchell
Knisbacher, a 2L studying for a
Master of Arts in Law and Diplo-
macy at the Fletcher School of Law
and Diplomacy this year, is plan-
ning to leave for Israel this week to
perform agricultural work on a
Kibbutz.

Knisbacher recently returned
from spending part of the summer

in Israel, where he attended an in-
ternational congress of Jewish
Lawyers and Jurists.

Shlomo Z. Sternberg, Professor of
Mathematics at Harvard and co-
teacher with Professor Alan M.
Dershowitz of a course on law,
mathematics, and the Talmud, also
left for Israel this week.
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World Premauere

Televised Gala Opens ‘Paper Chase’

By Kermit Kubitz

The world premiere of T'he Paper
Chase gathered one of Boston’s
more motley crowds to a spectacle
Tuesday at the Sack Cinema 57
Theater which was televised by
Boston’s Channel 4, WBZ-TV. Pat
Mitchell, WBZ’s entertainment cri-
tic, interviewed the film’s director,
James Bridges, and John Hous-
man, who plays the aristocratic
Professor Kingsfield, between clips
of the film.

Among the more interesting bits
of trivia disgorged during the
half-hour televised premiere were
the fact that there have been 12
world premieres in Boston and that
Harvard Law School since its
founding in 1817 has produced 75
Senators, 200 Congressmen, 11

Supreme Court Justices, “and an
undetermined number of drop-
outs.”

The premiere, according to
Sack Vice President Alan
Frieberg (no relation to Stan),
proves that “show business is
alive and well in Boston.”
Frieberg also stated that Bos-
ton is a market of thousands of
students and that students go to
movies. Ergo, presumably, stu-
dents will go to this movie.

Especially since, as the director
noted, there are very few people
over 30 in the movie. Money
seemed to be a focal point of discus-
sion at the premiere. John Roberts,
executive director of the Civil
Liberties Union of Massachusetts,
for whose benefit the event was
staged, mentioned that his organi-

Fisher, Baxter Discuss Peace dtrategies
For Legally Anomalous Mideast Conflict

(Continued from Page 9)

involved in the war and which they
could accept without running fatal
military or political risks.

Fisher noted that the govern-
ernments of both the United
States and the Soviet Union
could serve their own political
interests by attempting to re-
solve the conflict. The Soviet
Union could gain international
prestige by acting as a
peacemaker; the United States
could similarly gain by helping
to preserve the current detente.

Turning to the role of the United
Nations, Fisher suggested that, “1
would have the Security Council
request Israel, Egypt, and Syria to
meet in New York three weeks
later for a working session” for the

| WEEKEND NEEDS

purpose of implementing Security
Council Resolution 242. That re-
solution provides for a return to the
status quo prevailing before the
1967 war, but with stable borders
for all parties and mutual recogni-
tion of each country’s territory and
sovereignty. “I think it would be a
good time to get the Arabs off their
no-face-to-face-talks position,”
Fisher said.

Fisher cautioned against calling
for an immediate ceasefire. “Every
call for immediate ceasefire in the
last 25 years of United Nations his-
tory has not worked,” because
neither side is willing to stop fight-
ing unilaterally upon receiving
word of the decision. Any ceasefire
instead should specify a definite

zation had just incurred costs of
$3000 for two appellate court
briefs.

Boston Mayor Kevin White chat-
ted briefly with Mitchell and ob-
served, “I think we’ve all chased
those papers through exams in our
lifetime.” No doubt someone al-
ways left the windows open 1n
Kevin’s examinations. Another
Boston luminary who attended was
Celtics star John Havlicek.

Sports attorney Bob Woolf,
responding to Mitchell’s com-
ment that lawyers are getting in
on the sports act, agreed. “The
athlete has almost become a
movie star. He has his own en-
tourage and a large contract.”

Written, no doubt, by the third-
year student in the film shown
commenting to a 1L, “All that stuft
about grades is true. It’s a number,
it's a letter that determines your
whole future.”

John J. Osborne, Jr., 70 ap-
peared a la Bogdanovitch in
trenchcoat and bow tie. He wrote
the novel from which the movie was
adapted, he said, “because I had a
lot of spare time and I thought law
school was an important experi-
ence.”

John Houseman, who plays
Professor Kingsfield in the film,
said that he understood the
competitive nature of the Law
School had changed “since the
Kingsfields were in charge.”

The Harvard University Band,
according to Mitchell, “added ex-
citement.”

Director Bridges mentioned that
he chose to do this movie because 1
had just been sued for $3,000,000
and had a debt to lawyers for
$26,000.”

starting time.
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