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Apathy To Public
Interest Blamed

On Lack of Jobs

By Larry Zelenak
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Judge Ka

The sad state of public interest
law at Harvard Law School was
discussed last week at a sym-
posium on “Litigation for Social
Change” sponsored by Students for
Public Interest Law and the HLS ;
Office of Placement and Counsel- Bt
ing. The symposium featured Jack B 8
Greenberg, the director of the
NAACP Legal Defense and Educa-
tional Fund, and Sid Wolinsky, the '
director of Public Advocates, Inc., ok Gl SJ
of San Francisco. Countryman urges Congressional

Greenberg and Wolinsky both inquiry into charges of misconduct

(Continued on Page 6) by Judge Kaufman.

Visiting Committee Presides;
Placid Atmosphere Prevails

By Bill Ross
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Students presented suggestions and grievances on issues ranging from
calendar reform to third-year papers to placement when the Board of
Overseers met during its annual visit to the Law School last weekend.
But students and administrators agreed that this year’s meetings be-
tween students and overseers were far calmer and more poorly attended
than were the tumultuous meetings last year.

Approximately 40 students aired suggestions and complaints at a Fri-
day morning meeting with Overseers at Harkness Commons. At an open
meeting of the Placement Subcommittee later in the day, several student
members of the Law School’s Placement Committee presented ideas and
gripes, but only one other student attended the meeting. Last year, more
than 100 students attended a general grievance meeting. Students and
administrators expressed various opinions about why most students this
year seemed oblivious to the Overseers’ presence on campus.

“It got pretty hot and heavy last year and it wasn’t that way this
year,”’ according to Ted C. Radosevich, 2L, a BSA member who

(Continued on Page 2)

Rosenberg Hearing On

an Sought

By Bob Ruxin
Questions raised by recently re-
leased FBI documents have

prompted Frofessor Vern Coun-
tryman to seek Congressional
hearings on the conduct of the
judge in the 1951 espionage trial of
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg and
Morton Sobell.

After their conviction in federal
district court, the judge, Irving R.
Kaufman, sentenced the Rosen-
bergs to death and Sobell to a 30-
year prison term.

Countryman stated in a letter
to all House and Senate
Judiciary Committee members
that if the documents obtained
last June by lawyers for the
Rosenberg’s two sons through
the Freedom of Information Act
are accurate, “it would reveal a
shocking pattern of ex parte con-
tacts with the United States At-
torney, FBI officials and others
in the Department of Justice”
beginning with the trial and
continuing through an attempt
by Sobell’s attorneys in 1966 to
obtain a trial exhibit to support
a motion for a new trial.

Countryman signed the briefs for
that unsuccessful motion and for a
1967 appeal.

Although only three Representa-
tives and one now out-of-office
Senator replied to Countryman’s
letter and several follow-ups
signed by 105 other law professors,
a subsequent letter from the
American Civil Liberties Union re-

(Continued on Page 9)




Overseers’ Meetings Neither Hot Nor Heavy

(Continued from Page 1)

spoke at Friday morning’s
meeting. “Student attendance
was much higher last year when
there was a formal grievance
session rather than an informal
meeting as there was this year. I
believe that the Overseers pur-
posely may have changed the
format to defuse student input.
Most students believed that this
year’s meeting was an in-
adequate substitute for what we
had last year.” Radosevich at-
tributed apparent student disin-
terest to lack of publicity about
the Overseers’ visit.

But Timothy J. Howard, 3L, who
was 1nvited to sit in on the Library
Subcommittee meeting, said that
the visit may have been better pub-
licized this year.

“There is more student-Overseer
contact than there was in the past,”
Howard said. “They [the Over-
seers] seemed to make more of an
effort to invite students to sit in on
Committee meetings this year
than they did last year. It’s impres-
sionistic, but there just seems to be
a more open attitude this year.”

Some 3L’s suggested that
there was less participation this
year because the Law School
has made strides in remedying
some of last year’s major griev-
ances.

Asst. Dean Alfred C. W. Daniels
said, “I don’t know how to reckon
with the fact that there was less
involvement by students this
year.”

During their annual visit to the
Law School, the Overseers discuss
matters of general concern with
students and faculty members. A
group of subcommittees devote
special attention to different topics

"Attendance was much
higher last year when
there was a formal
grievance session. . . .1
believe that the Ouverseers
purposely may have
changed the format to
defuse student input.”

Availability of Legal Services and
Related Matters, the Graduate
Program, and Placement. Sub-
committee meetings, like all other
Overseer proceedings, are con-
ducted in closed sessions, but this
year the Legal Services subcommit-
tee was open and the Placement
subcommittee was also open for an
hour. The Overseers’ visit ended
Saturday after Dean Albert M.
Sacks delivered his annual “State
of the School” address to Overseers
at a closed session.

Following annual custom, the
Board will issue a report to the
Law School administration in
which it will make comments
and suggestions growing out of
its visit, according to Daniels.
Dean Sacks will then write a
companion memo replying to
the Board’s concerns, Daniels
sald. These reports in the past
have been confidential, al-
though for the past two years

e

. . this year, there is a
big push for calendar
reform, but the
committees dealt with
subjects like the

each year. This year’s subcommit- Iib rary 2

tees were entitled the Library, the
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Judge Edward T. Gignoux,
Board chairman, has chosen to
release certain portions.

Radosevich said he hopes that
this year’s Overseers’ Report will
note some of the student concerns
expressed at Friday's meetings.
But he said he doubts that their
suggestions will have much im-
pact.

“The Overseers come here once a
year and our meeting with them
serves as a forum for us to vent our
frustrations. But for all the Over-
seers can do, nothing will get done
unless we can sit down and talk
with those who are here all year —
the faculty and administration.
The meeting with the Overseers
wasn't pointless, but it almost
was.”

Radosevich expressed the
opinion that students should at
least have had the chance to
spend more time meeting with
Overseers, as he contends they
did last year.

Radosevich broached this subject
at Friday morning’s meeting. Gig-
noux replied that while the Over-
seers want to hear student con-
cerns, they also have many other
matters of business to which they
must attend during their limited
time on campus. He explained that
the subcommittee system, with its
student participants, was designed
to provide an in-depth examination
of specific student concerns each
year.

But Paul Chessin, a 1L who ad-
vocated calendar reform at Fri-
day’s session, claimed that the sub-
committee topics did not even re-
flect current student concerns. “Be-
fore planning the agenda, student
opinion should be canvassed,”
Chessin said. “For example, this
year, there is a big push for calen-
dar reform, but the committees
dealt with subjects like the library
that aren’t bothering many stu-
dents.”

Chessin told the Committee
that many students would pre-
fer to take their first-semester
exams prior to Christmas vaca-
tion. Beth Emory, 3L, of the

(Continued on Page 9)
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Page Three

Hardy Haar-Haar

By Bruce Howard ]

Charles M. Haar, Brandeis Pro-
fessor of Law, tallied a 3.45 in the
all-important “Recommend to
Others” category for his vaunted
Land Use Planning course, thus
earning the bushy-browed
Antwerpian from Belgium top spot
in the “Worst Score for a Harvard
Law Professor in a non-Accounting
course” competition. Haar was re-
cently appointed to the Brandeis
chair because, like the venerable

judge, Haar no longer reads or

writes or prepares for class. Of

couldn’t tell sensitivity from a
blood clot. Sensitivity, hah! All
those snots do is sit around and
tuck in their shirts. I'd like to poke
them all in the eye at the same
time (see picture below), those
ingrates.”

When asked about the class
organization score, Haar chose
to talk about recent develop-
ments in astrology. ‘I ask you,”
he asked us, “what has been the
effect on astrology of the dis-
covery of those rings around

HLSY

Charles M. Haar: The winner and still champion.

course, the oversight is perhaps
less objectionable in Brandeis’s
case, since he is dead and no longer
receives a salary from the Law
School. Haar’'s winning perfor-
mance, according to an analysis of
the statistics in the Boy Scouts of
America course evaluation booklet,
was built on the twin pillars of
class organization (2.06) and pro-
fessor sensitivity (2.80). Since this
1s the year of the pyramid, one
might add teaching effectiveness
(2.95).

In an interview in which Mr.
Haar refused to acknowledge the
presence of our student reporter,
we asked about the professor sen-
sitivity score. “What do students
know about professor sensitivity?”
he snapped. “Those slime molds

APRIL 29, 1977

Uranus? Does that mean Scor-
pio’s will have more luck travel-
ing in August?” Later, when we
said good-bye, Haar responded,
“And as for your class organiza-
tion question, what do students
know about organization, any-
how? In fact, I'll have a few
things to say about that when
we reach the topic of ‘Land Use
Planning: Does This Subject
Exist Or Is It the Figment of the
Imagination of a Tenured Pro-
fessor?’ ”

As we left, we asked the secre-
tary about Haar’s professor sen-
sitivity score. She pointed to the
sign on the door: “Do not knock or
enter unless you are appointments
secretary for Jimmy Carter.”

HLSY
Donald T. Trautman:
Top Dog.

Donald T. Trautman, Professor
of Law, was top dog in the “Worst
Professor, Period” category, nosing
out runner-up James R. Gordley,
Ezra Ripley Thayer Teaching Fel-
low by 1/100th of a point. Traut-
man, whose name is derived from
his ancestry, which is part-human,
part-fish, racked up a 3.08 for his
infamous Accounting course, about
which Dean Sacks once commented
“Giving it one credit is too much.”
The score was built on the solid
foundation of a record 2.15 in class
interest, a 2.64 in issues emphasis,
and a 2.63 in intellectual stimula-
tion. According to comments in the
Bald Student Alliance course
evaluation booklet, one problem
with the course was the use of a
textbook so out of date that the
only copy was in the humidity-
controlled Langdell Library Trea-
sure Room. Students said even
the mimeographed up-dates of the
up-date supplement were based

on hypotheticals about Teddy
Roosevelt.
Another problem with the

course, according to the Breck
Shampoo Agency student evalua-
tion booklet, was the attitude of the
teacher, who was described as
being “not very happy teaching
this course.” Students surmised
this feeling from, among other
things, Trautman’s insistence that
a working knowledge of “that horse
manure, arithmetic” was not a pre-
requisite for the course.

When we contacted Trautman
in the coma ward of the Massa-
chusetts General Hospital, we
asked him “To what do you at-

(Continued on Page 15)
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"Public Interest” Group Aids Business St

By Andrea Brown

A new center for “public inter-
est” law has been established in
Washington, D.C. by the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce. Called the
National Chamber  Litigation
Center, Inc., it plans to represent
the private enterprise interest be-
fore courts and agencies, to conduct
legal research projects, and to hold
symposia for attorneys who prac-
tice business law, according to
Stanley T. Kaleczyc, Jr., director of
litigation for the Center.

Decrying the monopolization of
the term “public interest” by con-
sumer and environmental groups,
Kaleczyc explained that the public
interest 1s composed of multiple
interests, of which business is one.
The Center plans to defend that
interest through amicus briefs, in-
tervention in suits, and repre-
sentation of clients in suits which
might otherwise not be brought,
Kaleczyc said.

The Center, which currently
consists of two attorneys with a
third being sought, expects to
focus on labor cases and cases
involving the administrative
process. It is an expansion of
litigation efforts by the
Chamber of Commerce, which
through outside counsel has
been involved in litigation,
primarily labor, for at least ten
years.

The Center is currently repre-
senting several trade associations
in federal court in Chicago, chal-
lenging the constitutionality of
certain provisions of the campaign
finance law. “Corporations are re-
luctant to commit large amounts of
money on this sort of case. They
don’t see a balance sheet harm. It’s
expensive to litigate a case in fed-
eral court. I'm not sure the suit
would have been filed without the
Center,” Kaleczyc said.

Robert Wager, president of
Bread PAC, the bakers’ trade as-
sociation which is a plaintiff in the
suit, said he went to the Chamber
of Commerce “trying to stir some
litigation up.” He hoped that the

Chamber would put a large group
4

of parties — trade associations —
together to challenge the campaign
law’s constitutionality.

“Some of the Chamber people
were interested in pursuing the
case. Stan Kaleczyc sent a
notice to people: ‘If you’re in-
terested in suing, come to a
meeting.” About 25 associations
came, and were told what could
be done, what a suit would cost.
Some pledged money,” Wager
said.

The plaintiffs made 1nitial con-
tributions as “earnest money” last
year. Wager said that originally he
expected costs to be borne by the
plaintiffs, but since fewer groups
brought the suit than anticipated,
that is no longer feasible. Now, he
said, “We feel we have a responsi-

"If you're interested in
suing, come to a meeting.”

bility because it is ‘our case’ — the
case 1s called Bread Political Action
Committee v. Federal FElection
Commission — so it is fair that we
bear a significant amount of the
costs. But we realized that the
Chamber has an interest, too, so
the idea is to have the litigants and
the Chamber bear the cost.”

The Center received a start-up
grant from the Chamber, but will
be financed by contributions
sought from corporations. Kaleczyc
sald that plaintiffs have no obliga-
tion to help defray costs of their
sult, once the Center has decided to
handle it, although any contribu-
tions would be welcome. Con-
versely, contributors receive no
commitment from the Center that
it will represent them in litigation
they might become involved in, he
explained. Cases will be chosen for
their broad policy effects.

Reaction to the Center among
other public-interest groups has
been less than dramatic. Sev-
eral attorneys contacted took
exception to the public-interest
label the Center claims, point-
ing out that the term is gener-

ally defined as representation
of those people who are ordi-
narily not represented.

Charles R. Halpern of the Center
for Public Interest Law asked,
“Who among the Chamber of
Commerce constituency fits that
category?”

Mark Green, 70, with Congress
Watch described his reaction as
amusement. “I'd be surprised if
business lacks the expertise and
money now to file their own law-
suits and had to concoct a center to
do i1t for them. But imitation 1s the
sincerest form of flattery. If busi-
ness 1s 1mitating the public-
interest model, we must be doing
something right.”

Ronald Zumbrun is President
and Legal Director of the
Pacific Legal Foundation, a
conservative litigation group
which defended a challenge to
the Trident nuclear submarine
program, argued before for-
mer Transportation Secretary
William T. Coleman, '46, to allow
the Concorde to land in the U.S,,
and worked on welfare fraud
and reform in Illinois, among
other things.

Zumbrun welcomes the new
Center, but emphasized that it rep-
resents business. “It’s important to
make it clear what you are. You
shouldn’t say you are the voice of
business when you fund-raise, and
then say that you are not — that
you are the ‘public interest’ —
when you are in court.”

No one appeared to see the new
business-oriented center as a
threat to the interest he repre-
sents. Alan B. Morrison, 66, the
head of Ralph Nader’s litigation
group, said, “If theyre going to
monitor government to see that it’s
not violating the law, they have
the same duty to do so as I have. I
don’t think it will make much dif-
ference.”

Green summarized the gen-
eral reaction when he added, *'I
assume there will be a compar-
able amount of anti-consumer
litigation and lobbying with dif-
ferent names on the brief or
memo.”’
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‘Students Preparing Reviews

“Of Dishonorable Discharges

y By Charles C. Jordan

For some Americans, the South-
t east Asian war is not yet over. Vet-
. erans of the Viet Nam era still are
contesting the brand of less than
honorable discharges they received
®as a result of incidents in Viet
' Nam. And in the wake of new re-
' view procedures instituted by the
L Department of Defense for such
challenges, the Law School’s
Committee on Military Justice
(CMJJ) is gearing up to handle an
sunprecedented number of so-called
“discharge upgrade” cases.

Ralph C. Thomas, the 2L in charge
of the CM.J’s discharge review proj-
®ect, explained why the CMdJ has
decided to handle an increased
case-load in the discharge upgrade
i area. “The effect of any less than
honorable discharge,” said
Thomas, “is ineligibility for VA
benefits and unemployability for
wlife.”

During the Viet Nam war, the
- number of these discharges
- swelled because, for one reason
» or another, soldiers challenged
those in positions of authority.
As Thomas recalled (he spent
some time in Viet Nam during
| the war), discharges like these
" “"became a very politicized sub-
\ ject.”
. In addition to the increased
number of less than honorable dis-
charges, recent events have given
challengers procedural advantages
» that they never had before. For
~ example, the Discharge Review
' Board, an administrative board
formerly based in Washington,
* D.C., is now travelling around the
' country. Veterans who were once
 constrained to argue their cases
| through the mails now may appear
" in person. And as a part of his am-
nesty program, President Carter
has proposed more lenient
» guidelines applicable only to Viet
Nam-era candidates for upgrade.
Finally, the discharge upgrade
cause gained momentum when the

' APRIL 29, 1977
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Ralph C. Thomas and CM<J are
working on discharge upgrade pro-

gram.

Urban Law Institute of Antioch
College of Law sued the Depart-
ment of Defense, alleging that the
Discharge Review Board made ar-
bitrary decisions. The Board, which
had not in the past reduced its deci-
sions to writing, was ordered to
make, at minimum, a “statement of
contentions” of the veteran seeking
relief, and to address itself in writ-
ing to each upgrade argument pre-
sented by the veteran.

According to Thomas, the

Discharge Review Board will

probably be at the Law School
next October. Between now and
then the CMd is offering a series
of Discharge Review Board
training sessions for Harvard
students and other veterans’
representatives in the Boston
area. The training sessions have
featured presentations by ad-
vocates, both lawyers and non-
lawyers, who are experienced
in handling discharge-upgrade
cases.

In handling a typical up-
grade case, the advocate 1s ex-
pected to interview the veteran on
whose behalf he or she will appear,
order the relevant records from the
Military Record Center, and re-
search and write a brief for the Re-
view Board's consideration. At the
hearing, the advocate will examine
the veteran, and the Board mem-
bers are expected to cross-examine.
The training sessions are designed
to minimize the time spent learn-
ing to cope with an unfamiliar set-
ting.

First-year students may repre-
sent veterans before the Review
Board, and those interested in vet-
erans’ representation need not be
CM.J members. Students who are
interested in handling a discharge
upgrade case next October should
sign up at the CMJ office, or attend
the next training session tenta-
tively set for May 2.

Florida may not have liked the ERA, but the John Stuart Mill Society
does. The Society's bake sale last week raised several hundred dollars to

support the ERA.
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Litigators Cite Rewards of Public Interest

(Continued from Page 1)

discussed the question of what
should be happening at HLS to
prepare students for public interest
law. “The students I've talked to
here didn’t think the school was
being positive towards public
interest law,” Greenberg re-
marked. “In fact, they thought the
school was discouraging it, if any-
thing.” He explained that he felt
the fault lay not so much with law
schools as with society, pointing
out that jobs in precedent-making
public interest law are extremely
scarce. In the entire country there
are only about 600 such jobs —

about as many as the number of

students in one HLS class.

Wolinsky added that he had
been very discouraged by what
the students had told him about
the school’s indifference to pub-
lic interest law. “If you can’t do
it here, where can you do it?” he
asked. “I think the students, fa-
culty, and administration have
to ask themselves some hard
questions about why the hell
they're here.”

He stressed not only the social
benefits of public interest law, but
also the rewards it offers the
lawyer. “1 recommend you get spe-

litigation.
6

cial permission to attend the next
fifteenth year reunion of a Harvard
Law class,” he suggested. “I re-
cently went to the reunion of my
Yale class, expecting a good time,
and I was shocked at how unhappy
everyone was. They gave new
meaning to the word alienation.
All they could talk about was how
miserable their work was.”

However, Wolinsky continued,
the practice of law doesn’t have to
be that way at all. “Every public
interest case I've handled has been
fun and intellectually challenging.
They make most of the high-
powered Beverly Hills cases I used
to do look like stuff done by a
plumber.”

Financing public interest law
iIs not always easy, Wolinsky
admitted, but he mentioned
several possible sources of
money:

Foundations: “The day of fund-
ing the general public interest law
firm with foundation money is
probably over, but it’s still possible
to get grants for specialized proj-
ects.”

Of government-funded legal ser-
vices, Wolinsky said, “Too often
this is viewed as low-status work. 1
can assure you that even in a poor
legal services office you will get

Jack Greenberg and Sid Wolinsky are really excited about public interest

work at least as challenging as

what you’ll get in a Wall Street
firm.”

Another possible source is
judicially awarded attorneys’
fees. “Statutes provide for the
awarding of such fees in many
types of cases; they're just wait-
ing for someone to take advan-
tage of them,” Wolinsky said.

Both men briefly described their
careers 1n public interest law. Al-
though Greenberg has successfully
argued more than thirty cases be-
fore the Supreme Court, including
Brown v. Board of Education
(1954), he focused on some of his
less successful efforts, in order to
show some of the many pitfalls in
the way of law-reform litigation.

He mentioned the effort of the
Legal Defense Fund to abolish the
power of courts to require bail of
indigents. “We failed,” he said,
‘partly because we chose a lousy
client, and partly because we didn’t
have any acceptable substitute
which a court could impose without
legislative authorization.”

As another example, he de-
scribed the attempt to use three
or four of the hundreds of free-
dom riders arrested in Jackson,
Mississippi, as test cases, thus
eliminating the terrible burden
of trying each case individually.

Greenberg recalled: “We went
down to Jackson to talk with the
lawyer of one freedom rider who
had been found guilty, to discuss
appealing his client’s conviction as
a test case. He admitted trying
each case individually was awfully
time-consuming, but he was mak-
Ing a lot of money that way, and
didn’t want to lose it by using a test
case.”

Greenberg also told a story to
make the point that law-reform
litigation is often simply inappro-
priate to the client’s needs. “One
day an office boy in the Legal De-
fense Fund was arrested for grand
larceny right in the office. We were
stunned. None of us fancy lawyers
had ever seen an arrest before. We
contacted him at the jail and of-

(Continued on Next Page)
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Public
Interest

(Continued from Page 6)

fered to help, but he turned us
down. The next morning, much to
our surprise, he was back in the
office. We asked what had hap-
pened, and he explained it had
been a simple dispute with his girl
friend about a diamond ring. He
had called a legal aid lawyer, who
had gotten him released almost
immediately. When we asked why
he had refused our help, he said,
“But I didn’t want to go to the Su-
preme Court. I just wanted to get
out of jail.”

Wolinsky, who has won every
case he has ever tried as a pub-
lic interest lawyer, including

Serrano v. Priest (the 1971 Califor-

nia case holding the financing

of public schools through prop-
erty taxes unconstitutional),

explained that the philosophy
of his firm is somewhat different
from that of the NAACP Legal

Defense Fund.

“Litigation is our atomic
bomil o .. ..

“At Public Advocates we're not
so interested in test case litiga-
tion,” he remarked. “We view liti-
gation as an instrument for social
change, but for us litigation 1s just
one part of a total package. We do
lobbying, community organization,
harrassment of bureaucracies, and
so on. It’s a more overtly political
approach than just bringing test
cases. Litigation is our atomic
bomb: we don’t like to use it unless
we absolutely have to.”

He described as typical of his or-
ganization’s methods its successful
attempt to force manufacturers to
develop safer intra-uterine devices.
He explained: “We filed an admin-
istrative petition (that’s something
we more or less made up, so you
may not find it in your form book)
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Orders must be placed by June 1.

A Reminder

TO ORDER YOUR
CAPS & GOWNS EARLY

RENTALS

Bachelor's Cap & Gown $7.50 Hood $7.00
Master's Cap & Gown $8.00 Hood $7.50
Doctor’s Cap & Gown $8.50 Hood $8.00

[$5.00 cash deposit required on pick-up]

Please specify height, weight, chest measurement, cap size and degree.

IF PURCHASED:
Master's Cap & Gown

Doctor’s Cap & Gown

ECONOMY CAPS & GOWNS

$18.00
$30.00

Orders taken in Men's Suit Dept., 2nd Floor

Hood $10.00

Hood $12.00

30¢ eaq.

GRADUATION ANNOUNCEMENTS

Embossed letter engraved with school seal.
25 for $7.00

Oftice Supplies — Mezzanine

100 for $25.00

HARVARD SQUARE
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with the California Health De-
partment, and raised all the politi-
cal ruckus we could. Eventually
the Health Department issued a
set of tough new regulations. The
real victory in that case was not
ours, but the women’s organiza-
tions’ that were our clients. That
victory increased their political
power tremendously, and they’ve
since moved on to other issues.”

"At 8 P. M. tonight, three pow-
erhouse teams will vie for the cov-
eted championship trophy at the
2nd Annual Harvard Law School
Trivia Contest.

Vice-Dean Bruce has graciously
sprung for refreshments (to wit, a
keg of beer), and the organizers
promise that a good time will be had

by all spectators.
8 P. M., tonight, the Ames Court-

| room . . . be there!




Abbreviate your life.

It's something you really should do right now, while you're living
or working in Massachusetts. Take advantage of some of the lowest
cost life insurance available anywhere in the country . . . Massachusetts
Savings Bank Life Insurance (or S.B.L.I. as we abbreviate it).

When you consider that Cambridge Savings Bank has written
over $100,000,000 worth of life insurance without using one out-
side life insurance salesman, you know it has to be a good deal.

So call Cambridge Savings soon at 864-8700 and ask us to
abbreviate your life . . . to low-cost S.B.L.I.

Cambrridge
Member FDIC gé]Wﬁ[m@jSBa.1k

HARVARD LAW RECORD




. Rosenberg COhdUCT Heorings \ Overseers

(Continued from Page 1)

cently brought a response from
Rep. Peter Rodino (D-N.J.), House
Judiciary Committee Chairman.

In a letter to ACLU chairper-
son Norman Dorsen, '53, Rodino
wrote that a Judiciary sub-
committee would include ex parte
(out of court) contact in planned
hearings on judicial relation-
ships, according to Dorsen.

“We're more interested in the
generic problem than the particu-
lar case.” Dorsen said Monday. He
said the ACLU did not vote on a
proposed resolution “that would
have looked toward impeachment.”

Simon Rifkind, a New York at-
torney and chairman of an Ameri-
can Bar Association subcommittee
formed in part to “counteract un-
warranted criticism” of Kaufman,
called the situation “a storm 1n a
teapot generated by Professor
Countryman, who wants to pursue
his hobby.” He noted that neither
his four-member panel, acting by
telephone and mail, nor a Commit-
tee of the Association of the Bar of
New York, found any impro-
prieties.

Rifkind, a former colleague of
Kaufman and long-time suppor-
ter of his conduct, said Monday,
*“At the time I was on the bench,
it was regarded as not only
proper, but appropriate and
useful to haveex parte contact —
only with respect to sentences
— with people on both sides.” In
defending the merits of such
contact, he said it was “a wide-
spread practice throughout the
country.”

Countryman believes that no ex

parte contact between the judge

and either side’s attorneys in civil
or criminal cases should be al-
lowed.

In addition, he said recently,
“the trial judge ought to keep his
hands out of the way cases are
handled on appeal after they leave
his jurisdiction.” The FBI papers
obtained by Countryman indicate
that during the appeal process
Kaufman urged the Justice De-
partment to “push the matter vig-
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orously” in an effort to get a Su-
preme Court decision before it ad-
journed for the summer of 1953.

The trial judge, Countryman
said, “should not rule on later
motions for new trials as he did
in this case.”

If the papers are accurate, Coun-
tryman said, Kaufman “lied” in
court about whether he had asked
for a recommendation from the
prosecutor for sentencing. “Judge
Kaufman announced in open court
that due to the gravity of the case
he was not asking for recom-
mendations,” Countryman said.
But, he noted, one of the FBI
documents, a letter from the prose-
cutor, former United States Attor-
ney Irving Saypol, states that on
Kaufman’s request, Saypol found
that Justice Department officials
were divided on what the sentence
should be and that Kaufman asked
him not to make a sentencing rec-
ommendation.

When asked about Country-
man’s allegation, Rifkind replied,
“There’s nothing in those papers to
suggest any such thing.”

Countryman wants Congress
to question Kaufman and the
authors of the FBI letters and
memoranda under oath. “Since
the standard defense offered
by Judge Rifkind is that every-
body’s doing what Judge Kauf-
man was doing, I think Con-
gress ought to enact some stan-
dards about how judges should
behave,” Countryman said.

Twelve other HLS professors
signed Countryman’s letter. Sev-
eral of those who refused told
‘ountryman they did not want
Congress to investigate judges.

“I'm concerned about it, but
there isn’t any other place to go,”
Countryman said. He emphasized
that Rifkind and members of the
New York bar committee that de-
fended Kaufman practice before
Kaufman. ‘

Dorsen said that many of the
ACLU members also hesitated
to endorse “a precedent that
could lead to investigation of
judges for ignoble reasons.”

(Continued from Page 2)

Women’s Law Association ex-
pressed the concerns of women
law students, especially the
need for more female faculty
members. Charles E. Bachman,
3L, of the BSA urged revision of
the third year paper require-
ment procedures.

The Placement Committee’s open
meeting primarily addressed itself
to the problem of covert discrimi-
nation against women and racial
minorities by firms that interview
at the Placement office. Students
told Chairman William T. Cole-
man. '46, former Secretary of
Transportation, about the dimen-
sions of the problem and outlined
possible remedies. Some students
advocated the creation of a sepa-
rate office to monitor complaints,
but several participants argued
that the establishment of such an
office might be more trouble than it
is worth. Students also outlined a
plan for keeping files on employers
against whom complaints have
been filed in order that the admin-
istration could confront them with
a demand for changes if a pattern
of discrimination emerged.

According to Lorraine S. Blair,
3L, a student member of the
Placement Committee, students
also told the subcommittee that the
Committee needs a clearer defini-
tion of its purpose. “The Placement
('ommittee would be more efficient
if our authority were spelled out,”

(Continued on Page 16)

#

Dorsen, a professor at NYU Law
School, said that the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Society of American
Law Teachers, had the Kaufman
topic on its agenda at a recent
meeting but took no position.

The 12 other Harvard signers
were Derrick A. Bell, Gary G. Bel-
low. Victor Brudney, John H. Ely,
Morton J. Horwitz, Lance Lieb-
man. Oliver Oldman, Richard D.
Parker. David L. Shapiro, Law-
rence H. Tribe, James Vorenberg,
and Lloyd L. Weinreb.
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Judge Not, Lest Ye . . .

Both Vern Countryman and the ACLU urge Congress to investigate the
conduct of Federal judge Irving R. Kaufman during the Rosenberg-Sobell
espionage trial. Countryman implies that Kaufman’s alleged ex parte
dealings with the FBI and prosecution before sentencing constituted
exceptional and improper judicial behavior. He is most anxious for an
investigation by Congress of “the propriety of conduct of one who is one of
our highest judicial officers.” The ACLU is not terribly concerned about
Kaufman'’s particular case, since it feels that such ex parte dealings are
common practice. They want Congress to concentrate on that practice
and to prohibit it.

While Countryman and the ACLU are concerned about the possible
consequences of Congressional involvement in judicial conduct, Coun-
tryman points out the problem which often plagues trial attorneys: it can
be hazardous to a lawyer’s practice to attack judges. The organized bar
understands this well. The Association of the Bar of the City of New York
(Kaufman’s home base) officially declined to investigate Kaufman’s al-
legedly improper conduct. The ABA set up a subcommittee to defend
Kaufman against attacks on his reputation.

The documents which triggered this brouhaha, if accurate, show a
judge who became obsessed with the case he had heard, taking a prose-
cutor’s interest in the outcome of motions and appeals after he had
sentenced the defendants, an interest which continued at least until
1974. Considering that the Rosenberg trial was one of the most publicized
and spectacular of the century, it is understandable that one of the major
participants remains so concerned. But did Kaufman’s interest begin to
resemble that of the prosecutor during the trial?

The FBI file casts no light on that question. And the file should not be
given more respect than it deserves; it is hearsay, often three times
removed, and sometimes unattributed. But the issue which Countryman,
et al. are addressing remains: even assuming the standards applicable to
the conduct of judges could be agreed upon, how will they be enforced?
Litigators, those who are in the best position to witness judicial impropri-
ety, are in the worst position to report their observations.

The bar associations have taken a stand in the Kaufman matter by
their refusals to investigate. Countryman and the ACLU urge Congress
to get into the act. Whoever assumes responsibility eventually, it is our

fervent hope that they will not simply perpetuate the status quo: an
uneasy ignorance.

r
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I Fenno l

Fenno was seated in Langdell reading
room, about to pen ultimate paragraphs for
the year. A 3L sat down beside him. “Some
year,” his friend said.

Fenno nodded, and leaned back in his
chair. "Don’t you feel good now that it's
almost over?”

“Don’t ever let yourself feel good around
here,” the 3L replied bitterly. “You'll get
slapped down pretty quickly. Just this
morning those bastards at the Review told
me they wouldn’t publish my third-year
paper after all.”

“What? That trenchant analysis of Re-
statement 2d of Widows and Orphans you did
for Westfall? Some of your suggestions
for screwing clients were startlingly
original. I was sure when he gave you
his highest grade ever, a B—, that you
wouldn’t have any trouble.”

“That was the problem. When the editors
discovered such egregious grade inflation,
they jealously shot me down. They also
claimed I was two months out of date, since
whenever | mentioned a lawyer I referred to
him as her.”

“Have you finished your Business
Planning memo?”

“That,” the 3L shrugged, “is a little be-
hind schedule. I had to wait for Carter’s
energy proposal before I could calculate the
impact of deregulation of domestic oil on the
proposed Mass. No-fault Divorce Law.
Those are troubled waters.”

“I noticed the Supreme Court is al-
ready cooperating with Carter. They
just announced a brand spanking new
program for saving fuel in public
schools. When the kids get cold, the
teachers just bounce them around.”

"That case was clearly decided on the
merits. After the Justices heard descrip-
tions of Herwitz's class, it was easy to con-
vince them that mere paddling wasn’t cruel
and unusual.”

Fenno scratched his head. “From
reading the course evaluations, I guess
it's the only way some professors can
make a hit in class.”

“I should look on the bright side,” the 3L
said. “"Only one more Estate Planning class.
Casner promised the last classes would be
less technical. He's having us read some
popular treatments in the field: How to
Avoid Probate and Against our Wills.”

“Yes, I've heard other professors have
had a tough time filling the last few
weeks. Friedenthal’'s been using old
evidence jokes in Civil Procedure — a
clear violation of the Dead Man’s Rule.”

“I'm dead, Fenno, if I don’t finish my Pro-
fessional Responsibility paper. See you la-
ter.”

Fenno glanced up as the 3L left.
“Don’t worry about the Review turning
you down. I'm sure Yale will accept it if

you change the title to ‘Lawyer as
Fiend-l "
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Letters to the Editor of the RECORD

Alum Nixes Joke Ish;
Will RECORD Survive?
To

Mr. Hamilton Jordan, Editor
Mr. Charles C. Jordan, Editor

Gentlemen:

[ have received my copy of the HARVARD
Law REcorD of April 1, 1977, and I am ap-
palled by it. I do not know to which of you two
my comments following shall apply, but 1
intend it to apply only to that one of you who
is responsible for the condition about which 1
object below.

The smugness, the snidness [sic], the doc-
trinaire postures of that publication disgust
me. I think the Harvard Law School should
not be used to perpetrate such drivel on the
Harvard community. The article “Editorial
Talent Decried; Law Record In Disarray?”
bespeaks the objectionable characteristics
about which I complain, whichever of you (if
either of you) is responsible for such misuse
of the RECORD.

Harvard has had its share of deficient
intellectual, moral and ethical postures;
and more than its share of bad taste,
such as this edition of the HARVARD LAW
RECORD reflects. I don’t know which of
you two is responsible for such a dis-
graceful performance (if either of you)
but whosoever is responsible has done
a disservice to the Law School.

Harvard Law School will survive this
issue of the HARvVARD LAW RECORD; but will
the HARVARD LAwW RECORD survive its 1rre-
sponsible attitudes? I hope it will. Meantime,
[ am dismayed by the misuse which has
been made of the HARVARD LAW RECORD,
and the depths of degradation to which it
has been brought. If either of you 1s respon-
sible, I hope you will mend your ways. If

neither of you is responsible, forgive my in-
trusion on your time,

Frank L. Kozol, '27
Boston, Mass.

SFF Welcomes
Alumni Support

To the Editor:
The Board of Directors of Student Funded

Fellowships would like to take this oppor-
tunity to thank Greg Lynch for his en-
couraging letter (April 5). Although we
have not actively solicited pledges from

LaW Nofes

April 28 — Dr.

Thursday, Hunter

Thompson, Gonzo Journalist, formerly of
Rolling Stone, and author, 8 p.m., Ames

Courtroom, $2.00 admission.
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alumni, SFF, of course, heartily welcomes
their contributions.

SFF is still a very young organization.
This year our fund-raising campaign was
extended to the faculty. The Board hopes to
expand its annual fund drive even further
next year. Approaching alumni certainly
seems to be one of the best possibilities.
Members of the Board have met with Dean
Sacks to discuss what arrangements would
be most feasible. With his help we hope to be
able to reach more potential contributors
next year.

Just to set the RECORD straight: al-
though closely associated with the BSA,
Student Funded Fellowships is an inde-
pendent, non-profit organization. At
present there are no BSA members on
the SFF board.

Norm Abrams
President, SFF

But April 1 Is
April Fools™ Day

To the Editor:

Congratulations on your April Fool's
Issue of April 15, 1977, especially “Trans-
fers Allowed for ‘Significant Relation-
ships.’” It is truly marvelous how clever
writing can convince a reader that the ab-
surd has, in fact, occurred. I also commend
Andrea Brown on her restraint and
tastefulness in declining to indulge in obvi-
ous speculations about how one might prove

the “length, seriousness, and exclusivity” of

a relationship and “the frequency of visits.”

Sydelle Pittas, '75
Winchester, Massachusetts

There Are Other

Reviews. Too

To the Editor:

Thank you for the fine April 15 article on
the "other law reviews” at the Law School.

There is one mistake in reference to us
which we feel needs clarification in the next
issue. We are not the only environmental
law review which is national in scope. There
are several and they will rightfully be of-
fended to see that statement. We are the
only environmental law review which is an
annual review of the previous year’s de-
velopments in the field.

Thank you for making this correction.

Linda Clark
Staff Assistant

RECORD Impresses
Atlantic Community

To the Editor:

Readers on both sides of the Atlantic are
impressed with the RECORD's coverage of the
vexing problem of obscenity and civil liber-
ties.

Over the years, the courts have devoted
much effort to trying to determine whether
a publication was intrinsically porno-
graphic and offensive by prevailing “commu-
nity standards,” thus giving the state power
to act. This misses the point of what are the
essential concerns of the community.

The community has the right to pro-
tect itself and its children from open as-
sault by pornography and violence. It is
the manner of display and sale which is
of community concern. The presenta-
tion of a magazine at child-hand level at
the front of a newsstand is of far more
community concern than what lies be-
tween the covers. The community has
no essential interest in the quiet content
of any publication or in the taste and
opinion of individual readers and
writers. The state has no right to censor
any publication for its content alone.

If the courts would observe this distinc-
tion, they could better protect both the
rights of the community and the rights of
the individual under the full strength of the

First Amendment.

Anthony Piel '63
Crassy Divonne,
France

(Letters Cont. on Page 12)

SPORTS QUIZ

These questions were asked in the open-
ing round and semi-finals of the HLS Trivia
Contest. The final round will be at 8:00 to-
night in the Ames Courtroom.

1. Who holds the major league record for
most pinch-hits in a season?

2. Who won the first Masters golf tourna-
ment?

3. Which major leaguer holds the record for
most at-bats in a season?

4. Name the Olympic sprinter signed by an
NFL team in the same year that Bob Hayes

was signed.
5. Where is the Hambletonian (harness

race) held?
6. Who led the NFL in pass receptions the

most times?

7. Who is Cathy Rigby’s husband? (Editor’s
bonus: By how much does Rigby’s height
exceed her husband’s chest measurement?)

(Answers on Page 15)
1



Just Strohl-ing
Through the Park

To the Editor:

Every place has its rite of spring; at Har-
vard Law School, it is recrimination. Our
radicals, in a final ideological binge before
trundling off to the boring sobriety and
bourgeois respectability which our major
law firms offer, attack HFLS as repressive,
impersonal, unresponsive to the needs of its
students, and so forth, and declare that it
can be saved only by becoming a gigantic,
consciousness-raising, orgasmic-organic
PIRG, open to all influences in our society
except Gallo wine, non-union lettuce and
Mr. William F. Buckley, Jr.

There are also those brave but benighted
defenders of the status quo, guarding iso-
lated outposts on an abandoned f{ront,
doomed to perform a thankless task and to
vanish unmourned from the battlefield. Fi-
nally, there is a third group, the sanest and
most sympathetic perhaps, the members of
which are content to repose beneath the
shadow of the Harvard oak, where they
chew their cud in silence.

Yet, all these points of view, while
they possess some merit, are beside the
point in the final analysis. Harvard Law
School is a failure, albeit a splendid one,
not because of its faculty, the alumni, or
even — God forbid! — the wicked
capitalist system, but with the student
body. And not for the reasons com-
monly given: it would be positively re-
freshing if law students were more av-
aricious. They would certainly do little
good, but they could not do much harm,
either. As Dr. Johnson once observed,
“Men are seldom so innocently em-
ployed as they are in the making of
money."

No, what concerns me is the intellectual
provincialism and lack of imagination
which pervades the student body. The most
striking symptom of this disease is the pro-
gressivism which discolors student thought.
It is not its content that disturbs me; politi-

Sef

Astaire and Rogers they're not. But these HLS students cut the rug in fine
style at the final class of the Free University Ballroom Dancing course. »

cal progressivism is merely appalling, and
Harvard students are generally cured of it
by experience and self-interest if not the
promptings of wisdom. Rather, I am dis-
turbed by the unreflecting, complacent way
in which such drivel is touted as self-evident
truth. Minority groups, third-world nations,
consumer advocates and environmentalists
are automatically good and virtuous;
ethnics, the United States, businessmen
and corporations are automatically wicked

and depraved. Doubtless such a view of

things has considerable power to console
and inspire, but we should not be blind to
the fact that it has all the realism and moral
complexity of Batman Comics.

Even this passion for clear but false ideas

would not be alarming if the graduates of

this place were destined for obscure and un-
important positions in our society, such as
the editorial board of The Nation. Yet Har-
vard Law alumni will occupy responsible
posts as legislators, educators and judges,
and thus they will have considerable power
for good or ill. If the 20th century has taught

premiums as low as possible.

Mass. auto insurance,
explained.

Mass. automobile insurance can get a little complicated.
And If you're under 25, it can get expensive.
We'll simplify things. And we'll help you keep your

W.T. Phelan & Co.

Insurance Agency, Inc.

11 Dunster St., Harvard Square (next to the Holyoke Center).
876-0876. Representing Aetna, Travelers, Hartford.

us anything, it is this: that power must be
guided by reason, not rite, formula or incan-
tation. I fear that a good many of my fellow s
students believe that their purity of heart
permits them to disregard this lesson. As a
consequence, our society shall suffer greatly
in the near future, wracked by wars be-

tween self-righteous reformers and an un- !
repentant citizenry. I am distressed not be-
cause people think social engineering is
right, but because they cannot conceive of L

Its being wrong.

I don’t believe for a moment that the
message of this letter is a popular one,
or that terribly many people here will
take it seriously, let alone agree with it. ¢
Yet 1 wrote it because I have some
modest personal stake in Harvard Law
School, the legal profession, and the
United States, and I should hate to ;
stand by silently as I watch all three
crumble before my eyes,

Paul Strohl, Jr., 3L
Cambridge, Mass.

Fine Moroccan Dining .:_;jf} ¢
Sunday Brunch - -
Liquor Served

88 Winthrop St
Harvard SBg
Cambridge
H47-8351

CLABSBICAL GUITAR
TUES. EVES. By JOHN JERVIS
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Graduating Students, Officers & Faculty
How to join

The Harvard Club
of New York City.

On Friday, April 29, 1977, graduating students, Officers and the faculty of
Harvard College and the Graduate Schools can arrange to join The Harvard
Club of New York City easily and conveniently. Without leaving Cambridge.

Members of the Admissions and Membership Committees will be in Cam-
bridge. Candidates for Club membership will be proposed, seconded and
interviewed in one efficient and easy session. Requirements for supporting
letters, etc., are waived for this once-a-year event.

Information about the Club will be available and Committee members will
fry to answer any questions you may have concerning membership. For
example. You don‘t have to live in New York City to be a member. Resident
members live or work within a 50-mile radius of N.Y.C. Non-resident mem-

bers don't, and pay lower dues. (Undergraduates are not eligible for mem-
bership).

Now that you know how to join The Harvard Club of New York City, here's
where you go about doing so:

Place: Hasty Pudding Clubhouse
12 Holyoke Street

Time: 11:00 a.m. - 5:30 p.m.
Date: Friday, April 29, 1977
No appointment necessary.

The Harvard Club of New York City
27 West 44th St., New York, N.Y. 10036
[212] 682-4600

-
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Hardy Haar-Haar

(Continued from Page 3)

tribute your last place finish
last semester?” “Simple,”
Trautman answered, “Country-
man was on sabbatical.”

The REcorD was unable to obtain
a picture of the elusive James R.
Gordley, Ezra Ripley Thayer
Teaching Fellow, who earned a
second-place finish with a 3.09 in
his Comparative Civil Law course.
In fact, Gordley has such a low
profile that he has been on the
Cambridge police missing-persons
list since October. The 18 students
in his class gave him poor grades in
spite of the fact that they had never
met him. As one student put it,
“We heard he was the worst
teacher since Ezra Ripley Thayer,
so we flunked him.”

The main problem  with
Gordley’s course, according to
comments in the Beef Stew Au
Gratin student evaluation book-
let, was his emphasis on the

theoretical at the expense of the
practical, or even the actual. Part
One of the course centered on the
question: “We may kick a rock, but
can we know that our pain exists?”
When contacted in the Twilight
Zone, Gordley attributed his airi-
ness to his education at the Uni-
versity of Chicago, where he
earned an A.B. and an M.B.A. by
teaching balloons to deflate.

SUBLETS

4 bdrm, 2 porches, furn., park., pets
o.k. $395 w/option to renew. 102
Line St. (arnd the corner from
Legal Seafood). 661-5708.

1 bdrm, living room, k., tile bath. In
ultra-secure, owner-occupied bldg
on Rindge Ave., 15-min. walk to
Harvard. Furn. $175/mo., no util.
6/77-9/77. 661-4968 or 354-6807

eves.

1 bdrm, parking, near Inman, 15 min.
to Yard. $250 incl. heat, June
15-Aug. 31. 492-5491.

A New
concept

in Bar Reviews...

Josephson’s Bar Review Center of America (BRC), the na-
tion’s most successful bar reviewer, will offer a complete sub-
stantive and writing course for the 1977 Massachusetts bar exam.

With the assistance of such top law professors as Paul Bator
of Harvard (visiting professor at Northeastern), Arthur R. Miller
of Harvard and Bob Berry of Boston College, BRC will offer a
comprehensive course geared to the precise needs of Massachusetts

bar applicants

all in seven weeks.

BRC is the premier course in California, Florida, Michigan,
New Jersey, and Pennsylvania because it utilizes the talents of
the most outstanding law teachers in the nation to deliver on
both the substantive and exam-taking requirements of each
exam., We hope you will look us over before you decide on a

bar review course.

MASSACHUSETTS

John Audick, State Director, Kenmore Square, 677 Beacon Street
Room 201, Boston, Massachusetts 02215, 617/267-5452

APRIL 29, 1977

4 Columbia law stdnts seek 1 male
rmmate, Riverside Ave., 20 min.
to Wall Street, private bdrm,
$166.30. 498-2654.

3 bdrm, furn, parking. 8 min. walk

HLS. 4 Beckwith Circle #2,
Somerville. 354-2512 or 661-0151.

1 bdrm furn. at Soldiers Field Park.
June-Aug. 492-8148 after noon.

2 bdrm furn. 15 min. from Harvard
Square. $260. June 5-Sept. 1. A/C,
Off-street parking. 776-4862.

3 bdrm unf. near Inman Square.
$400. 492-3445.

1 bdrm furn, 30 Irving St. #34. $230.
547-6168.

3 bdrm furn. 8 min. from HLS at 122
Oxford St. $375. 492-0593.

2 bdrm furn. 5 min from Harvard or
Harvard Square. $350. June-
Aug., A/C Indoor parking avail-
able. 498-7955.

4 bdrm furn. house 20 min. from
HLS. 23 Reed St. $550. 661-5758.

3-4 bdrm, furn, parking. 10 min. walk
HLS. 81 Putnam Ave. $443. June
1-Aug. 31. 354-3287.

3 bdrm 10 min. to Harvard or Central
Squares. $350 w/option for fall.
Furn. for summer. 661-5791 eves
except Fri.

(Continued on Page 16)
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Professional Dry Cleaning
and Shirt Laundry

at

ALY

CLEANERS

KI 7-8008
4 Hudson St., Cambridge
(off 1672 Mass. Ave.)
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Students Less Involved With QOuverseers

(Continued from Page 9)
Blair said. “We told them we want
explicit ground rules about what
our jurisdiction is. We're always
running into battles about what
the Committee is supposed to be
doing. Students would like the
committee to have a more activist
role.”

Nancy A. Kilson, 2L, another
student member of the Place-
ment Committee, said she was
surprised that only one student
not on the Committee presented
a grievance about the Office’s
discouragement of use by 1L's.

“I have the impression that stu-
dents put a lot of effort and emotion
into the Overseers’ visit last year
and didn’t get the return they
wanted, so they asked ‘why bother
again?’ ” Kilson also said she saw
no particular need for closing most
of the Placement subcommittee

1 bdrm. furn., 17 Everett St., second
floor, available late May to early
September. $230, 492-0330 (eves.)

4 rms. furn. 158 Clay St., $221,
Junel-Sept. 1; 492-2084.

HLS DORMITORY
COUNCIL

I'GIF: Friday, April 29 from 4-6 pm in
the Hark.

I "THE ABSENT-MINDED
PROFESSOR”
(8:00 pm)
and
| "SON OF FLUBBER”
Saturday, April 30 (9:45 pm)

In the Harkness Commons Dining Hall.
Admission: $1.00 or $.50 with HLSDC
Activity Card.

"I have the impression that
students put a lot of effort
and emotion into the
Overseers’ visit last year,
and didn’t get the return
they wanted.”

meeting. “I think it is scandalous
that the whole thing [the Over-
seers’ visit] was so secret from be-
ginning to end.”

At the Legal Services subcommit-

Share N. Camb. apt, $92 (negotiable),
661-5646.

3 bdrm, furn. 10 min from law school,
$100 per person. 628-6046.

1% bdrm., furn., 46 Mt. Vernon St.
Avail. June 1 for fall. 876-1288.

Studio, 15 Inman St., #1, parking
avail. June, July, Aug., $161.
492-1524.

1 bdrm, furn, 21 Wendall St. $215.
May-30-Sept 4. 661-9210.

BRODIE
AUTO RENTALS

Rent a Dodge Colt or Rabbit
For $7 Per Day & Mileage

ALSO COMPACTS AND
STATION WAGONS AVAILABLE

BICYCLE AND SKI RACKS FURNISHED
AT NO CHARGE

491-7600

106 Mt. Auburn 5t.
At the Coolidge Bank
Lowest Rates in Harvard Square

SECOND CLASS POSTAGE
PAID AT BOSTON, MA

RETURN ADDRESS:
HARVARD LAW RECORD
HARVARD LAW SCHOOL
CAMBRIDGE, MA

02138

tee meeting, the one completely
open meeting, Professors Frank E.
A. Sander and Gary G. Bellow told
the Overseers about Harvard’s
clinical programs. Bellow noted
that the programs, which are often
related to legal services projects,
have considerable impact on the
legal institutions of the state.

“I would like to see the Law
School pay more attention to
what lawyers actually do in a
variety of settings,” Bellow said.

1 bdrm, 10 min. walk to Harvard
Square. $260. May 25-Aug 25.
492-3334.

6 rm in E. Arlington, furn. $260.
July, Aug. 646-3113.

1 bdrm in 3 bdrm apt, part. furn. 5
min. walk to HLS. $131. June
1-Aug. 31, possible option. 547-
0567.

2 bdrm furn, parking. 15 min. walk to
Harvard. $300 (2 for 1 bdrm)
June, Aug. 354-5988.

Studio, furn, 10 min., walk to HLS.
$200. 661-0396.

3 bdrm, parking. 15 min. ride to Har-
vard Sq. $300. option to renew.
641-0559.

4 bdrms, 4 Arlington St. $125 per
person (negotiable) June 1-Sept.
1. 492-8608.

2 bdrm, 10 min walk to HLS. $275.
b61-5761.

JAMES F. BRINE INC. |
29 BRATTLE ST.
HARVARD SQ. 876-4218

SPORTS EQUIPMENT AND
APPAREL FOR THE
ENTIRE FAMILY

| e Baseball e Soccer ¢ Rugby
e Track e Swimming e Tennis
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