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Debate on Private Censorship |

Begins Spring

“Private Censorship in Movies and TV"” will be discussed
tomorrow evening at the first of the Spring series of programs
of the Harvard Law School Forum. The Forum will be held at 8§

p.m. in the New Lecture Hall.

Patrick Murphy Malin, executive director of the American
Civil Liberties Union, will tangle with Godfrey P. Schmidt, law
professor at Fordham University and president of AWARE, Ine.

The speakers are reported to hold

tions of civil liberties such as bans, boycotts and blacklists. |
Mr. Malin, a former professor of ¥

economics at Swarthmore College, has
been executive director of the ACLU
sinee 1950, He was president of the
National Council on Religion and
Higher Education from 1939 to 1943,

Civil Liberties Union

The Civil Liberties Union, founded
in 1920, is a group dedicated to pro-
tecting civil rights, and persons in
litigation whose claims as to viola- |
tions of civil rights it considers sub- |
stantial. It is currently active in the
fight for integration, against bans on
movies, books, and travel to foreign
countries. The ACLU has been de-
clared subversive by the California
Un-American Activities Committee.

Mr. Schmidt, a member of the New

Student Bar

Thurgood Marshall, nationally
known advoecate of the National As-
sociation for the Advancement of
Colored People, will speak in the
James Barr Ames Courtroom on
Thursday, February 13 at 8 p.m.

Mr. Marshall’s topie will be *“The
Implementation of the Segregation
Decisions.” Seats will be reserved
for SBA members until 7:50 p.m.
Tickets for non-members will be
sold at the deor.

Forum Series

widely divergent views on ques-

Young Democrats Hear'Adlai
Emphasize Role of Electorate

Adlai E. Stevenson, "22-'24, titular head of the Demoecratic
party, spoke briefly to 250 members of the Law School Young
Demoerats and their guests in the Large Meeting Room of Hark-

ness Commons, last Sunday afternoon.
- —® |ntroduced by Herbert P. Gleason,

PFrizewinnin o Essa y 2L of Cohasset, Mr. Stevenson ap-
I n F @ b ruary B U G L E gome 0f those who had supported him

in his recent unsuccessful bid for the
Presidency.

Samuel Pisar’'s prize winning essay , : :
His rapt and sympathetic audience

| “Soviet Conflict of Laws in Interna-
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peared for the purpose of 1.h.5|.|:1l';ir|=g| : .
porter for the Restatement of Con-| |
| traects, and author of various authori- | |

|ti:mal Transactions” will be the lead

York bar since 1931, has lectured at
Fordham's law school since 1944. Be-i
fore that, he had taught at Loyola |
High School and Fordham's Universi- |
ty School of Social Service. For all
this time, he has been active in various
law firms, In 1949, he served as coun- |
ze] to Cardinal Spellman of New York
during a gravediggers' strike.
AWARE, Inc., the group headed by
Mr. Schmidt, aims to deny employ-
ment in the entertainment field to
Communists, persons who
(See FORUM on page three) '

New Cases Planned
For Ames Contests

The second round of first vear Ames |
arguments is scheduled to begin|
February 27 and end March 14, ac-|
cording to Frederick N. Young, 3L |
of Dayton, Ohio, chairman of the |
Board of Student Advisers. The argu- |
ments are commencing earlier this|
yvear to permit more time for final ex-
amination preparation, Mr. Young
said. .

Ten new fact situations including |
one tripartite interpleader case have |
been added this vear by second-year |
members of the Board to bring to 64|
the fact situations being argued this|
spring, according to Berton B. Subrin, |
3L of Akron, Ohio, chairman of the
Board’'s First Year Facts Committee.

The new cases replace others from
prior years which have been deemed
unsatisfactory on the basis of judges’
and counsels’ eriticisms submitted on
evaluation sheets at the close of the
arguments. Perhaps the only dis-
carded fact situation which will be
mourned in passing is the famous
ease of Regina III, familiarly known|
among veterans of Ames arguments |
of former vears as the “Silver Fox"
case,

It is rumored that the case was i‘m_.r—I
riedly withdrawn when the Board ﬁl:-.-,
covered that brief typists were point- |
ing out cases that students had
neclected to cite. |

E}‘D;a Willzihlress!
Next TMS Breakfast

James L. O'Dea, LL.B .'48, District
Attorney of Middlesex County, will|
speak at a communion breakfast of
the St. Thomas More Society on Feb-
ruary 10. The breakfast will be held
at 9 a.m. in the Mallory Smith Room, |
according to George J. MeCormack, |
3L of New York City, president of the |
club.

article in the February issue of the
Harvard Law Revieiw,

Mr. Pisar wrote the article for last
vear's Addison Brown Competition
while he was a graduate student here.
He iz currently a legal officer in the
Bureau of Legal Affairs of UNESCO
in Paris.

“The Former Government Attorney
and the Canons of Professional Eth-
ics,” by Judge Ilrving R. Kaufman

invoke | of the United States District Court |

heard a far more relaxed and scholar-
ly presentation than they had heard
| at any time during the duration of the
campalgn.

; Extemporaneous Speech

| Myr. Stevenson indicated at the out-
|set that he was somewhat surprised
| to find a waiting lectern at the front
|of the crowded room, saving that he
had come with the understanding that
| he was going to shake hands: “some-
thing at which I've become profi-
cient.”"” His political training did not

_ York, is the Comment article. It was| where he

for the Southern District of New|degert him however. From some-
suggested by litigation before Judge| o\ide his I.J;:]gﬂﬂ:“i &, 3% hotey o
Kaufman in the latter part of 1955. | Lol el _ .
Physique and Delinquency by Shel-| _ Speaking with obvious sincerity,
don Glueck, Roscoe Pound Professor | Mr. Stevenson described his concep-
of Law, and Mrs. Glueck, will be dis-|tion of the fundamental erisis of the
cussed in the book review section. An- | day. Because man will elect in his
other book to I}E !'E"."iE“'['d iE T-h'l'.:" H”_“g! OWwWn .jt'l'll]]:.','l.? ﬂn{'l h'_‘[.'.q'tllﬁf Aan iT'l.tE'Hl-H'EHt
Against Perpetuities, by J. H, C. Mor- | and informed electorate is the basis of
ris and W. Barton Leach. demoeracy, the underlying problem
“The Power of Congress to Investi- to be faced today is “mass manipula-

gate and Compel Testimony” high-|tion ul.tht: mind,” he said,
lights the Notes section. ' {See STEVENSON on page three)

Rule ﬂf Law Factor of Crucial Significance

TEN CENTS

‘Rename Drafting Competition
In New Tribute to Williston

- The Board of Student Advisors has announced that the young-
er of its two activities, the Drafting Competition, has been named
for Samuel Williston, Dane Professor of Law, Emeritus,

There were three main considerations which led to the Board’s
decision: first, that the man whose name the competition will bear

| was active not merely in a gener
lin the exacting field of draftsman-#

| ship; second, that his name be of
| such significance that it will serve as
|a source of identification and inspi-

|ration to the average student; third, |
— |that he be a figure closely associated |

with the Law Schoal.
Honors Great Draftsman

Professor Williston met these re-|

quirements in all respects. A member
of the Law School faculty for 48
vears, he was one of the original mem-
bers of the editorial board of the Har-
vard Law Review. His reputation
is in many ways closely identified
with legal drafting. He was the chief
draftsman for the Uniform Sales Act,
the Uniform Warehouse Receipts Act,
Federal Bills of Lading Act, and other
legislative enactments. He was re-

tative treatises, Of these, the best

known are Williston on Contracts and |

Williston on Sales.

The Drafting Competition was in-
stituted in 1951 at the behest of a
| number of faculty members who felt
that the formal curriculum did not
present to the student sufficient op-
portunity to develop drafting skills.
During its formative vears, the re-
| sponse from participating students

Oliver, Page, Stern

New Record Editors

Robert W. Oliver, 2L of Arlington,
Va., was elected president of the HAR-
VARD Law RECORD at a meeting of the
newspaper's Board of Directors last

of Winsted, Conn., who was elected
| Senior Editor of the RECORD.

As editorial manager the Board
elected Joseph A. Page, 2L of Med-
ford ; Henry J. Stern, 3L of New York
City was elected business manager,

Other directors elected were Wil-
liam F. Cottrell, 1L of Chicago, ad-
vertising manager, and Allen Wood,
1L of Woodstock, 1ll., copy editor.

In Determination of Middle East Imbroglio

By LOUIS B. SOHN

In the Sinai area, where the Ten r
Commandments were given to the
world, new rules of law are being
born which, as the old ones, are likely
to influence the destinies of mankind
for many generations, Only glimmer-
ings of the new order are visible now ;
the final links of development eannot
vet be forecast. Perhaps, the world
will take the wrong turn; but, if it
does not, we may advance far on the
road to peace and justice. The events
in the Middle East have served as
catalysts in the cauldron of power
politics ; the old order is boiling away ;
the new brew i1s not to evervbody's
taste, but in the nightmarish light of
threatening atomic explosions man-
kind is reluctantly ready to try the|
new medicine.

The new law is being created more
out of errors than through trial. It The Israeli-Arab Conflict
owes its existence not to a conscious| In considering the Israeli attack on
effort to do better but to the mistakes | Egypt, one has to look back to 1948
and miscaleulations of diplomats and | when the new State of lsrael came
generals. In a new sense, er injurin | into existence. The neighboring Arab
Jus orilur, states refused to accept the recom-

The present situation in the Middle | mendations of the General Assembly
East is the result of the convergence for the partition of Palestine, and as
of two disputes — the lsraeli-Arab |soon as lsrael proclaimed her inde-
conflict and the controversy over the | pendence she was attacked by all her

B s T

Louis B. Sohn

Suez Canal. The sudden explosion is|neighbors. While the United Nations|

tllE consequence of a long agcumula— imm'w:nm] imnlﬂiliil!,E]]n'. the orders of
tion of tensions and frustrations. |the Security Council for a cease-fire

|were not heeded by the Arﬁl} states
until their forces were defeated by

| Israel. They renewed the fighting a =

few weeks later with even more dis-
astrous results, and only another
cease-fire order by the United Nations
saved the Arab armies from a com-
plete rout. Armistices were finally
arranged under the auspices of the
United Nations: Israel was permitted
to keep most of its conguests bevond
the partition boundaries, Jordan oc-
cupied the main part of the territory
allotted to the Arab State of Palestine
(which never came into existence),
while Egypt retained under military
occupation the Gaza strip on the
southern border. Almost a million
Arab refugees left Israel and settled
temporarily around the border of
[srael, dreaming all the time about re-
turn to the land they were forced to
flee,

The next seven vears were marked
by continuous incidents on Israeli
borders, incursions of Arab armed
bands and retaliatory Israeli raids.
' An economic boyeott was organized
by the Arabs, and Israeli ships were
prohibited transit through the Suez
Canal. Egvpt became the center of
anti-Israeli aetivities, and with the
help of the Soviet Union started pre-
| paring for another war with Israel,

(See SOHN on page three)

al capacity as a lawyer, but also

week. He succeeds Ralph Nader, 2L|

Samuel Williston

and lawyers who acted as judges indi-
|cated that the Competition was per-
forming a needed function. Many
students felt it was among their most
valuable endeavors in the Law School.

Draftsmanship does not confine it-
self to one field of the law, or to one
particular legal talent. The Williston
ICumpetithn is designed to demon-
'strate this ubiquity, testing exact
| drafting ability, legal research, schol-
arship, and decision making proe-
esses. The importance of the Compe-
tition 18 reflected in the changes now
being introduced, changes which are
expected to lead to increased partici-
pation by the student hody,

Tangible Reward

One of the more tangible of these
changes has been supplied by the Bos-
ton Safe Deposit and Trust Company,
and its trust officer, Mr. Earle T.
Spear. This institution is at present
condueting intra-school competitions
|in  legal drafting in law schools
| throughout the Greater Boston area.
| The prizes to be awarded at Harvard
|th_rnugh the generosity of this firm
| will be $250 in cash to the winning
team, $150 to the second place team,
and $100 to the third. The losing semi-
 finalists will be awarded book prizes.
| In addition, the names of each year’s
' winning participants will be engraved
on a bronze tablet, which will probab-
]IT:I 1;; placed in the library in Langdell

all.

‘American in Paris

Deseribes Practice

Charles S. Torem, LL.B. '38, de-
' seribed the trials and tribulations of
lan American attorney practicing in
| Paris in another in the series of after-
noon Coffee Hours here last week.

With eight yvears' experience in a
law office in the European ecapital,
|Mr. Torem brought to his listeners
| a verbal view of some of the problems
| with which a lawyer on foreign soil
must deal. :
| Money matters for persons both
| private and corporate supply a large
|vn]ume of work for Mr. Torem and
his three American associates, Citi-
zens of the United States earning
money abroad have a real problem not
only with taxes payable to several
governments, but in estate and trust
arrangements as well,

The legal aspects of corporate or-
ganization, investment, debt clearance
and currency control take on com-
pletely different aspects when opera-
‘tions span not only geographiecal
frontiers but ones of legal philosophy
as well.

| (See COFFEE HOUR on page three)
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World Police

In today’s RECORD, Professor Louis
B. Sohn makes an eloquent plea for the
adoption of the rule of law in inter-
national affairs. Writing on the Middle
Eastern crisis, he sees the situation as
another demonstration of the inade-
quacy of the world’s machinery for
peace.

But inadequate as it is, the United
Nations is today faced with the prob-
lem of providing a stable settlement to
the tangled problems of the Middle
East, and it is the responsibility of the
United States as a world leader to share
in the effort to find a permanent solu-
tion to the problems of that inflamed
area.

These problems will not, however, be
solved by General Assembly resolutions
alone. For five years, Egypt has ignored
UN resolutions on allowing Israel use
of the Suez Canal, elaiming that she was
still technically at war with Israel. Yet
in demanding that Israel withdraw
from the Gaza Strip and the Sharm el
Sheikh area that protects the Gulf of
Altlba, the Arab states attempt to in-
voke the authority of the same United
Nations body whose will they ignored
when they made war on Israel in 1948,
They have defied the UN repeatedly in
denying ships carrying even nonstra-
tegic goods bound for Israel the use of
the canal; in blockading the Gulf of
Aqgaba, an international waterway
which is Israel’s sea lane to Asia and
Africa; and in launching fedayeen
squads to attack Israeli homes and set-
tlements.

These actions by the Arab states,
which have gone unpunished by the
United Nations, have the cumulative
effect of tending to diseredit the UN’s
effectiveness in dealing with the prob-
lem. A policeman cannot settle dis-
putes if only one side obeys. Similarly
in world polities, an international body
can only succeed if it can compel both
parties to a dispute to obey its decisions.

We ought not discuss here the relative
merits of Israel’s parliamentary dem-
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ocracy or the relatively less democratic
governments of the Arab states. Both
Israel and her Arab neighbors deserve
to be able to exist in peace, or at least,
without physical hostilities.

If the United Nations be willing to
insure free use of Aqaba and the Suez
for the ships of all nations, and an end
to fedayeen attacks, then Israel should
withdraw at once to her frontiers. But
in the absence of such guarantees, it is
unreasonable to expect a tiny (8,000 sq.
ml.) state to give up its gains and wait
for the renewal of Arab attacks.

One sound way to assure free naviga-
tion and an end to the raids is for the
United Nations Emergency Foree to
remain in the Gaza Strip and in the
Aqaba area. United Nations troops at
the spot could prevent ineursions by
both sides, and would be readily avail-
able in the event of an outbreak.

If a United Nations foree had been
available in sufficient numbers, it might
have been possible to answer the appeals
of the Hungarian patriots and[ save
their country from Soviet invaders in
November 1956. The first step to the
rule of law in international law is the
establishment of a body of troops under
the aegis of the United Nations who will
be able to enforee the law. The Middle
Eastern crisis may have produced some
ultimate good if it results in the setting
up of such a foree.

Time for Reform

The force which motivated the
Twenty-second Amendment is not dif-
ficult to determine. Ubi iniuria, ibi re-
medium, at least constitutionally speak-
ing. The remedy was to prevent third
term presidents from ever happening
again. All the tumult and the shouting
of 1940, and the sting of four straight
defeats at the hands of “that man,” pent
up because of the late disturbances in
Europe and Asia, bubbled up to the sur-
face in 1947, and this great rush of en-
thusiasm was sufficient to amend the
Constitution.

Ten years have passed, and a much
more sober movement has taken shape
in an attempt to undo the Twenty-sec-
ond Amendment. Two Democrats,
Senator Richard L. Neuberger of Ore-
gon, and Representative Stewart L.
Udall of Arizona, have introduced a res-
olution in Congress to lift the third
term ban. Whether their colleagues will
balk at playing Penelope and adhere to
the thinking which characterized the
passage of the Amendment remains to
be seen.,

But one thing seems clear. This is a
most appropriate time for a concerted
effort to remove the ban. From a par-
tisan point of view, Republicans may be
attracted by the happy dream of an-
other Eisenhower ]and];iide. Democrats
whose arguments on the “health” issue
fell upon deaf ears during the Late Dis-
aster should realize that much ean hap-
pen in the next four years. Admittedly,
this is a case of burning the candle at
both ends. But the results to be attained
justify the effort.

From the viewpoint of sheer ration-
ality, there is no reason why a President

Current Case Comments

One of the traditional methods which the
International Ladies’ Garment Workers Un-
ion has found effective to organize an area,
is the use of the so-called “union goods only
clause in Collective Bargaining agreements
which the Union signs with the manufac-
turer. Recently the legality of this effective
device has come into question.

The garment industry is usually mmpnse:d
of a large number of small manufacturers
or “shops,” each of which rarely completes
the entire article being produced. The indus-
try is usually highly subdivided and a con-
tractor-manufacturer may do only a small
part of the work on any garment hefore it
is sent to other independent “shops” for some
further step in the manufacturing process.
Accessory manufacturers produce the trim-
mings and other materials which finish the
garment.

Coercive Potential _

Thus, in an industry which shows a high
degree of general interdependence, a union
which cnulg force any one manufacturer to
work on only goods produced by union shops
has the ability to force the remaining non-
union manufacturers to capitulate and “sign-
up” with the union. ‘

Such was the general background of Davis
Pleating & Button Co. v. The California
Sportswear & Dress Assn., Ine,, 145 F, Supp.
864 (D.C.8.D. Cal., 1956).

Davis Pleating Co. was a manufacturer of
buttons and pleating which were used to
finish garments. It was a non-union shop and
a strike was in progress against it. Defendant
Joint Council of Sportswear, Cotton Garment,
ete. Workers Union of Los Angeles had signed
collective bargaining agreements with sev-
eral garment manufacturers providing that
they would deal only with those accessory
firms “such as are in contractual relations
with the union or any affiliate of . . ."” the
ILGWTU (145 F. Supp. at 865).

Plaintiff charged that several manufac-
turers had ceased trading with it as was their
custom, that they were being prevented from
doing so by this “union only” clause and that
this condition created a violation of the anti-
trust laws and is a “contract, combination or
conspiracy in restraint of trade” growing out
of the enforcement of the labor union’s col-
lective bargaining agreement.

15 U.S.C. §17 specifically exempts labor
organizations from the operation of the anti-

should not be twice re-elected, if the
people so desire, The stress and strains
of the office minimize the possibility
that a man could endure them for more
than eight years. On the other hand,
if an emergency arises, perhaps it would
be unwise to switch horses. The argu-
ment that the Presidency should be “ro-
tated” at least every eight vears has
little weight, and adds to the super-
ficiality in which the Twenty-second
Amendment is clothed. The destiny of
the nation ought not be subject to arti-
ficial conditions.

Also, the political effectiveness of a
President in his second term is seriously
hampered by the present set-up. It will
be interesting to note, if things remain
unchanged, how much weight President
Fisenhower’s legislative proposals will
have as his term runs out,

Perhaps the best thing which can be
hoped for is that partisan considera-
tions will be put aside, and reasoned de-
bate over the merits of the resolution
will determine its success. If that he the
case, then the chances for repeal of the
Twenty-second Amendment will be con-
siderably enhanced,
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trust laws (38 Srtar. 731, 1914). Howeyg

|

over the years considerable case law has beeﬁ .

built-up in this area and labor unions hy

in some instances, been adjudged guilty gf
entering into illegal restraints and madge ¢,
pay treble damages, see Hawatian Tu»{m Puael.
ers, v. Inter. Longshoremen’s ete. Union, Clg,

72 F. Supp. 562 (1947) or have had injupe.

tions granted against them, see Bedford Qs
Stone Co. v. Journeymen Stone Culterg
Aassn., ete., 274 U.S. 37 (1927). Thus, it

be seen that §17 is not in and of itself g

ahsolute immunity from liability by a union,

The situation in the Bedford Cut Stoge
case, supra, was not too dissimilar to the sify
ation here. In that case, after a bitter serjg
of strikes, the union ordered its men not §,
work on stones which had been partly cut by
non-union labor. The Court held (Brandeis
and Holmes, JJ., dissenting) that such a com.
bination was unlawful, and that the fact that
a union was taking this action did not make
it legal., The Court then granted relief undep
$16 of the Clayton Act to prevent any further
“restraint of trade.” Whatever the present
status of the Bedford case, it seems diffieult
to distinguish the objectives and methods of
the stonecutters’ union and the ILGWU iy
the instant case.

Unions Exempt

In 1945 the Supreme Court decided Alley
Bradley Co. v. Loeal Union No. 3, 325 USRS
797 (ef. BO8-809) (1945) where it held that
156 U.5.C. 5§17 did indeed exempt labor uniong
from the operation of the anti-trust laws
where the purpose 18 to ecarry out a union's
legitimate ends, but that a union loses thig
immunity by becoming a party to any “con-
tract, combination or conspiracy in restraint
of trade” to which persons other than labor
unions — persons subject to the anti-tryst
laws are parties. (325 U.8. 797, 809).

The District Court in the instant case ex.
plained what it believed was meant by the
Bradley rule (145 F.Supp. at 865) :

That to come within the Bradley rule
whereby the union loses immunity to the
anti-trust law, one of the purposes or
objectives of the contract or conspiracy
must be some benefit to the non-union
parties thereto proximately resulting
from the unlawful restraint upon trade.
(ef. Meier & Pohlmann Funiture Co, v,
(ibhons, 113 F. Supp. 409, 410-411
[D.C.E.D. Mo., 1953]).

As a result of this holding, the court dis-
missed, without prejudice, plaintiff's motion
for a preliminary injunction on the ground
that neither the pleadings, the affidavits, nor
the evidence at the hearings, “establish that
the non-union parties . . . entered into such
contract or conspiracy for the purpose or
object of receiving some trade benefit, such
as in the marketing of products or the like"
(at B66). The Court however stated that
plaintiff was free to pursue another applica-
tion for injunction upon the showing that
the non-union parties had received such a
benefit.

Difficult Distinction

The narrow line which the Bradley case
draws between essentially legitimate and il-
legitimate objectives in the exercise of union
economic power, seems to be workable. How-
ever, in view of the fact that in this case the

union only” clause was found in a collective
bargaining agreement, it seems difficult to
see how plaintiff here could demonstrate that
the non-union parties entered into the eon-
tract for any personal henefit. Yet, to hold
(a8 1t is conceivable the court here could)
that during that period of time when the
non-union employer iz being boyeotted that
any benefit occuring to the “union employers”
18 enough to invoke the Bradiey rule would
be tantamount to invalidation of union-em-
ployer agreements which affect third parties.
This does not seem to be the purpose the
Supreme Court had in mind when it decided
the Bradley case, nor was it the purpose of
Congress in passing 15 U.S.C. 817.

— Chazen

Jim Cronin, Mgr.
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belligerents asking them “to stop all|ize th : ' . . '
SOH" warlike action forthwith” Hndp“tn over tﬁ\glrz?}zng*flidf!fcti";%a;&gaar:filu:f];ﬁ ]tirilgpﬁ‘zeﬂsm;lzﬂﬂtﬁ}fgfint’gﬁ ﬁttgﬁgmiﬁeﬁlzggn nmuadueﬁ:?:lfnsﬁmpﬂsﬁlit haj.rs A
rever (Continued from page one) withdraw their military forces to a|the Canal, or has she violated the|national Court of Justice obligatory | istration of ;iu='~n:it:u:rE i
i FI?h“-mE ot th;?_t tlmrt} in ﬁr;;lh fesh. ii:t%aﬁ:aci ;}151 (:{; i;;]_llles"_fmmdthe tﬁaual.” Cninst.a;ltmuple-Gulwmtiun .or other | jurisdiction to decide disputes under World Sees Need
have, ese preparations culminated in Oc- | : time, “in order to sepa-|rules of international law? the Charter, treaties and general rules| The peoples of the w
ty of tiille:El' 1956 in a military alliance which | }'ﬁée{;:he i:e%lltgeren_ii's flf:d to ﬁuﬁmntm (3) As the Suez question could not |of international law. Thf; were deaf awaken]i:d ];ﬂ the negd F;:-dt]]-:g ‘;ﬂ:&efﬂ
de to placed also the armies of Jordan and | reedom of transit through the Ca- he settled by available peaceful means, |also to arguments for providing bet- law in international affairs. Their ren-
Pack. Syria under Egyptian command, and | nal,” they asked the Egyptian Govern- | were France and the United Kingdom | ter means of modifying the law when | resentatives have started to agaﬂmh?e
CIo, in an increase in Arab incursions into| et to agree that Anglo-French entitled to take military action to|it no longer corresponds to the re-|the instrumentalities which are re.
june. Israel. : orces occupy "temporarily” key posi- bring about a settlement, or was such |quirements of justice. They felt that|quired to make the rule of law a living
1 Cut At this point IHI‘E:.FI decided to takeiifﬂn“ r:!{:-nlg the Canal. After the ?‘E}'p‘i action a violation of the Charter pro-|they had achieved a satisfactory sta-|reality. The task is arduous. the ob-
tters' security measures " to eliminate the| t.m“ ; Y uﬁnment rejected this ul-|hibition against the use of force? tus quo and did not want the United stacles are many, our efforts are still
- may Egyptian military bases in the Sinai | ﬂgﬁtﬂlémf . Haﬁ'l?%l?'vFIE"ffh i t:mc.“' (4) May a State which has ap-| Nations to tamper with it. inadequate. But the task is not im-
If an peninsula. The surprise attack Was | s 'an rm,h lately to destroy air-|\proved the use of the Uniting for Authors Erred | possible, and the Western world has
nion, Successful and Israel occupied all the inE F.'a. 'J' ]:: “t’i = mmtﬁ‘r y ovjectives | Peace Resolution in the Suez question, | They did not realize that they can- |again a chance to show to the inter-
Itone Sinai peninsula up to Ehu Suez Cmml'i]an d.ﬂp 'Ia"n 'taSn %ﬁ[ﬁffltfﬂgﬂl_} If_'ﬂl'ﬂﬁlnter revive 1ts old claim that this|not block forever the demands of |national community how it can be
aitu. In th The Suez Canal o In [H;“ W t*?” & ];"",'t. ‘i‘?ﬁ, “tﬂlh- Resolution is unconstitutional ? many nations for a better order: in strengthened by the employment of
eries n the meantime, another CEIRIS etoes 'ﬁjﬂﬂtﬂn_l'me' ! dr' g_s b lj?nf '|  (5) May a State which has claimed | particular, for the end of political and |those very means which are the
i .nrc:se in fthE My:idle ‘East in conse- Secur: tl’i E_" eh f;l fE' a tﬂﬂ,m“ ’&k? 1€ that the United Kingdom and France | economic colonialization. They did not | sources of the innermost strength of
i Fis ?,I'L"Ci? of the Egyptian nationaliza- EJSIEII? _'-"“I!“;l 9 Ti't‘ﬁi“ Ef{l;}ﬂl:E 1'r"l:‘i' must comply with the resolutions of | understand that even disputes be-|the nations of the West. If they are
o 4 lon o the L-nw_eysal Suez Canal Com- P ‘11 ":'!;-'?“1;*-" 9 ‘E{H' h s Tf” FAWA th:{ Gt'.pﬂrul Assembly concerning | tween smaller nations, if not solved | really ready to enthrone Justice in
COm- PAILY 1 July 1956, That Company was a m *,ml_‘ ﬂmie,bz.s':r ;H' “{:1' ihpr%[:ﬂ.?_e d|their withdrawal from Egypt, later |in time, can bring the whole world the United Nations halls and are will-
that mg‘;lmz&‘r‘ﬂ in 1256 as an I‘..g'}'ptlan [%"I'.li{ I:" ,.-‘L:l': E:‘l ki H_;EE. and 1 I{_'! U‘.i-_lﬂt claim that !ﬁmliutlﬂﬂﬂlﬂf the General to the edge of an atomic Eﬂlﬂﬁt]"ﬂphe. [ iI'.IH to make the necessary sacrifices
Fake company and was granted a conces- ; tfnd G e --LII EE“C?: Sﬁe_ﬂ'ﬂ_ ﬂﬂﬂ*i:ﬂ” Assembly directed against that State’s| The authors of the Charter made | for the rule of law, no nation, however
nder sion to build the Suez Canal and to o 1 1de :e!mmt ssui';l y was ¢ €N lown actions are merely non-binding | also another mistake they left it|big, will be able to resist this effort.
e npe1~;}Fe it until 1]";H:ﬁ_ This concession {larlll;u.RD:.l'!?U?_“ ludt e 1L?]t1ng for | recommendations? 'to the Big Powers to enforce peace. = )
et was completed” by an international K'Eé::;; 2 LS:J ill Iﬂndﬂtﬁlﬂ-ﬁf C l“l;ilg the| (g) May a State which has insisted | But the Big Powers could not agree| STEVEHSON
ol :!ﬂat}' (the Constantinople ICUIH-‘L:El- the llEﬂth;‘l.H'%;n?lnimlngdiaﬁ?ﬂ ]!r Tej-that the United Nations must have | on a joint international force, and AP P
is T dlu?jg'tlniﬂv 1888) which established ppeions ti:;IJ; GEetAE: & QEHE-%’]_';‘ ORlC |complete freedom to decide where its | they were too suspicious of each other Hi‘;[’ ”;;qmw ! '-'ﬂ”': ﬂﬂﬂihﬂ”” X
U in e system intended to guaran- drawal of all Torscs heking it Mol -i police force should go and how long to let one of them maintain peace in| , . 2 ners heail hemselves
Eee. l}t all times l‘imt?'l to éili th%r If"'uwers, ti;:::: s and th;L?a]ﬁnE " E ;ﬂ'ﬂﬂﬁ"; it should stay there, later object a particular area in the name of the c};mactei! 11?}*:‘-'] s ﬂrﬂ most tlr]:]Tllir'livl't*ftrl’t
e free use o e Suez Maritime g against similar use of the police foree  Unite ions, } 0 Eroup o € age Decause Lhey were
Canal.” steps_ to reopen the Suez Canal and jf a territory under thelmntm] of Jlg"nn Eﬂﬁiﬁﬂ?'rﬁeeﬁﬁ ;ﬂigﬂaﬁ presumed to be conscious of the exis-
{llen When the United States Govern- restore secure freedom of naviga-|that State? deal at least with the smaller crises | ‘cn¢e of problems of which many less
U.s. ment refused to loan to Egypt money Eﬁ'“"'b The parties agreed to a cease-| A common feature of these prob- | which could at any time flare up into well informed than they were un-
that for a dam on the Nile at Aswan, the |lIre, but {]".fﬁ':”!t'es arose with respect | jems is that the United Nations Char- | a bigger fire. The atomic weapons |2"Ware They listened intently as they
e , Egyvptian Government took over the '@ the withdrawal of forces from |iap imposes certain parallel obliga- made a direct war between Big Pow- | Vere chnrg'e:rl_ to be “missionaries to
laws Suez Canal Company to use its income | FgYptian territory. | tions with respect to settlement of in-|ers unlikely, and deprived the Big | M€ another” in meeting the problem.
jon’s for the building of the dam. Stock- UN Gathers Force ternational disputes and the use of | Powers of the main weapon of power | o, At the close of his remarks Mr.
this holders of the Company were prom-| The Assembly then adopted a Ca-|force, but does not provide equally|politics — a threat of war. But the | Stevenson answered questions about
COT- ised compensation at the value of thE| nadian proposal for the creation of an | effective methods for the en fﬂrtement|smﬂllm' nations do not have that de- the draft, campaign funds and foreign
aint shares on the Paris Stock Exchange|emergency international United Na-|of these obligations, While the United |terrent and “limited wars” have be. Pelcy in an idiom more reminiscent
abor on the day preceding the seizure, pm.|tmns force, and rapid action was Nations can take binding action in!come the main menace to peace. A of a university professor than of a dis-
st vided that all the assets of the Com-| taken by the Secretary-General to case of a threat to the peace, breach |threat of an extension of such wars appointed politician, — Mulroney
pany (many of them outside Egypt) [gather contingents from smaller na-|of the peace or act of aggression, it [is, however, always present and steps
W were first transferred to Egypt. tions and to transport them to Egypt. | can make recommendations with re-|need to be taken to stop them as soon FORUM
the The United Kingdom Government Its functions cover “an area extend- |spect to the settlement of disputes.|as they start. Even better, they should | (Continued from page one)
which owned the controlling interest ing roughly from the Suez Canal to Thus a nation can with impunity vio- be prevented before they get to the cunstiiuti'ﬂn.l] rivile 1&5 I’;hen' T
le in the Company and the French Gov- | the armistice demarcation lines,” and  late all international treaties, includ- | danger point, and effective methods | tioned on cn‘mn]‘?unismg and * ]? bo-
e ernment, representing the principal | Major-General 3 3“"13 of Canada,|ing the Charter, or other rules of for solving disputes need to be pro- | rators” in the Cnmmuﬁi;tn n;g-riﬁl
i other stockholders, immediately pro- | Chief of the United Nations Truce|international law, and the United  vided therefore. As an organization ﬁw‘j![:RF] .:‘11.;.:;
v tested against the nationalization, Supervision Organization in Pales- | Nations cannot do anything about it. The Awakening nok hlackﬁ;t Ao S el Iy
4 mainly on the grounds that the Com- | tine, was appointed “Chief of the|As long as a nation can violate its| The Middle East crisis brought to | urges |iti¢aI:|IIE sereeniie as He ie}-
g pany, despite its private character, Command.” The British, French and |obligations to other nations without  the attention of the world’s statesmen mquisifj; for emplo m.:ﬁt In 1]]955
y was “an international agency” which | Israeli Governments have agreed to|committing an armed attack, other | the inadequacy of all the peace ma-|members of the Almeiican Federati
2. could not be destroyed by the unilater- | withdraw their forces from Egypt, nations are not entitled to resort tﬂ'chinew WhiE]‘IFﬂlE}' thought was avail- | of Television and Radio ﬂrtieu,tf. -ni,gg
11 al act of the Egyptian Government, as soon ag the United Nations force force in self-defense. If a nation re- able to solve the existing problems. |to “condemn” AWARE. Ine. }
and that the Egyptian action threat- 1s able to fulfil its functions. The|fuses to submit a dispute with another | They suddenly discovered that “Peace The F il ha . “:fl' 5
dia- ened “the‘freedc-m and security of Secretary-General reached an agree- nation to an impartial international |is a coin which has two sides. One Prﬂf:ssn?%lﬁ'i:r:ﬁn };;:an:g“erated Y
S the Canal,” as guaranteed by the 1888 ment with EE}-’EL’ about the operations tribunal, the other nation is helpless  side is renunciation of force, the other| After Mr. Malin ant’lIMrr Sehmidt
et Convention. of the United Nations force m Egyp-|even if its claim is well-founded be- side is the according of justice. Peace | finish their i:alks there will bis & ik
N , Egyptian Refusal Flﬁﬂltﬂi‘r‘ltﬂf.‘a hﬁt difficulties have|yond reasonable doubt. land justice are inseparable” (Secre-|epssion between them. followed by
that : When the T.:nltcdhl{mgdﬂm, I_hei:;'{T'*';,r;i';;m;?qr;; }n?f]tiﬂeﬂi_ﬁli‘iggl Force Not Allowed l:a::'y Dulles, 35 Dept. of State ‘F:Buli. questions from the floor. Tickets will
such Eljlti.f'lf:f.lstﬂtl;ﬂ .E:I'l.{:l. FIHI._I:}EE]CH.“Ed:Itﬂ-! Hi“gf]ﬂl;’l 'W]lth ll‘lf;‘&';_'lﬁ,*{__t_ & Hotnn of thﬂ On the other hﬂ“f:l, thf_’. ﬂgg‘l‘i{ﬂ*ed ﬂ?d} . Thﬂ}' ED“’ I’Eallzqd thﬂ.t The hE on zale for 95 cents at lhe dﬂﬂr‘,
5 or ﬁ'itht “;‘ “‘éﬂ e F e {:n Iui."' Ef‘: ' conditions imposed by Egypt. In par- | State is not allowed to take the matter | H_?ME hi Efﬂ?l};‘“d need 18 _muuh more 2
stich e Suez crisis, Egypt refused & i ; “linto its own hands, even if the only than mere absence of war. It means 'E'DFFEE HOUR
SN to attend. The proposals made by the ticular, these three States have ob . Pl the acceptance of law and the foster-
ike iority ) i jected to the acceptance by the United | Purpose of its action is to force the|. ey . : : :
majority of the Conference for the|l¢¢ 4 : - ; : 1 ite | INE of justice in all the world” (Pres- (Continuwed from page one)
that ott] £ the di : Nations of the obligation to withdraw | other state to fulfil in good faith its| . e 2 gy 5 i pag e
fing. se L?‘ImientEn : tle] _a:{,pulte Were M-l Eantt whon o Egt'pt! duty under the Charter to settle the| Ider;ut Eisenhower, Television Report| The difference of approach to any
that jec f.ﬂf}’ _I,llg}pt Wllf_‘tl, tﬂ“lljll-{él' exX-| bl request it. They want the|dispute by peaceful means. Neither to the Nation, October 30, 1956). But | single pm.h]en} as between civil and
& presse vtn 'm-gl?‘%ss‘ 0 ‘Lu:;u ude an United Mations to condition such|has the United Nations been given Jtést{cg requires impartial tribunals to | common law jurisdictions is signifi-
;1E.I-EET?“f.1EE Hﬂ]}ﬁg e .lﬁu:tuanl- withdrawal on the prior approval by | effective means to bring about “in : mlnjsﬁmtlti and-ﬁum?'?"-t Lo miﬂ?nt Enﬂurgl]qt-ﬂ i ;de o e
t‘]?:n‘-s?[ r]E{}l ee 1“mq“=-‘; I}M?ﬁ.ﬂ. Equ[mg‘li Eirvnt of & settlament of the Snes and | conformity with the principles of jus- | ¢nsure _u’: =dt ui- tribunals’ judgments o r:mm]tr:ll val li':g plli.lill'EMS.‘_ﬂ'II. Tor-
Bk " :-;H:lil;?:h: tmi.-' # E]ue:t .421.1': . ::;E} c?' Ty thi ol sy tice and international law, adjustment aﬁl ELFTIELPP-L o n Epllsgqutencﬂ ﬂfh.thre EE’I exp ?ﬁnﬁri lh at his lepﬂE_?l l.upue had
d 1l- ;.-.'itzch I.hrel:qt I H‘I E 1'“; Ethli d-“fi-m | Questions Raised by These Events = Ssisnians of BiMEnAtanal dispREW h” 114’[.51_1-1 Iﬁntc i {D“thrsLﬁt?m:i I"r?}r’wi'Ei umll1 tat t'el:-'?ﬂ%t tedﬁu'vﬁl e
e Siics L E?IL EL"r If'] "Pl-rl‘t]'l ::.,;_*n ing . or situations which might lead to a t'EE" r_tel-ln n“;,qt_np r]e nited Na- p;*f}m:: _to any bifurcated problems
Low- ‘.lih!iﬂ i ‘f“ S r‘}! 2 Its ?“ I’: These three interconnected cases — breach of the peace.” I]UP.S: “.'t I B c"”i'?* 5; equate to the }:.' at N 1se was to work in concert with
» the tih = C?n?] 1' : ! E.]f.%n m%‘ i%:‘,p O &' Israeli-Arab conflict, nationalization| When the Charter was drafted, the ‘{ﬂ,{u 8 E‘? to discharge {P”m‘?i rench f‘ﬂ"j*"‘fﬂ‘-*'-s trained in the spe-
it 2 Ad 1_5Ec,t£:. 'Ul*jgllt EL~H(;‘{1.IH1I:; of the Suez Canal Company and the |Big Powers were not very concerned ihuu_stt.l ; E‘E"’ Statemer.tt to Lthﬂ cial helrl. at hand. The team thus pro-
T to ﬁ %E Uh::fflé*lqltl,]',;:" ere 'aler sollened | pritish-French action in Egypt — | with these difficulties. They seem to| 30USe 01 LOMMONSs, November 6, duced was able to come much more
that .11;11? 0 l nlde 1 a -EI,H‘IIIE-L"I-.T.{JI'IEE'. Egvpt raise, inter alia, the following issues: have felt that this approach to the lﬂ.ahfi. But the foree established is not | readily to a solution than either could
ol re _I!if.?.cstu” ea w1tt it LB | (1) Has Israel violated the prohibi- | problem of settlement of disputes was Itt{dI]:nr adequate to the task l:-efelze it,' have done working alone.
hold llljttP!I.;I t::{'f’h‘!“t;" I:H:'l ﬂ?ﬁt- e "]{"__'l " tion in the Charter of the United Na-|of no importance to them and that |
ild) tober, but thl,} 5::.:,[{21; frahﬁﬂns, :,f“ lﬂ' tions against the use of force, or was they would be able to achieve their
the seanlition andor i“f‘; l.]-.!] ”],1 iy _GIE:E ?: she entitled to take retaliatory or pre- |aims regardless of Charter limita-
that W s f‘:;;fet E']'l:{-‘ | ﬁm}::; 5" E ventive action against Egypt? tions. They rejected, therefore, all
apg” tha {*;ants of xth o Rl vt em; (2) Was Egvpt entitled to national- | pleas of small States to establish bind-
uld an agreement was reached on six — - — I CAMBRIDGE ANDOVER
.E-‘T' basic principles which were endorsed CHERCHEZ Second Hand Lawbooks
::'i;:? ulmninmus}y by the Security Council LA FLAMME . LAW SCHOOL AIDS
on 13 October 1956. While the Secre-
flE[:. tarv-General continued his negotia- 2 EIGP?TAFQ?{E'FEEH?'HEE HARVARD BOOK STORE
£ \ . tions with Egvpt with respect to the RBERS 1248 MASS. AVE. CAMBRIDGE 33 Mount A“bur“ Street
e i:[nplem-:mt:_!itic;n Ef th{i_-s;[_; ;}l-i;lcip]?g, 21 DUNSTER ST. EST. 1898 OPP. LAMONT LIBRARY TR 6.9068
e rance and the United Kingdom de-
e cided to take the matter into their own | r" 7 5%
e Britsh-French A i Equi THE MISSES | | E
The British-French Action Sk [ &
When Israel invaded Egyvpt on Oe- I qu"pment C AR ANCE
tober 29, the British and French Gov- |
] ernments issued an ultimatum to both LITTLEFIELD
i - e Everything for the Skier

HARVARD SQUARE

SALE
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- B TENNIS & SQUASH sHOP |||  PROFESSIONAL
TENNIS & SQUASH SHoP [ .-\ : TYPISTS |
67a Mt. Auburmn St Cambridge t. TRE6-5417 4 Brattl e si'l'EEl' TR 5_1495 $95.00 OVEI‘EﬂﬁtS $75.UO

Opp. Lowell House — TR 6-5417

$69.50
$52.50

$85.00
$65.00

‘

Topcoats

LET'S GO BOWLING
AT

HARVARD BOWLAWAY

40 Boylston Sit.

HARVARD SQUARE

JOSEPH KEEZER
Oldest *Old Clothes Man® at Harvard — 57 Years
USED Clothes, Jewelry, Bric-a-Brac, Antiques, Luggage
Gold and Silver BOUGHT & SOLD

A Lu:qnl Assortment of Tweed Sport Jackeis. Blazers. Suils
Chesterfield Overcoats and Topcoats in excellent condition.

HARVARD COMMUNITY EXCHANGE

1094 MASS. AVE. KI 7-2455

Storm Coats

Suits Reduced 20%
Sport Coats Reduced 20%

Telephone: EL 4-89169
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