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“Compensation Without Fault”

(EDITOR'S NOTE: Mr. Belli's comments on the CONTRA
guestion “Cempensation Without Fault” were fo have been

inciuded alongside those expressed by Professor William
Cohen, in the December issue of The Docket. Because of the
delay and the “Answer” nature of Mr. Belli’s argiwmen{ we
felt it omly fair to allow Professor Cohen a “Reply”.)

By MELVIN BELLI
There is only one basic issue in any legal system:
justice. Abandoning the courts under the guise of ex-
pediency s unwarranted.

Living daily and at first hand with the personal injury
victim, the trial bar, the men who prepare and try these
cases, we arc unconvinced that the proponents of the
“commission plans’ actually represent any real public de-
mand for scheduled payments before administrative agen-
cies. These would, of course, be under a “no fault system”
requiring surrender, among others, of constitutional rights
to trial by jury.

There is no “‘public clamor”
unsupported by even a blueprint. The
proposers seriously underestimate the public feeling
somehow the jury system is a democratic safeguard.

Professor William Cohen, as have others before him,
proposes: (1) Liability without fault in automobile acci-
dent cases (2) Relegation of automobile accident victims
only to some unidentified tribunal where the saluation is
“Good Morning, "Mr. Commissioner’ ” in licu of “Your
Honor”. This would be addressed in a quasi-judicial atmos-
phere where “every man his own lawyer”. In any event
lawyers would only “‘clutter up, clog and confuse” the
orderly proceedings; (3) As a corollary to Items (1) and
(2), my professorial friend proposes abolishing trial by
jury and the foundations of a judicial systemy, the former
which most students yet preserve some mecasure of devo-
tion.

for a radical reform
“speedy justice”
that

Conceding the vast problems of administration of any
such plan, he poses the isvues as follow: (1) Is a system of
automaobile compensation without fault more rational than
a system based on fault? (2) Does fault have any legiti-
mate part in any governmenltal system of compensaling
accident victims 7

iability without fault under a compensation system 1s
netther rational, economically sound, nor socially desirable.
Despite the slogans of alliterative phrase-makers describ-
ing our courts as “overcrowded, overburdencd and over-
taxed” — “‘clogged, cluttered and congested by the stag-
gering burden of the automobile cases™, the files of our
brethern in the insurance industry, relating the ratio of
cases tried to the total number of claims, indicate that 59
per cent, of the poteniial cases are disposed of without a
fawsuit. Of the residual 20 per cent, roughly 10 per cent, or
(Continued on Page 6)

ebuttal

By WILLIAM COHEN
UCLA Professor of Law

Mr. Belli has either failed to read my statement or
has deliberately attributed to me positions I did not espouse
in order to set up straw men which are easier to blow down.

Brietly my December statemient took pains to point
out that most of the controversy surrounding accident com-
pensation had missed the mark in that the battles had
raged about administrative problems rather than the basic
tssuc. Mr. Belli proves my case.

In line with my thesis that problems of administering
a system of accident compensation (and I acknowledged
that difhcult problems exist) were secondary to the all-too-
often overlooked central question whether fault 1s a legiti-
mate cornerstone of automobile accident liability, I took
pains not to recommend or espouse any particular method
of admimstering such a system. Yet, Mr. Belli attributes to
me the suggestion that such a system must be administered
by a comumission and the right of jury trial muss be abolish-
ed. A denial of the paternity of these positions is not neces-
sary for those who read myv earlier piece. Nor did [ advo.
cate scheduled payments ol inadequate compensation as
the method of compensating accident victims. Finally [ did
not argue that accident compensation was necessary becausc
of crowdcd court calendars, high contingent fees or the
machinations of lawyers who “clutter vp, clog and confuse
orderly proceedings.”

Simply put, my position was that “fault” is an trrele-

(Countinued on Page 5)
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UCLA Law Students’ Associaiic;ﬁ

Judge Clark Arrives
For Month's Residence

The second of this semester’s Regents’ Lecturers in Law-—
United States Circuit Judge Charler E. Clark-—officially began
his month-long assignment speaking Monday night on the sub-
ject of “Making Courts Efficient.”

During the coming weeks Judge Clark will conduct semi-
nars and classes as follows:

Thursday, March 9, 2 p.m.: Seminar in Constitutional
Litigation.

Monday, March 13, 3 p.m.: Discussion group with First
Year Proceduwe, Section A. Faculty Lounge.

Tuesday, March 14, 3 p.m.: Discussion group with First
Year Procedure, Section B. Faculty Lounge.

Tuesday, March 21, 3 p.m.: Discussion group with Reme-
dies Class. Faculty Lounge (Students with names beginning
A-M are invited to attend this session.)

Wednesday, March 22, 3 p.m.: Discussion group with
Remedies class, Faculty Lounge (Students with names begin-
ning N-Z are invited to attend this session.)

Judge Clark began a long and honors filled career in the
law at Yale more than a half century ago. He received his
LIB and was admitted to the Connecticut Bar in 1913. After
a few years in private practice he returned to alma mater,
rising in the academic world to Dean and Sterling Professor
of Law. After a ten year peri-
od as dean, Judge Clark was
appointed, in 1939, to the Fed-
aral Bench and the Court
Appeals of the Second Circuit,
2 position he still occupies.

During his years as a pro-
fessor the Regents’ Lecturer

that was effected in 1952.

JUDGE CLARK

by the profession to be one

o of the outstanding jurists in

the American legal system.
Through his opinions, articles

Events Set
For Law Day

position as one of the giants
of the law.

of

sharpened his active interest
n procedural law and was a
moving force in the adoption
f the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure. He is also credited
with overhaul and complete
nodernization of the court sys-
tem of Puerto Rico, a reform

Judge Clark is acknowledged

and books he has established a

Justice Traynor
Ends Visit As
Regents Lecturer

In public lecture and private
conversation, in casual  semi-
nars and school-wide forum
presentations Judge Roger P.
Traynor, Associate Justice of
the California Supreme Court,
filled his residency at the
UCLA School of Law as the
first Regents’ Lecturer accred-
ited to this graduate school.

During his stay the Justice
was available daily to students
and faculty for both scheduled
and unscheduled sessions. He
received his formal introduc-
tion to the UCLA community
at an evening public lecture on
February 14, delivered to an
overflow audience in BAE 147,
The intriguing title, “Sky ho,
Ho Hum or Gung Ho!” effec-
tively revealed the judge’s con-
cern for and involvement with
the entire judicial process:

Taking as his main theme
the role of the State’s Supreme
Court in the evolution and
growth of our legal system,
Justice Traynor described. the
necessity for a continuing eval-
uation of our laws in light of
contemporary contexts and the
requirement that they be kept
“up to date” to serve the needs
of the people governed.

He noted the dangers of
“sky ho” judicial attitudes—
where precedents are shattered
without adequate justification,
but also noted that a slavish
obedience to precedent —*ho
hum”—ecan be just as danger-
ous and defeating in our chang-
ing, expanding society.

The proper attitude, which

{Continued on Page 2)

“Ten Years of Progress.”
This is the theme sclected
to keynote the 1961 observ-

LAW REVIEW EDITOR

ance of Law Day at UCLA.
On April 28, this institu-
tion will review the ten years
that have passed since the
school moved from very tem-
porary quarters opposits
Bulleck’s Westwood store te
the Law Building.

Major events of the day
include the final rounds of
the Roscoe Pound Moot
lourt competition.

In the evening a dinner
dance at the Deauville Coun-
iry Club in Santa Dlonica
will provide alumni with an
opportunity to renew old ac-
guaintances among them-
selves and the school's fac-
ulty. Highlight of the even-
ing will be a ten year review
of the school's progress by
Deasn Richard C. Maxwell.

Invitations and bids for
the day’s activities will be
on their way to alumni and
friends shortly, Chairman

ing classes the UCLA School
the
the

Cohen,

The new appointee is cur-
rently serving as Editor-in-
Chief of the UCLA Law Re-
view. While an undergraduate,
also at UCLA, he lettered in
basketball.

Commenting on the appoint-
ment, Law School Dean Rich-
ard C. Maxwell noted that

Nebenzahl promises.

By MEL ALBAUM
For the third time in the ten years it has been graduat-

of Law has been honored by

selection of one of its students as clerk to a Justice of
United States Supreme Court.

Later this year Henry J. Steinman, Jr. will take up
residence in Washington as clerk to Chief Justice Earl Warren
and thus join alums Harvey Grossman, Law ’54 and William
56 who clerked for Associate Justice William O.
Douglas. Mr. Cohen is currently a professor of law at UCLA.
Mr. Grossman is in private practice locally.

Steinman’s selection “is anoth-
er milestone in the accomplish-
ments of the graduates of this
school.”

How does the appointee him-
self feel about the job awaiting
him after graduation? He sees
the honor as a “wonderful

{Continued on Page 2)
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FIVE YEAR PLAN

UCLA School of Law Proposes

Foreign

asters Degree

Within five years, the UCLA School of
Law plans to offer a comprehensive program
of graduate study for foreign students leading
‘to the degree of Master of Comparative Law
(M.C.L.) and to introduce a program of inter-

" .mnational legal studies for our own students.

Approximately 75 applications are received
~annually from foreign students who wish to
undertake graduate legal study at UCLA. To
meet this demand, activities have been initiated
to equip the faculty to carry out such a pro-
gram and to establish the necessary liaison
with foreign lawyerg and law gchools.

The necessity and value of a program

School This Summer?
Choose Courses Now

Courses to be offered during
the 1961 Summer Session at

“the UCLA School of Law have !

“been announced by the admin-
istration. Seven classes will be
:available and students will be
«permitted a maximum of eight
units.

‘Five of the courses will be
taught by UCLA School of
Law faculty members. Two
courses  will be given by visit-
ing professors.

_"One visiting professor for
the summer session -will be
“William ~O. Huie, LIB, SJD,
professor of Law at the Uni-
‘versity of Texas. Professor
Huie is scheduled to teach a
three unit course in OIL AND
GAS.

The other visitor will be
Monrad G. Paulsen, AB, JD,
Professor of Law at Columbia
University. Professor Paulsen
will teach CONFLICTS OF
LAWS, also 3 units.

Instruction for the summer
session will begin on June 19
cand conclude August 11. Fee
‘for the summer courses is $30
per unit ‘and a maximum of
1 $150.

The courses to be offered
~are as follows:

S 301 OIL AND GAS

‘The common law concepts,
‘legislative enactments and le-
rgal -documents relating to the
business of producing oil and
gas. Professor Huie.

$°308 CONFLICT OF LAWS

A study of the special prob-
lems which arise when the sig-
nificant facts of a case are
~connected with more than one
jurisdiction. Recognition and
effect of foreign judgments;

|

choice of law: federal courts
and conflict of laws; the Unit-

ed States Constitution and
conflict of laws. Professor
Paulsen.

S 314 FUTURE INTERESTS
A study of the problems
arising out .of the creation of
successive interests in land and
personalty. Included is a con-
sideration of the variety of fu-
ture interests, of the devices
employed to create future .in-
terests, and of the problems of
construction of language often
used in conveyances creating
future interests. Two units.
Professor Verrall.
S 325 LEGAL AID
Training, under supervision
of legal aid attorneys, in inter-
viewing clients and witnesses,
analysis of actual legal prob-
lems, drafting legal documents,
and preparing cases for trial.
One Unit. Mr. Franke.
S 321 LEGISLATICN
The methods of the legisla-
tive process; lobbying; the in-
vestigative and enactment pro-
cess; problems of legislative
drafting. Two units. Professor
Abrams.
8332 FEDERAL ESTATE
AND GIFT TAXATION
Items includable in gross es-
tates of decedents, valuation,
deductions and credits; compu-
tation; special tax and other
problems in planning of es-
tates. Three Units. Professor
Rice.

S 339 SECURITY TRANS-
ACTIONS
Secured transactions vrelat-
ing to real estate, rchattels,
choses in action and third-
party undertakings. Two units.
' Professor Maxwell.

fo

UCLA’s Connell Professor of
Law James H. Chadbourn is
scheduled to carry his wit and
Jearning to one of the less-fav-
ored backwaters of American
legal education during the 1961
School Year. Harvard college,
reportedly hard-hit by govern-
-mental draft since the change
of Administration in January,
has secured the services of this
school’s distinguished P ro-
cedure and Evidence authority.

Professor  Chadbourn is
-scheduled to teach first-year
Frocedure. and third-year Evi-
-dence courses at the Beantown
institution as a visiting Pro-
{essor.

This - year’s first .year class
=will be: pleased to learn that as
~of -September, 1962, Professor

Chadbourn. will be back-at UC-

Boston Beware—

rvard!

LA, ready to take up his usual
third year seminar course,

To make certain that he
won't be forgotten by Califor-
nia lawyers and law students
during his year's absence a
reminder in the form of a two
volume work on California
pleading and practice has been
published recently, in co-auth-
orship with UCLA colleague
Professor Arvo Van Alystyne.
The work, which will be used
by the Continuing Education of
the Bar Committee, is an exten-
sive and exhaustive treatment
of the subject of procedure in
the California courts.

(Editor’'s Note: Wouldn't
yvou like to be present—as a
visitor — at the first day of
class in the Procedure course

at Harvard this-Fall?)

rogram

offering teaching and/or research opportunities
is self evident.
providing American training for a most in-
fluential segment of the population of other|
nations, and of providing an important group
of American lawyers with an understanding of
international and foreign problems essential
to their effective participation in the affairs
of the state, and the nation, in years to come.
The continuing position of the Bar in provid-
ing leaders in this and other countries makes
it essential that legal education include inter-
national considerations.

The initial area of development in inter-

It serves the dual purpose of

national legal studies will be
Latin America. This choice was
made due to the interest of the
faculty in this area, because of
our proximity to the Latin Am-
erican nations and the relative
availability of materials and
personnel. Future study of
other areas of the world is also
intended. The first manifesta-
tion of this intent will be  a
course in Islamic Law to be
offered in the coming Fall sem-
ester.

Several members of the UC-
LA Law Faculty have some ex-
perience in foreign law. Prof.
James H. Chadbourn was a
member of the Salzburg Sem-
inar faculty in the summer of
1960. Assoc. Prof. Norman

‘Abrams served as Director of

the Israeli Codification project
of the Harvard Law School -
Brandeis University. Prof. Ad-
dison Mueller has been invited
to participate with President
Ahama of Waseda University
in Tokyo in conducting a sem-
inar in Anglo-American Con-
tract Law in the Spring of
1962. Prof. Murray L. Sch-
wartz recently participated in a
seminar of the Conference of
the Inter-American Academy of
International and Comparative
Law at Havana, Cuba. Prof.
James D. Sumner spent a re-
cent sabbatical in Italy lectur-
ing and conducting a study of
Italian conflict of laws doc-
trine. Prof. Benjamin Aaron
served as advisor on Japanese
labor relations to General
Douglas MacArthur during the
American occupation of Japan.

The program will utilize this
experience, as well as the
entire faculty, toward the ef-
fective development of varied
types of foreign and compara-
tive law programs. Initially it
will provide for faculty train-
ing in Latin American law,
thus making UCLA more at-
tractive to able foreign stu-
dents, and broadening the
education available to Amer-
ican law students.

PROF. WARREN
As one of the first steps leading
to establishment of Master of
Law program at UCLA, Prof.
William D. Warren will spend
time this summer in Mexico
investigating Mexican laws in the
area of Commercial Transactions.

(Continued from Page 1)

R

EDITOR STEINMAN AND DEAN MAXWELL

learning opportunity: to see
and participate in the judicial
process first hand, to meet the
finest attorneys in the United
States, read their briefs, and
to listen to their arguments
before the nation’s  highest
bench.”

In his undergraduate days,
Hank had no thought of even
entering law school, let alone

|acquiring the ‘distinctions he

has recorded. At that time he
was: a Physical Education: ma-
jor, playing varsity basketball,
and . admittedly not devoting
the greatest effort to his stu-
dies. He was looking forward
to being an athletic coach in
the secondary school system.

After graduation he entered
the service from the Naval
ROTC program and served for
39 months as a jet pilot. With
a newly acquired wife on his
arm and the GI Bill in his
pocket after he left the mili-
tary, Hank decided to pursue
his studies. But he didn’t know
whether he had the intellectual
capabilities He had never stu-
died seriously. So he took
courses in Businass Adminig-
tration for a year. When he re-
ceived straight A’s in the
courses and did well in the
Princeton Exam, he set his
sights on Law School.

When he entered UCLA Law
School in 1857 it was ‘“with
hopes of just passing and with
no idéa of Law Review.” But
when the first - year midterm
exams revealed a 78 overall
average, Hank set his sights
higher. At the end of the first
year he was second in his class.
He is second in his clags today.

Hank admits that when -he
was appointed to Law Review,
he thought that it was a fluke
he had done so well. But look-

ing back on the experience,
Hank feels that Law Review
was the most rewarding aspect
of  his studies:

“Law Review has tremen-
dous  effect on  your studies,
but not on your grades. You
spend 20 to.30 per cent. less
times on your studies than you
did the first year, but you are
spending more time on law.
Everyone is - surprised that
grades-are not affected by this,
and the reason. is that you are
learning to think and analyze
legal problems. So you may
not know the rules of law as
well, but you have a better
legal mind. The superior ana-
Iytical writing ability which
you acquire through Law.Re-
view more than compensates
for any lack of substantive law
you may have in any particular
course.”

“Your grades are not going
to change two points by know-
ing 20 times as much substan-
tive law,” Hank said. “Your
grades are going to be based
on your ability to analyze gz
fact situation in a lawyer-like
fashion.

“Moot court is .a valuable
program,” Hank said, “but
there is no question but that
a superior training will be ob-
tained through Law Review.
It is the only truly respected
extracurricular activity the
Law School has to offer. If I
Lhad not been on Law Review, 1
would have been in the Moot
Court program. But everyone
should have as .a goal his
first year attaining Law Re-
view status.”

Ccmmenting on the interre-
lationship of marriage and law
school, Hank said: “A mar-
ried man has a tremendous ad-
vantage over a bachelor in that
the family can adjust to his

(Continued on Page 5)

nor . . .

(Continued from Page 1)

he described as “Gung Ho,”
implies that all concerned con-
tinue the processes of active
thought in solving the vexing
problems that confront the
courts—and by logical exten-
sion—the legislature, the law
schools, lawyers and the pub-
lic.

During the two weeks fol-
lowing this first lecture Judge
Traynor embarked on a pro-
gram coordinated by Profes-
sor of Law William D. Warren,
of maximum exposure to fac-
vlty and students. Seminars,
special class gessions and a

Legal Forum meeting were
conducted by the Judge.

In re-establishing his aca-
demic credentials (see story
page 4) Judge Traynor made
it apparent, as Dean Richard
C. Maxwell pointed out “al-
though Judge Traynor has
been away from teaching for a
long time, it is obvious he is
still.one of the best in the busi-
ness. All of us have profited
greatly by his. presence here.”

Dean Maxwell summed up
the school’s concensus when he
commented that “it was a de-
lightful experience.”




“The Alumni Association of
he UCLA School of Law has
-announced a disposition of
funds in the scholarship peol
of the Asgociation.

Gordon Pearce, president of
‘the Alumni Association, has
“afinounced that June 1960
Graduate Stanley Fimberg re-
ceived the Aassociation award
for attaining the highest schol-
asti¢ average in his graduating
‘clasg. Fimberg wag Editor-in-
Chiéf of the Law Review as
weil as. scholastic leader of the
class.
sivecipients of $250 scholar-
ships were  second year stu-
dents Kieth Groneman and Ar-
lington Robbins, President
Pearce also - amnounced that

made to Law School students

in recent months.

ALUMNI NOTES — DPresi-
dent Pearce hag also revealed
a policy chaige coneerning
payment of dues. Beginning
January 1, 1962, dues for the
Association will be payable on
a calendar basis, rather than
on a June-to-June schedule. ..
As an inducement for recent
graduates to join the Associ-
ation membership cards will be
sent to each member of the
graduating class. Dues will not
have to be paid until the fol-
lowing January . . . All mem-
bers of the Association have
been urged by the President to
plan to atiend the annual Law
Day festivities on April 28, He
notes that the Alumni associa-

Second LI
v January

By MEL ALBATUM

Among - this year's January graduates,

now diligently

preparing to take the Bar examination this month, is 57-year-
old Andrew Haberficld. A refugee, first from the Nazis, then
from the communists in Czechoslovakia, Andy sought asylum
in the United States and is now about to embark on a new
life as attormey with the TU.S. Treasury Department, after
achieving the distinction of being the oldest graduate of
UCLA Law School. ’

Andy had been a practicing attorney in Czechoslovakia
after receiving his doctor-in-law degree there in 1926. But in
1039 he was in England on business with a group of clients
when the war broke out. Being Jewish, Haberfield could not
return. His wife and son were

forced to flee. They lost every-
thing they possessed, went un-
derground, sheltered by wvari-
ous friends and finally by peas-
ants in the forest for the dura-
tion of the war.

During this time Ahdy par-
ticipated in the Czech govern-
ment in exile, After the war
he was reunited with his fami-
ly in Prague, where he was
appointed head of the Depart-
ment of Corporationg and Busi-
negs Associations. At that time
the government wag still basi-
cally democratic, but moving
toward increasingly closer co-
alition with the communists.

Andy wrote a number of art-
icles published in legal and eco-
nomic journals as well as two
books, one of which was en-
titled The Effect of Nationali-
zation on Corporations, His
writings took a position decid-
edly opposed to the communist
policy gaining ascendence at
that time, He was summoned
to the cabinet noir and warned
not to publish anything further
without submitting it for cen-
sorship. In addition he wag re-
lieved of his position and strip-
ped of his political force.

Sensing the impending dang-
er, Andy and his family immi-
grated to the United States
in the summer of 1947, Six
months later the communists
took over his country.

After working in the ship-
ping and export business in
New York until 1951, Andy,
{hen 48 years old, moved to
California to become a poultry
farmer.

Finally, in 1958, in spite of
his age, in spite of the langu-
age barrier, in spite of the fact
that he would not be granted
one unit of credit for hig for-
mer studies, Andy decided to
re-embark on hig career in law
and enrolled ag a full-time stu-
‘dent in the UCLA Law School

“I spent all my time study-
ing and reading,” Aundy said.
And so did the rest of his

family. His wife studied book-
keeping and took a job with
the Los Angeles Board of Edu-

cation. His son, 27, received-

his PhD in organic chemistry
at UCLA last year, and his
daughter, Eve, is graduating
from junior high school this
year, an honor student,

The most difficult courses for
Andy were Procedure and Evi-
dence, for here the rules are
very technical and completely
different.

Comparing the study of law
in America and on the conti-
nent, Andy said: “Legal edu-
cation is much more difficult
here. It is more speculative and
demands much greater voeabu-
lary, because you have to go
deep into the cases fo extract
your rules. In Civil Law coua-
tries wyou simply study the
rules of Iaw as they are.

“American law is also more
complex because the economy
iz more complicated,” he added.
“Corporation law is an exam-
ple. The difference between the
two systems iz not so much
in the basic principles of law,
but in the growth and com-
plexity of the total system. The
complex economy of America
has resulted in more complex
and diversified rules of law.'

For Andy, these aspects had
to be relearned, and here he
felt his knowledge of the Euro-
pean system may have hinder-
ed rather than helped him.

Summing up Andy said, 1
found that American boys are
very friendly, good friends, and
although it was hard, if I had
it to do again, it would be
worth it for the sake of the
knowledge I have gained, I al-
ready miss the Ivory tower,
But now that I have a degree
in both greal systems of West-
ern Civilization, I would feel
guilty if T were not able to
use my knowledge in some in-
ternational field, comparative
law or teaching.”

tion is a co-sponsor of the eve-
ning dinner-dance, to be held
this year at the Deauviile Club
in Santa Monjca, Tickets for
the event, at $4.75 per person,
will be available shortly from
Association representatives,

If things seem less crowded
this semester than last, credit
the 18 students who compieted
their legal educations during
the Fall semester,

According to the school ad-
ministration this was the num-
ber certified for graduation as
of January 25, 1961

In alphabetical order, the
the grads were: Willlam F. An-
derson, Richard H. Bein, Brian
Crahan, Pennis W, Fredrick-
spn, Earle J, Gibbkons, Andrew
Haberfield, John Albert Har-
vey, Marvin 8. Haslin, Donald
. McDaniel, Edward M. Miz-
rahi, Jarees A. Nakano, Gil-
bert E, Newton, Roger , A.
Peters, Don B. Rolley, James
L. Roper, Bette Lou Schick,
William S. Scully, James R.
Tweedy.

Now all they have to do
is study for the Bar!
Congratulations and good
hick,

HABERFIELD

Out o the

News from Faculty Row
By PHYLLIS HiX

March 9 will find Dean Maxwell atiending the Law Alumni.
Scholarship Foundation Dinner; an annual Spring event for
planning the Law School Scholarship drive. He will also attend
the annual Berkeley-UCIL.A Joint Faculty Conference on March
17, at which problems common to both schools are to be dis-
cussed. Finally, the Dean will journey out of the state to
address the Utah State Bar, March 24, on the subject of
“Damages’’, :

Assistant Dean Murray Schwartz will speak on the sub-
ject of “Legal Ethics” at the district conclave of Phi Alpha.
Delta Legal Fraternity, March 25, at the Ambassador Hotel in
Los Angeles,

The Curriculum Committee of the Association of American
Law Schools has announced the chairmanship of Professor
Kenneth H. York for the coming wvear. In addition Mr. York
will spend his summer at the University of Utah where he will
teach Security Transactions. '

A monograph on the “Legal Status of Employee Benefit
Rights Under Private Pension Plans” by Professor Benjamim-
Aaron will be publicshed thizs month as one of a series under
sponsorship by the Pension Research Council of the Wharton
School. Mr. Aarom also hag an ariicle in the Spring issue of
the Ohio State Law Journal entitled, “Some Aspects of Union
Duty of Fair Representation”. His current schedule inecludes
an address before the Federal Bar Association when it meets
in Los Angeles in April

Professor William Cohen will have an article in. the
Spring issue of the Minnesota Law Review. Under the heading
of Federal Jurigdiction the article deals with the procedure of
removing cases from state to federal courts.

’ The students and faculty join in welcoming back Professor
L. Dale Coffman after an absence due to illness.

Since our last issie two facully members have increased -
their families. The Norman Abrams welcomed daunghter Julie
on December 5, 1960; and Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Vodnoy became-
the parents of Mimi on January 19, 19061,

Forum Series Chairman
Explains Spring Policy

(Editor's Note: The Author of
the article below, Al Moon, is
Chairman for LSA of the Le-
gal Forum Series. Because of
the guestions that have arisen
concerning the Forum - Series
for the Spring Semester and
its relationship to the Senior
Lectures on Friday afternoons,
The Docket has asked the
chajrman for a clarification,
and it is presented here.)
BY AL MOON

Since there have been gques-
tions econcerning the Amnnual
Senior Lectures on Friday
afternoons, it was deemed ad-
visable to have an explanation
in thig issue of The Docket.
These lectures ,which are part
of the Practice Court course,
are co-sponsored by the Legal
Forum Committee. In cooper-
ation with Dean Maxwell, a

policy has been established to

it L

Dr. Otto Kahn-Fruend, pro-
fessor of law at the University
of London's School of Econom-
ies & Political Science, presents
his views on “Frontiers of Law
in Industrial Relations™ at the
UCLA School of Law on Mon-
day, Msarch 13.

The speaker is an inferna-
tionally known authority on
comparative labor law, His
visit here ig jointly sponsored
by Institute of Industrial Re-
lations, the Institute of Inter-
national and Foreign Studies
and the School of Law,

Currently a visiting profes-
sor at Ohio State Law School,
Dr. Kuhn-Freund alzo is sched-
uled to deliver talks at Stan-
ford and Berkeley on a west
coast visit this month.

Professor Benjamin Asaron,
of the law school faculty, is
representing the School in ar-
rangements for the lecture,

Dr. Xabn-Freund was 2

rt
rch 1

judge in his native Germany

petween 1028 and 1933, He

holds a Doctor of Jurispru-
dence degree from the Univer-
sity of Frankfort and a Master
of Laws degree from the Uni-
versity of London. In the
United States he has been a
visiting professor at the Yale
and University of Pennsylva-
nia Law Schools, in addition to
his current assignment at Ohio
State University.

Commenting on Dr. Xahn-
Freund’s visit here on the thir-
teenth, Professor Aaron noted
that “it is a rare privilege to
be able to host so outstanding
a figure.” Professor Aaron
noted that the visiting lecturer
ig one of the world’s foremost
authorities in hig field of com-
parative labor law and urged
all students to take advantage
of the opportunity to hear him
speak,

emphasize these lectures Ffor

the third year class only, This .-

does not mean that other stu~-
dents are not allowed to attend: .

In explanation, it might be- -
wise to give some background: . .-

These lectures were initiated-

by Judge Mathes, who is in .-
charge of the Practice Court, =
at a time several years ago..

when the course was generally
elected by all seniors. g

tives, inecluding seminars,

a decrease in attendance, c
It is hoped that, by estab-
lishing these lectures over the
years ag a traditional part of"
the third year curriculum, se-
niors will abtend in numbers
indicating recognition of their
value, C

These lectures are designed
for seniors to provide practical
information to bridge the gap
between law school and law:
practice.

Their subject matter is such
that they can be best appreci-
ated by seniors, and likewise,
they are of more value to se-
niors, who will soon be putting
such knowledge to practical
use.

Since the game lectures are
given each year, it is therefore-
desirable that students wait
until their third year to attend
them, at which time they will
derive the most benefit from
them. (OFf course, those stu--
dents who are accelerating
should attend the lectures dur-
ing their second wear, since
they are given only in the
spring.)

For the seniors, attendance
at the Annual Senior Lectures
is time well spent. All of the
speakers are leaders in the
fields about which they speak.
Emphasis is on solid, bread-
and-butter technigues of law
practice. The knowledge im-
parted at each one or two hour
lecture wounld require days,
perhaps even years, to acguire
in your own practice of law.

Sinea’. ..
then, the addition of more ejec.,. . .-
to
the third year has resulted im .
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Foreign Grad School

Another link is soon to be forged for strengthening
our natural ties with Latin America. The plans for a
foreign graduate school, announced by the administration
last week, envision a beginning concentraticn on Latin-
American Law.

Professor Warren’s special project in Mexico next
summer will be followed, it is hoped, by similar journeys
over the next five years by other professors to culminate
in the creation of a graduate school for foreign attorneys.

- The administration is to be complimented, not only
because of the importance of this program, but because of
its foresight and step by step planning toward the achiev-
ment of such a worthwhile goal.

Steinman's Appointment

- The news that Henry Steinman was appointed law.
clerk to Chief Justice Warren created great excitement on
campus last week. “‘Hank,” popular editor-in-chief of the
UCLA Law Review follows in the proud foot-steps of two
other notable alumni, Prof. William Cohen and Harvey
Grossman, both of whom served in similar capacity to
Supreme Court Justice William O. Douglas.

We share the general feeling that this is just the begin-
ning of an illustrious and distinguished legal career for
“Hank,” and he will continue to bring honor to himself

and UCILA Law School.

The President Speaks

To the Student Body: .

Between Finals, seminars, and preparation for classes, the
Executive Committee has found itself somewhat short of time
lately; nevertheless, over the past couple of months, we have
seen several interesting developments.

The prospect for increased scholarship funds is very bright,
although I am not free at the present to disclose just how this
will be done. If present plans materialize, and the only contin-
gency is time, available funds will be increased by $2,500 annual-
ly. This, of course, will broaden the scope of scholarship aid

immeasurably.

Due to the increased size of the student body, it has be-
come all too apparent that the existing lounge facilities have
become inadequate. This is reflected by the Lounge’s perpetual
littered condition. There have been complaints about student
appearance, most of which have emanated from students them-
selves. Finally, concern has been expressed about the lack of
student interest in school affairs, Many of us feel that all these
problems stem from a common cause, or are related to a
¢ommon factor. However, in order that the Executive Commit-
tee can function effectively, it must have a broad idea of mem-
bership thought on these matters. A general meeting has there-
fore been called to initiate the thinking processess, and all
ideas about morale and related problems will be welcome.

Spring Elections will be upon us soon, so be thinking about
prospective L.S.A. and Class officers for next year.

You all have read recently in the Student Lawyer about
AL.S.A. Life Insurance — $12,000 worth of convertible term
insurance for $50 annual premiums. If any of you are interested
in this offer, applications are available in the L.S.A. office.

It loks as though there will be no further assessment for
Spring  bluebooks; and, unless a more practical method of
handling them in the future appears, L.S.A. will abandon this
function to the individual students. As pointed out previously,
with present income definitely at its ceiling and expenses rising
constantly, it was impractical to continue to supply free blue-
books.
Copies of the L.S.A. Constitution and By-laws are now
available at the L.S.A. office. ‘

JOHN R. LIEBMAN
President, Law Students Assn.
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KNOW YOUR JUDICI

oger

J. Traynor

Justice, California Supreme Court

By ROSELYN BRASSELL and
MEL SPRINGER

(Seme questions and frank answers from
last month’s Regent’s Lecturer im Law)

Q: What do you think of the quality of legal
education in California?

A: It is excellent and has been consistently
improving. The caliber of recent graduates
shows up in the arguments before appellate
courts where the younger lawyer often out-
performs his elder. In my opinion, the scope
of the curriculum is sufficient and, if anything,
might be narrowed down. Twenty years ago
the pressure on the curriculum was terrific.
There is even more now.

Q: To what extent, if any, does a judge’s law
clerk influence his decision or write his opin-
ions?

A: A great deal, if the clerk and the judge
work closely to-gether. The chief contribution
of the law clerk is in research and in provid-
ing a sounding board to help the judge keep
his thinking straight. The clerk’s work load in
preparing memoranda is extremely heavy.
Every case in which a writ is requested must
be researched and reported upon, and each of
these cases is assigned to omne of the six
Associate Justices. The clerk, therefore, must
handle roughly one-sixth of all the cases that
come before the court. His function in research
is to focus the judge’s attention on the prim-
ary issues involved and, of course, to give the
judge the benefit of whatever case law and
statutory material may be applicable. Almost
all opinions, however, are written by the
judges themselves, but with a great deal of
help from the clerk’s memorandum.

Q: Why did you become and remain a judge?

A: I can only wear one pair of shoes at a
time, and you can see that I'm not undernour-
ished. It is the intellectual freedom that you
have in working out solutions that you think
are sound rather than being an advocate for a
party. Its a matter of temperament, I guess.
I enjoy teaching, too. The change of pace of a
visiting professorship allows me to work on
a single subject long enough to go into greater
depth. On the other hand, each appellate case
demands great concentration. Then you must
erase it from your mind and go on to the
next.

Q: Is there ever a problem of pressure from
friends or politicians?

A: No! That’s no problem at all. Most people
wouldn’t dream of suggesting anything te a
judge about a pending case. Anytime a ques-
tion is asked, I just say I can’t talk about it
because the matter is still pending. I had to
give that answer to a few students here who
sought information about a certain case not
yet decided. But there is no problem. People
have too much respect for courts. I believe
they really want the courts to be the best
they can get.

Q: What do you think about the present
method of selecting the members of the judi-
ciary in California? '

A : 1 think it is good. The appointment rather
than the election of appellate judges is a safe-
guard against the kind of pressure you asked
about before. The Governor has complete free-
dom in his choice of judges. The practice
started under Governor Warren to refer names
of prospective appointees to the State Bar for
appraisel and opinion. Appointment is the only
way to get on the appellate bench, although
on the trial court level one can run for election
against the incumbent. Still, most judges are
appointed by the Governor. There is no legal
requirement to submit the names to the State
Bar, but the practice is being followed. .

Q: Have you ever been in danger, or threa-
tened by anyone?

A: The judiciary is rarely subjected to
threats or abuse. Sometimes you get 'sad cases
of mentally unbalanced people who feél there

has been an injustice. They come up to the
bailiff’s office and want to see the judge. This
doesn’t happen very often, and usually is in
cases where res judicata or time of appeal has
been controlling. As to threats from convicted
criminals or their friends, that only happens in
detective stories.

Q: Should the judiciary enter the political
arena? :

A: TIhave always felt that a judge should stay
completely out of politics. It’s hard to think of
anything that might not come before a court,
and the court should be completely free of
commitments on the outside. Judges should ex-
press their own political views on issues, but
they should not go ocut and make speeches for
candidates nor tie in with political movements.

JUSTICE TRAYNOR
In action at UCLA

Q: What are the relative weights of the policy
factors determining judicial decision?

A: There’s usually no problem since the
court follows stare decisis. The tough case is
the one where this is no countrolling precedent,
or where precendent should be overruled.
There are some instances where following the
law creates injustice, but it is much better to
follow the law. For instance, where the issue
is res judicata, there must be an end to litiga-
tion, and while particular litigants suffer, the
community at large benefits. The same philoso-
phy applies to the statute of limiations. But
since both law and policy are striving-for jus-
tice, I see no conflict in the overall picture.

Q: What are your views om the McNaghten-
rule? :

A: We haven't found anything better. I.don’t
think Durham is the solution. Except for capi-
tal punishment cases the rule wouldn't appedr
to make too much difference, since the gques-
tion is usually whether to put the defendant
behind the four walls of a prison or the four
walls of a mental hospital. But the Wells and
Gorshen decisions, allowing psychiatric testi-
mony at the “trial on the merits” on the
question of intent rather than at a separate
sanity hearing, make it possible for some psy-
chiatrists to testify more honestly. They don’t
have to fudge as much as some must do under
the McNaghten rule, regarding intent.

Q: What were your most humorous and most
important cases?

A: TIdon’t really believe there are any humor-
ous cases. Almost every decigsion the -court
makes is tragedy to somebody. Wit sometimes
has its place in the court, but even though a
judge many times has a temptation to write a
humorous opinion, judicial humor should only
rarely be put into the publie print.

As to my most important case, the answer
is ‘all of them’'. I would be hard put to tell you
when I thought a question of law. wasn't

important.
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 GUEST WRITER-Prof. Howard Taubenfeld

yant

e

(Editor’s Note: Howard J. Taubenfeld, author

ws of |

for The Docket of “Piracy—1961” is professor | guese hands.

of law at Golden Gate College in San Francisco.
Professor Taubenfeld holds a PhD in interna-
tional relations as well as an L.JIB. His com-
ments on the Santa Maria incident and its|fenseless in costumes like that of Captain
ramifications in international legal circles were
specially prepared for The Docket. Our thanks
to Professor Taubenfeld for his perceptive and

entertaining analysis.)

For a few days in January, it seemed that

the name Galvao, skipper through firepower |order in these

of the Santa Maria, might take its place beside
that of Kidd, Bonnet and Blackbeard as the
Navy Department sought to intercept the ves-
sel ‘“under the well-defined terms of interna-
tional law governing piracy and insurrection
aboard the ship.” By January 25th, the Navy|race . . .
had learned how ill-defined the laws governing

piracy actually are and by early February Gal- | Bassett Moore

vao was a gallant political rebel, in exile in

Contra: Prof.

Cohen

(Continued from Page 1)

vant and capricious issue on which to base eligibilty or in-
elgibility for compensaton. Mr. Belli, after he poses the
question, writes not a word which focuses on that questicn.
He tells us of the inadequate awards in Saskatchewan {al-
though Saskatchewan has retained, in addition to these
minimal awards, common law liability for negligence). He
tells us that law suits are not games. He tells us that courts
have developed doctrines of liability without reference to
fault, (without telling us why a legislature cannot rationally
extend those doctrines to the automobile accident). Finally,
he decries “automated justice.” But why should a defend-
ant’s “fault” be necessary to recovery by Mr. Belli’s unfor-
tunate clients? Is Mr. Belli concerned with equally uanfor-
tunate automobile accident victims who are denied all com-
pensation because their injuries cannot be attributed to
another person’s “fault”? Mr. Belli does not say.

If fault s an irrational issue in automobile accident
cases, justice hecomes no more automated when it is dis-
carded than justice became when the totally irrational fel-
low servant doctrine was discarded in cases of employee
accidents. 1f Mr. Belli believes that elimination of the fault
1ssue must inevitably lead to inflexible, impersonal and
inadequate awards, I disagree. If Mr. Belli believes that
the way of justice lies in denying all compensation to the
victim of an automobile accident who cannot trace his in-
juries to a defendant “at fault,” [ disagree. But, if Mr,
Belli believes with me that “fault” as a basis for liability
cannot be defended (and he does not try to defend if),
let us both call for responsihle people to work seriously on
the problems of administering a system not bottomed on
fault before we conclude the difficultics are insuperable.
If my Jawyerly friend and T have a quarrel, we do not seem
to be quarreling about the same things.

STEI!

IAN...

(Continued from page 2)

problems, schedule and time for
gocial activities, where as a

bachelor has to adjust much!

more to social life.

“It is very difficult for wives.
It takes a wife who is very
understanding of what your in-
terests and goals are. I think
my wife has had a tremendous
influence on my success in law
school with her attitude.”

Looking back on the three
years with respect to difficulty
and time consumed, Hank made
these observations:

‘“The first year I spent 45
hours a week in addition to
clagsses. The second year I spent
60 hours a week, 45 of which
were Law Review. Third year
was the same, only almost all
of it Law Review.

i
t

“If you are on Law Review
the second year is definitely
the hardest. If you are not
on Law Review, the second

year is hardest in terms of
substance, but the first is more
difficult in that you can’t be
sure of whether you are tak-
ing the right approach.

“The third year without Law
Review would probably be rel-
atively boring. I look forward
to this Law School’s devoting
a third year entirely to semi-
nar study.

“Programs like the Legal-
Medical Seminar offered this
year are very valuable for the
law student,” he added.

“UCLA is really beginning to
achieve nation-wide status as
one of the finest legal insti-
tutions in the country,” Hank
added, ‘“and anything we can
do to spread our graduates
around is good for the school.
So whereas this clerkship is
personally prestigeous for me,
I am also elated about it for
the sake of the Law School.”

Brazil, and the Santa Maria was back in Portu-

The word “pirate” may conjure up clear-
cut visions of blood-thirsty cut-throats slaugh-
tering the innocent and preying on the de-

Hook, but in international law the term piracy,
like so many others in common use, has no
authoritative definition. Piracy has as its field
of operations the vast domain of the high seas
and for many centuries, to assure law and

has been considered a crime against the law of
nations. Any state seizing pirates can try and
punish them-—they commit, in Justice Story’s
word, ‘‘an offense against the law of society,
a pirate being deemed an enemy of the human
" He is, in that wonderful phrase
hostis humani generis, though, as Judge John

1927, “the municipal law of many States (also)

sovereign-free reaches, piracy

pointed out in The Lotus, in

denominate and punish as
‘piracy’ numerous acts which
do not constitute piracy by the
law of nations, and which
therefore are not of universal
cognisance, so as to be punish-
able by all nations.”

All this throws light on the
vagueness of the concept of
piracy jure géntium and indi-
cates the dificulties inherent in
a situation where all states
have jurisdiction over a crime
for which there is no univer-
sally accepted definition. while
we can assert confidently that
one who loots, plunders, pil-
lages by force of arms, rapes,
enslaves, steals and murders on
the high seas, for private ends,
in the best classic tradition is
a pirate, where does this leave
Galvao ?

While there are a few cases
suggesting that the seizure of
a single ship by persons hav-
ing an intention of universal
hostility might be piracy jure
gentium, Galvao claimed to be,
in effect, an official of an in-
surgent government and we
have ample proof in history
that acts which would be pi-
racy if perpetrated by an indi-
vidual may well be normal acts
of state. In at least one in-
stance, the case of The Magel-
lan Pirates in 1851, insurgents
from the Chilean garrison at
Punta Arenas who seized a
British and American vessel,
killed the masters and owners,
plundered the vessels and put
out to sea, were held by the
British High Court of Admiral-
ty to be pirates. Now however
we have a Portuguese insurrec-
tionist, on a Portuguese ship,
not acting for personal gain.

Since the Latin American
states have tended to be politi-
cally dynamic, they have given
special attention to this ques-
tion. The Pan American Con-
vention on Duties and Rights
of States in the Event of Civil
Strife provides, for example,
that ‘“‘the declaration of pi-
racy against vesels which have
rigen in arms, emanating from
a government, is not binding
upon the other states” though
a state “injured” by deprada-
tions emanating from an “in-
surgent” merchant vessel can
“capture und subject it to the
appropriate penal laws.” An
“insurgent” vessel arriving at
a foreign port is to be turned
over to the constituted govern-
ment, the crew being treated as
politial refugees. Clearly the
Santa Maria might be fitted
into this category by a sympa-
thetic government.

There is another related and
very interesting feature of the

Justice Traynor—
A Pocket Biography

Roger J. Traynor, Associate
Justice of the Supreme Court
of California, was born in Park
City, Utah, in 1900 and lived
there with his parents, Felix
and Elizabeth Traynor, until
his graduation from Park City
High School in 1918. He then
served in the student Army
Training Corps at the Univer-
sity of Utah until the end of
that year, and for some months
thereafter worked at the Silver
King Mill. In August, 1919, he
entered the University of Cali-
fornia where for four years he
held the Willard D. Thompson
Scholarship for students from
Utah. He was elected to Phi
Beta Kappa, Alpha Pi Zeta
(political science honor soci-
ety), and Pi Delta Phi (French
honor society). Upon gradua-
tion with highest honors in
1923 he received a teaching
fellowship for two vears in the
political science department,
and in 1926 an instructorship.

Meanwhile, after receiving
an M.A. in 1924, he simultan-
eously undertook work on a
doctoral dissertation in politi-
cal science and entered law
school, where he was elected
to the Order of the Coif and
served as editor-in-chief of the
California LAW REVIEW. He
divided his time between teach-
ing political science, editing the
LAW REVIEW, and complet-
ing his work for a Ph.D. and
for a law degree, which were
simultaneously conferred upon
him at the University of Cali-
fornia in 1927. He also holds
an LL.D. from the University
of California, conferred upon
him in 1958 and an LL.D. from
the University of Chicago, con-
ferred in 1960 at the dedication
of its new law school building.

Following his admission to
the California Bar in 1927, he
entered private practice in San
Francisco with the firm of Bro-
beck, Phleger, and Harrison.
Within a few months he gave

up practice to accept the offer;
of an appointment to the law |

school faculty at the Univer-
sity of California, where he
served as associate professor,
then professor, and then as
acting dean for one year until
1940, when he was appointed
to the Supreme Court of Cali-
fornia.

In 1933 he married Made-
leine Emilie Lackman, also a
graduate of the University of
California, where she received
her B.A. and was commence-
ment speaker. Recently, after

old rule of piracy. As we can
see on the domestic scene, a
group can slip over gradually
from piracy to respectability.
In diplomatic circles, for in-
stance, it is possible for even
those starting as acknowledged
pirates to receive in time
recognition as a government.

One thing at least emerges
from this brief historical
glance and from the Santa
Maria episode. It is legally
practical to do violence to life
and property on the seas in the
name of some sovereign and
probably in at least a recogni-
zed insurgent ecause. As our
hero Galvao has wisley demon-
strated, the line between re-
spectable  belligerency and
criminal piracy is subtle but
significant. Gilbert’s Pirate
King wmay have been quite
-ight and honorable in boast-
ng:

“When 1 sally forth to seek

my prey
I help myself in a royal way:
(Continued on Page 8)

the children of the family were
irown, she acquired an LL.B.
‘rom the University of Califor-
nia law school. Of the three
:ons in the family, the young-
est, Stephen Pierre, died in
1852, The other two are John
Michael, a recent graduate of
the University of California at
Berkeley and of the Harvard
Law School, and Joseph Mala-
‘chy, a recent graduate of the
University of California at
Davis,

N Since his appointment to the
Supreme Court of California on
Au_g}zs‘t 13, 1940, many of hig
opinions have found their way
into casebooks in various fields
?f t'h‘e law, and have become
tamiliar to a generation of stu-
dents. He hag himself contin-
ued to'have a lively interest in
education and the welfare of
students. He served for sev-
eral years as g director of In-
ternational House in Berkeley.
and currently ig g member 01’?
the Advisory Board of the
Scllool of Business Administra-
tion at the University of Calj-
fgrnia. He has been 2 member
§111ce 1940 of the California
State Bay Committee on Coop-
eration with Law Schools. In
recent years he has devoted
summﬁer Vacation periods to
teaching law students, a tagk
he regards ag affording valy-
able perspective on his judicial
work. He taught g summer
course 1:n Conflict of Laws at
the University of Chicago in
1957 and 1959, and at the
Stanford Unive‘rs;ity Law
School in 1960, Tn the summer
2f 3}956 "he lectured at the
semnar in Ameriean Studies
at Salzburg, attended by law-
yers and judges from many
countries in Europe.

(Thanks to the Utah Chapt
of the Coif, University of tian  rook
Yegires Lm;/) rsity of Uiah Col-

Visiting Prof
Tax Specialist

Currently maintaining office
hours in Room 369 is Visiting
Professor William Oliver., Here
from the University of Indiana
School of Law, where he has
been a professor of law since
1954, Mr. Oliver is currently
conducting a Federal Income
Tax class and a Seminar on
Estate Planning.

A native of the mountains of
Kentucky, or, as he ealls him-
self, a “hill William,” Mr. Oli-
ver holds an A.B. degree from
the University of Kentucky
and a J.D. from Northwestern
University. Before joining the
staff at Indiana, Professor Oli-
ver was a trial tax attorney
for the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, and a teaching associate
at Northwestern, in the Spring
Semester of 1049.

Professor Oliver congiders
himself to be a true “tax man.”
In that capacity, he believes
that further efforts to reform
the income tax field are urg-
ently necessary, from the
standpoint of administration.
He concedes, however, that he
must be pessimistic as to the
possibilities of successful re-
forms, since similar past ef-
forts have only led to further
complexities in the field.

After his present semester’s
service to our U.C.L.A. School
of Law, Mr. Oliver plans to
return to his position of Pro-

fessor of Law at Indiana.
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(Editor’s Wote: The article below was pre-
pared for The Docket by William D. Warren,
UCLA professor of law, Professor Warren
served as consultant to the Legislative
Advisory Committee for the Universal Com-
merical Code. Prospects for the Code’s adop-
tion are considered by the article.)

BY PROFESSOR WILLIAM D. WARREN

There is a good chance that California will
goon join the growing number of states that
have enacted the Uniform Commercial Code.
A final version of the bill to be presented to
the Legislature by State Senator Fred Farr
was hammered out in a meeting of the Advi-
sory Committee on the Code held February 25
and 26 in Sacramento. The somewhat truncated
version of the Code that emerged from this
meeting will apparently enjoy the support of
the ‘California Bar Association, the California
Bankers Association, and other influential
groups.

Only seven of the original nine articles of
the 'Code will be introduced in California.
Article Six, covering bulk sales, was dropped
because it would require a major change in
the law of California dealing with bulk sales.
California law in this field has developed in a
somewhat different direction from that of
certain other states whose statutes formed the
model for the Code provisions. When it ap-

peared that lawyers and business groups op-

posed passage of Article Six unless it was
heavily amended to make it conform to exist-
ing California law, the decision was made to
drop the article altogether.

ARTICLE SEVEN OMITTED

Article Seven will also be omitted from
the bill.. This article covering documents of
title ‘would ‘supplant the Uniform Warehouse
Receipts Act- and  Uniform Bills of Lading
Act. Omission -of this article is attributable to
strong opposition .from representatives of the
state-wide - association of warehousemen. The
warehousemen base their opposition to Article
Seven-on the ground that the industry is well
satisfied with the Uniform Warehouse Receipts
“Act. They contend that the interests of uni-
formity are best served by retaining the pre-
sent-statute which is in force in forty-four
states rather than by enacting a measure
which- is now law in only six states. They
state:.that warehousemen will oppose Article
Seven ‘throughout the nation and predict that
many states, particularly western states, will
follow California’s lead in dropping this part
of the Code.

Since the summer of 1960 the Code has
‘been under intensive study by the California
Bar Association as well as by representatives
of banks, retailers’ associations, credit associa-
tions and other interested groups. This seru-
tiny 'resulted in many proposals by these
groups for amendments to the Code. Professor
Harold Marsh, Jr. of the UCLA School of Law
“was asked to evaluate the merit of the pro-
posed amendments and to make recommenda-

tions to the Advisory Committee. Assisted by
the writer of this article, Professor Marsh
made a detailed analysis of each amendment
proposed in which he summarized the existing
California law, the impact of the Code section
on existing law, and made recommendations
regarding the desirability of the amendments.
CHANGES RECOMMENDED

One of the more significant changes re-
commended by the Advisory Committee was
the deletion of Section 2-302 which allows a
court to refuse to enforce a contract or any
clause thereof which the court finds to be “un-
conscionable”, The Bar Assoclation and several
of the business groups objected to this clause
on the ground that it gave too much power to
courts to interfere in private agreement
making. It was contended that this clause
grants to courts the power to rewrite contracts,
and that the word ‘“‘unconscionable’” is too in-
definite to constitute an effective limitation on
this power. A compromise draft was submitted
which would have allowed courts to refuse to
enforce a clause on the ground of unconscion-
ableness only in cases where consumers had
bound themselves to buy goods by executing
form contracts. The Advisory Committee re-
jected this compromise and dropped the whole
section from the Code.

ARTICLES THREE & FOUR

Numerous changes were recommended by
the Advisory Committee with regard to Arti-
cles Three and Four of the Code to make these
articles concerning negotiable instruments and
bank collections somewhat more consonant
with the needs of the highly automated Calif-
ornia branch banking system.

Two sections approved by the Advisory
Committee change familiar principles of con-
tract law. One makes a written offer by a
merchant to buy or sell goods enforceable
without ‘consideration during the time stated
in the offer not exceeding three months. The
rule that a party can revoke an offer not sup-
ported by consideration is thus abrogated. A
change was also made in the principle that to
constitute a valid acceptance the acceptance
must conform exactly to the terms of the offer.
The Code revision of this rule allows an ex-
pression of acceptance to operate as such even
though it states terms additional to or dif-
ferent from those offered.

Whether the California version of the
Code will get through the Legislature this
session is problematical. The bill will be pre-
sented at a relatively late date in the session,
but some informed observers believe that it
can clear all the legislative hurdles in time for
a vote before adjournament. Organized opposi-
tion to the Code has not been evident except
by credit organizations. After the concessions
the credit organization representatives were
able to gain at the recent meeting of the
Advisory Committee, there is good reason to
believe that these groups will withdraw their
opposition.
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Substantive Law

Ay

Veterans Benefits

Tuition $150

§ ; 4203 W. OLYMPIC BLVD.
eles 19, Calif,

u:i,@s Ang

Summer Sessions beginning on June 12,

Detailed Outines of Every Bar Subject

Practice Examinations and Boar Sessions

proved for State and Federal

! Summer session beginning in June 1961 [to be announced)

WEbster 4-3878

ediators Select
Prof. Jones

Profegsor of Law Edgar A.
Jones, jr. was honored recent-
ly by election to membership
in the select National Academy
of Arbitrators, a professional
society concerned with the
problems and practices of arbi-
tration, primarily in the area
of labor management relations.

Election of Prof. Jones to
the Academy came at the last
annual meeting of the group,
held this year in Santa Monica.
He joins a Southern California
contingent of arbitrators num-
bering fewer than 20 persons
in this Academy,

Professor Benjamin Aaron,
a colleague of Prof. Jones at
UCLA, is also a member. Both
| men are gpecialists in labor
law and the areas of the law
concerned with arbifration of
disputes.

The Academy membership is
drawn from among educators,
practicing attorneys and pro-
fessional arbitration experts.|
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2 per cent of the total, get to trial. Ninety-eight out of 100
cases stop short of trial. To paraphrase an old automobile
ad: “Ask the man who tries one.”

SPUTNIKS, MUTNIKS,

& SASKATCHEWAN

At the moment our {irm is concerned deeply with its
representation of a pitiful woman in her early forties. Once

gainfully employed, now she

is a double amputee at mid-

thigh, an automobile accident victim. She has never heard
of the Canadian Saskatchewan Automobile Accident Insur-
ance Act, the only compensation plan operating in North
America. Under this Canadian “windfall”, for dismember-
ment or loss of function, with or without amputation the

maximum total amount recov-
erable is $4,000, for amputa-
tion of an entire foot, 30 per
cent of $4,000 or $1,200. The
fact that this woman has un-
dergone three surgeries for re-
vision of a stubborn stump
and indescribable pain and suf-
fering would be of medical in-
terest only. She wants to pre-
sent her case to a judge and
jury. We are certain she is in
no mood to fill out the Com-
missioner's forms for the rat-
ing expert. Don’t talk to her of
Commissioners, or to the fa-
ther of five minor children
who, with the suddenness of a
guillotine’s fall, finds himself
widowed and his children mo-
therless. Under the North of
the Border Plan, the husband
would be entitled to $2,000.00
and nothing for the children.

And what of our Chinese fa-
ther whose son was killed
while at play in his own drive-
way by a runaway car? The
Saskatchewan Plan provides
$100.00 for children to the ags
of six and as high as $1,000.00
for a child between the ages
of 15-17 inclusive — provided
death “occurred within 80 days
following- the accident. (Sas-
katchewan - Automobile Acci-
dent Insurance Act HExplained:
Revised 1960, issued by Sas-
katchewan Government Insur-
ance Office).

I am now preparing my own
“report” on suggested changes
in all our personal injury law
procedure whereby an injured
plaintiff may secure some im-
mediate payments, hospitaliza-
tion and costs for suit, if he
intends to sue.

GOVERNOR'S PROPOSAL

In the only official publica-
tion on the subject since the
Governor’s Inaugural Address,
Stanley Weigel, in his report
to the Governor on June 29,
1959, stated:

“This report is prelimi-
nary. It offers ne panace-
as, no easy palliatives. It
is mot a recommendation
for or against . .. an Au-
tomobile Accident Com-
mission. ‘“In some quariers

. it has been assumed
that Governor Brown has
already recommended es-
tablishment of an Auto-
mobile Commission. THIS
ASSUMPTION IS UN-
FOUNDED.” (Emphasis
added).

In his address to the State
Bar on September 23, 1959,
the Governor confirmg this:

“In regard to the compen-
sation aspects of the prob-
lem, I am not yet prepared
to say that results would
be better or quicker if au-
tomobile accident cases
were handled by Commis-~
sions instead of by the
Courts.”

On February 10, 1981, Gov-
ernor Brown announced a $25,-
000 grant from the Ford Foun-
dation to the University of Cal-
ifornia for a detailed study on

methods of compensating au-
tomobile accident victims.

We have been making just
such a study without the bene-
fit of a “Foundation” for
nearly thirty vears, ie., re-
search, analyses, development
of enlightened trial procedures,
techniques, etc., aimed at as-
suring adequate compensation
for the personally injured. (See
Modern Trials, “Trial and Tort
Trends”, Modern. Damages,
“Ready for the Plaintiff”.)

We cannot and have not ig-
nored the Governor’s proposals
in the vain hope that, like oth-
er visionary schemes, they will
be forgotten in public apathy.
This is not happening. The bar
has faced up to its obligation
to subject the Governor’s pro-
posals to expert analysis and
has made judgment regarding
them. These studies have been
made on both the state and
the national level as well.

On August 30, 1960, the vol-
uminous report of the Subcoms-
mittee Appointed to. Study
The Proposed Automobile Ac+
cident Commission Plan was
made to thé Automobile Insur-
ance Law Committee of the
American Bar Association. The
Committee was nation - wide
and representative of all seg-
ments of the Bar, It is one of
the most thorough analyses
presented on the subject mat-
ter.

This massive report not only
analyzes but also soundly recs
ommends. It is not a defender
of the status quo. Its inter-
ests are clearly in support of
progressive judicial adminisg«
tration. But its final recom-
mendations are clear and em-
phatic:

“ ... The committee rec-
ommends to the Automo-
bile Insurance Law Com-
mittee that they adopt a
resolution vigorously op-
posing the principle of an
automobile accident com-
pensation plan, system or
commission, and as oppos-«
ing the enactment of any
legislation in any state or.
in the Federal Congress
which is designed to
achieve the accomplish-
ment of that end.” The
resolution was adopted at
Washington, D.C., the sum-
mer of 1960.

Responsible and authorita-
tive studies in California have
also been made by the Lawyers
Committee for Judicial Free-
dom. This committee repre-
sents no organized plaintiffs’
lawyers ‘group. Its membership
is representative of both sides
of the docket, insurance ag
well as plaintiffs’ counsel firom
every corner of California. One
of the members of the commit
tee is a past president of the
State Bar of California; other
members compose some of the
best defense trial talent at any
Bar, :

Unlike the Governor’s repre-

(Continned on Page ),
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IMPORTANT TOPIC DEBATED

ISCUSS

Asg its final offering in Feb-
ruary, the Law School Legal
Forum Committee presented
an - informative panel discus-
sion on “Separation of Church
and State in Education.”

Moderator of the discussion,
held February 24, was Profes-
sor J.A.C. Grant, Department
of Political Science, UCLA,

Participating panelists were:
Rev. C.-E. Crowther, Episcopal
Chaplain at UCLA and former
teacher of Constitutional Law
at’ Oxford University; Profes-
sor “Harold Horowitz, USC
School of Law, a member of
the Community Relations Com-
mittee and the Los Angeles
Jewish Federation Council; Mr.
William G. Tucker, member of
the law firm of Gibson, Dunn
and Crutcher, and a member
of the faculty of the Loyola
Law School; and Professor Ar-
vo Van Alstyne, UCLA School
of Law, Bishop of UCLAWard,
Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-Day Saints.

Prof. Grant set the tone of
the -discussion by noting that
Thomas Jefferson was the first
to refer to the "First Amend-
ment to the Federal Constitu-
tion as “a wall of separation
between church and state,” and
suggested that the label did
not solve any of the problems,
or controversies arising out of
the amendment’s provisions.

POINTS OF VIEW

The discussion centered
around two points of view:
that favoring the separation of
church and state in education,
and disfavoring aid to religious
schools, and that opposed to
such separation, and favoring
aid. As a result of the discus-
sion the audience was acquain-
ted with formidable justifica-
tions for both views.

Speaking AGAINST the sep-
aration of church and state in
education were Rev. Crowther
and Mr. Tucker.

The proponents of gtate aid
solely to public and not to re-
ligious schools were Prof. Hor-
owitz and Prof. Van Alstyne.

Rev. Crowther was con-
cerned with a basic absurdity
on the State University level

as to the problem of church
and state relations: that the
result of the separation was
that what was designed as
freadom of religion has become
“freedom from religion’; that
theology is not considered wor-
thy of education on a univer-
sity level, while the teaching of
body conditioning for example,
is. This, he says, has come
about as a result of the doc-
trine of freedom of religion.

OTHER VIEW

Prof. Horowitz pointed out
that within the public school
system we are faced with two
basic problems: First, state aid
to religious schools; and sec-
ond, religious practices during
school time, i.e., released time
for the children to ge to reli-

|
|

gious instruction meetings. The
two problems overlap.

Concurring, Prof. Van Al-
styne attacks the two basic
arguments given by supporters
of the proposition of financial
aid to private parochial schools.
As to the first, (that parents
have a constitutional right to
select the kind of education
they desire for their children,
and that the failure of the
state to aid them discriminates
against them), the professor
points out that the argument
is based upon the faulty prem-
ise of an assumption of recip-
rocal duty on the part of the
government to directly assist
in the parents’ exercise of their
constitutional right.

CONTRA: Mr. Belli

(Continued From Page 6)

gentative, these trial men do
not conceive of the trial of a
personal injury case as “‘a kind
of gamble or game”’ decided by
mindless judges and juries sit-
ting on games of chance. (Pre-
liminary Report on Automobile
Cases in the Courts by Law-
vers Committee for Judicial
Freedom, Burton K. Wines,
Report Editor.) The Commit-
tee concluded in part:
“The public has been treat-
ed to overheated tales of
procrastination, chaos in
the courts and privation
from automobile injuries.
Furthermore, the element
of delay, clearly not out
of control, has been mag-
nified and distorted to the
point that the public is
under the impression that
the courts literally starve
out accident victims.”

Dean Emeritus Roscoe Pound,
speaking on proposed automo-
bile commission plans in San
Francisco (‘July 1960), coun-

“ selled us:

“I submit the proposals be-
fore us are a backward
step, out of line with our
policy, complicating in-
stead of simplifying our
system of tribunals, lead-
ing to conflicts of juris-

@ Practice exams

Course offered

The Bar Preparation
Course

@ Experienced lecturers

@ Complete and concise summaries

(2 pregrams} and San Diego
for
Fall Exam
Beginning June 12, 1961
11779 Santa Monica Blvd.

Los Angeles 25
GR 3-3206

in Hollywoed

diction, and raising in-
stead of eliminating causes
and occasions of delay and
expense which cause con-
gestion of the dockets of
our trial courts.”

We are justifiably disturbed
by some contemporary thought
that by divorecing the accident
victim from his day in court
there would be more time for
“cases involving constitutional
questions of great social sig-
nificance, civil liberties, labor
management, business and
property litigation and other
areas where justice under law
is important to the preserva-
tion of our way of life.” (The
Weigel Report, June, 1959).

In my law school days thirty
years ago, I do not recall any
serious proposal that the jus-
tice of American courts should
be reserved for business and
property litigation, or that a
man’s right to human freedom
inherent in his ability to work
free from pain and disability is
any less important than his
civil liberties.

LIABILITY WITHOUT FAULT
IN DEFINED AREAS

It is true that we are wit-
nessing the extensions of lia-
bility without fault in certain
defined areas of the law’s con-
cerns, not as a response to
purported ‘“‘public demand” or
simulated hue and cry regard-
ing clogged calendars, high
verdicts, justice denied, con-
tingent fees, accident statistics,
or the drive to eliminate trial
by jury as an archaic method
of achieving justice.

What we are witnessing is
the flexibility and genius of
the common law to accommo-
date itself to the social needs

(Continued on Page 8)
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eview Courses
nswer Student

A Taw school graduate seeking admission to the State Bar
must still complete the equivalent of one additional semester
before he is qualified to take the State Bar examination. Sur-

prising as this sounds it is borne out by the facts. Thou
legal requirement, it is rare to find anyone who has
the Bar without first completing one of the many Ba
or refresher courses given throughout the State.

The two leaders in the field, California Bar Review
(C.B.R.) and the Bar Preparation Course (B.P.C.) acc

oh not:a
passed
" review

Course
ount. for

close to 75% of all those taking the State examination each
year. Conducted aleng parallel lines, both offer approximately
165 hours of classroom instruction, not much less than the

regular school semester.

Review is by lecture supplemented by specially
outlines. Practice exams are given throughout the course.and:

repared

returned to the students gradel and with comments and sug-
gestions for improvement. Former Bar questions are analyzed
and special emphasis is placed on those areas found to recur
on the various Bar examinations. Much time is devoted to the
development of approach and organization. It is no wonder that
this type of preparation is viewed as a necessity by all.

Although never before de-
veloped to its present degree
of efficiency and effectiveness,
the Bar review course is nei-
ther new nor confined to Cali-
fornia. A bulletin released by
the American Law School As-
sociation lists 79 individual
courses in 35 states (some op-
erating more than one branch).
California leads the field with
11 while New York is second
with 7. Only 8 are given by the
law schools themselves, the
rest being privately owned and
operated. Bar examinations are
given in every state but only
Wisconsin eliminates the re-
quirement if one has gradu-
ated from an accredited law
school.

PIONEERS

Fach course, as originally
developed, was taught by one
man. Such names as Judge
Medina in New York and Wit-
kin, Burby, Cool, and Gilbert
in California were some of the
pioneers.

Due to the constant increase
in the scope of the examina-
tions and the rapid growth of
the law, it soon became physi-
cally and educationally imprac-
tical for one instructor to teach
the entire range of subject
matter.

In the early 1950s B. P. C.
was organized as successor to
the Burby course and C. B. R.
entered the field. Between six
and eight specialists teach in
each course. Specially prepared
outlines, kept up to date each
vear, have supplanted the for-
mer use of Hornbooks.

ENTERING LAWYERES

A unique problem is present-
ed by the out-of-state attorney
who wishes to practice in Cali-
fornia. There is no reciprocity,
so the Bar examination must
be taken, but a special, shorter
one is given, provided the at-
torney practiced four out of
the last preceding six years
and had been admitted to prac-
tice in the highest court of his
former state. These attorneys
have found the need of special
review even more necessary
than the newly graduated stu-
dent. Both review courses have
previded special programming
whereby they are integrated
into the first part of the regu-
lar course.

FIRST YEAR REVIEW

An interesting new develop-
ment has been the California
PFirst Year Law Review Course,
offered to those completing
the first year courses and pre-

paring for final examinations.
It is organized along lines sim-
ilar to the Bar review courses
and seems to be equally effec-
tive. Organized review of the
law, approach and . writing
technique, practice exams, and
specially prepared materials

and outlines are given. Thig"

course concentrates on Con-
tracts, Torts, Real Property,
and Criminal Law and is given
each year during the Spring
Semester.

SCHOOL FUNCTION?

Should the function of re-
view and Bar preparation be-
long to the school, and just
how important is it if one has
graduated from or attends a
good, accredited law ‘school?
The concentration of the top
law schools seems to be more
and more on providing a sound
and extensive legal education,
with a constant broadening of
the curriculum. Problems  of
budget, time, and staff prevent
a proper concentration on Bar
preparation, Courses which
were begun at U.S.C., Loyola,
and Stanford have long been
discontinued. Moreover, - the
Association of American Law
Schools has econsistently
frowned upon such courses as
an entrance into the field of
trade school education.

ADVANTAGES

Spokesmen for
courses discussed above give
the following needs and advan-
tages of the special instruction
given:

1. A forced method of stu-
dy and organization.
Help on _examination
technique . . .
organization, and writing
style.

A supplement to  Bar
courses not taken due to
the increasing use of elec-
tives in the curriculum.
Gives the student, for
the first and probably
only time, the opportuni-
ty to view all subjects in
one course, to appreciate
and understand their re-
lations to each other, and
to develop the common
thread that runs through
most of the law.

2.

Like it or not, the review
and refreshier course is here to
stay. More than a thousand
students attend each year and

as law school enrollment ir

creases so will attendance at
these specisl ~courses. They
have become necessary parts
of legal education for the Bar.

the revier

approach, -

b
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‘who, bscause of special knowl-i
[edge or economic position, can

! withstand the loss more readily |

&

of our thwmes. The judicial sys-
tem which administers

society, in this century
adapting itself to the automo-
bile, -air -transportation, wide-
spread -elecivic power, modern

than the victim.

CONCLUSION
Distilled to its eszsences, the
fnduswial  Accident Commis-

the:
common law, set up initially in
the pattern of an agricultural!

'sions which are suggested as/ ) .
I mouels for this new proposed|?® active members of P.A.D.

PHE ALPHA DELTA
By HOWIE XLEIN

February 6th saw the some

'schieme operate very little like | march resolutely into the teeth

machinery, and the problems COUrts and a greac deal like)of the new semester. This for-

of - our industrialized societyﬁ busimess machines. We are well |

in an atomic age.

Developments in the field of
warranty are of major signifi-
cance, but importantly judicial
progress in this area has been
slow, calm, and cantious in the
case-to-case manner of the com-
mon law. What Cardozo dis-

jacquamted with the commis-
(sion rating scendules, the in-
(flexiility oif their awards, the
|non-exisience of any recogni-
ition o: individual hwman pain
land suifering, the indifierence
;the merging of all men into
}composite, nypothetical indivi-
'duals whose injured body or

I

midable body will be joined
shortly by 66 shiny faced
pledges turned active. Leading
the activities for P.A.D, this
semester will be Phil Magaram
~-Chief Justice, Bob Proctor—
Vice Justice, Arland Myhrvold
—Clerk, Harvey Reichard—

cerned and our scholars have dismembered anatomy can be | Lreasurer, and Bob Walker—
recorded has now become precigely compensated in spe- Marshal

manifest in the national trends: cifically ordained and sched- |

in this field.

With astute discrimination
and keen perspective, our for-
ward-lcoking courts are elim-
inating the requirements of
privity in the products liability
case, and holding the manufac-
turer and distributor respon-
give in Jdamages for breach of
warranty without regard to
negligence or intentional inflic-

tion of injury. But all this is

work of decisional precedent.
No sharp economic or gocial
dislocations have resulted from
this growth pattern.

In the Cutter Laboratory
cases Gottsdamker, et al., v.
Cutter  Laboratories), our
Supreme .Court did not hesi-

tate to extend the cloak of the|
warranty concept to the inno-

cent victims of lve virus in-
fection in a vaccine sold as an
immunizing agent and pur-

chased. by others for the chil-
dren. In Heningsen v. Chrys-|

ler Corporation, et al,, 161 A .2d
89, the
Court, in warranty actions, per-
mitted
the purchager of a Plymouth
automobile for a defective
steering mechanism and rejec-

New Jersey Supreme

recovery to the wife of |

luled monetary damages.

“Automated justice” has a
ruice, clean, efficient ring to it.
th is allegedly fast, it is pur-
‘portedly speedy—BUT IS IT
| JUSTICE ?

{ Footnote (1): The idea of scheduled
awards Ior detailed specific injuries
belongs to t crude beginnings and
primitive codes of the law. The Laws
of Ethelbert, King of Kent, about 600
A.D., an old monument of English
law, beginuing with “If there be
| seizing by tlie hair, let there be fifty
pennies f{ur composition,’” specifies
breaking of different named bones,
putting «ut of an eye, breaking the
nose, cutting off named fingers, spec-
ified woun and bruises, breaking
of teeth, gurement of the face,
specified biuises distinguishing those
covered and those not covered by the
:clothes, and providing a composition
i of a shilling tfor every breaking of a
nail-—then a serious distigurement.
Here is 2 mZdel for the Compensation
Act, (See introductory Chapter Mod-
ern Damages)

Santa Maria Incident . . .
(Continued from Page 5)
I sink a few more ships, it's
true,
Than...a.wel-bred ~monarch
ought todo;
But many a king on a first-
class throne,
If he wants to call his crown
his own,
Must manage somehow to
! get through

Top on the list of functions
will be the District Conclave
to be held at the Ambassador
Hotel on March 24 and 25.

P.A.D. members from all the
major California and Arizona
law schools will socialize over
cocktails on Friday night and
attend workshops Saturday
morning to be followed by a
luncheon.

Saturday afternoon, leading
members of the legal profes-
sion will speak on that always
frightening subject—job pros-
pects. The Conclave’s final
hours will be spent by attend-
ing a regal dinner where the
main speaker will be former
Governor Goodwin J. Knight.
A truly gala dance winds up
the once-a-year event. A large
turnout is expected inasmuch
as the Fraternity is footing
half of the bill.

Social Chairman Larry Kar-

lin has alveady provided a: very:

suceessful ‘exchange with Im-
maculate Heart College. More
such exchanges are in the
works with various on-campus
sororities. Married members
have also received Larry’s at-
tention as couple compelling

NU BETA EPSILON
By SHELDON BARKAN

Recent elections have altered
the chieftainship of NU BETA
EPSILON and with the change
lethargy and inertness, it is
hoped, will become a part of
a vocabulary not henceforth to
be associated with this frater-
nal organization.

Three new officers were
elected on February 20th thus
filling the existing vacancies of
Scribe, Vice-Chancellor, and
Chancellor. Ed Ulman, Ben
Pynes, and this writer are, re-
spectively, those new officers.

The new functionaries and
incumbent Exchequer Herb
Laskin have all pledged them-
selves to a policy of reinvigor-
ation and a program of action.

Proposed were three activi-
ties upon which immediate ac-
tion was taken at a short exec-
utive meeting following the
election.
® First is a calendar of events
which * will take place each
month. Issues will be distrib-
uted to the members of the
fraternity on the first of the
month or as soon thereafter
as is plausible.
® Second is seminar-instruc-
tion sessions for the second
year members. First year mem-
bers will have a similar pro-
gram. Third is a new plan of
social activities which will in-
clude events heretobefore un-
attempted. Other activities will
be forthcoming; timely an-
nouncements will appear on
our board.

Third year members are in-
vited to attend meetings in or-
der that your suggestions and
desires may be felt and action
taken accordingly. If you are
desirous of partaking in the
new organization, your help is
needed and is hereby request-
ed. It is time to make NU
BETA EPSILON the legal so-

PHI DELTA PHI
By BEN DORMAN

Having outlived the recent
social moratorium necessitated
by that semi-annual inquisition
known as exams, we of Phi
Delta Phi have retrieved our
heads from the burning sands
and find ourselves in the midst
of another active semester of
varied activities. And true to
its unique character, Pound Inn
has once again shattered prec-
edent in its first of many so-
cial events.

With daring inquisitiveness,
we invited Dr. Willard F. Lib-
by, recent Nobel Prize winner
in Chemistry, to address the
brethren at our first luncheon
of the semester, staged Thurs-
day, February 16 at the Fox
and Hounds Restaurant. And
perhaps with even more dar-
ing, Dr. Libby eagerly accept-
ed our invitation and graced
the gathering with a most in-
formative, if somewhat celes-
tial, talk on the “hope of the
future,” Atomic Science. To be

_sure, there was less than com-

plete comprehension of Dri
Libby’s remarks, but on bal-
ance, the event was a sound
and enjoyable start for the
luncheon program of Phi Delta
Phi.

Unspoiled by such smashing
success, we have planned other
events that hold untold proms-
ise for the future. Not the least
of which are two exchanges
that have been arranged with
the bevy of Hellenic beauty of
the . Kappa. and.:Theta clans;
tentatively " scheduled  for' the
oriental confines of the Holly-
wood Hills Hotel. Such ethnic
enterprise as entertaining girls
of the Greeks in far eastern
flavor is indeed to be .com-
mended, if not eagerly attend-

ted the “privity” argument, J More dirty work than ever I| {heater and card parties along ciety it should and will be. ed by all. Details are being ar-
These are but two of th i do.” with western type hay rides On the lighter side are a few ranged by that social entrepre-

: €. ; ; oing announcements to be made. Rad-

notables in the line of deci-| But his was the hanging are scheduled. i neur par excellance, Bob Rad

sions responsive only to social
policy marked by the transcen-
dent -importance of protecting
the life and health of the con-
suming public, first in the mat-
ter of foopd for human consump-

offense.

| For those interested there are
‘the Harvard Research, Drait
|

The luncheon committee with
Tom Heden as chairman and
Al Moon in charge of recruit-

1@;5 Piracy (1932); A Collection | ing speakers should provide

jof Piracy Laws of Various| the member with exceptional

}Countmes (Morrisson,

ed.} ;| noon

repasts with speakers

tion,  and now extending to a | Dickenson, ‘“Is the Crime 'of;that will be a delightful inter-

variety of products placed in
the channels of trade by those

| Piracy  Obsolete?”
[L.R. (1924-5) 334;

Harvard | mezzo in the crescendo that is

Law School.

@ LOS ANGELES

nday, Mar. 19—10-5,
nday, Mar. 26—10-5,
nday, Apr. 2

Suynday, Apr. 9—10.5,
Sunday, Apr. 16—10-5,
Sunday, Apr. 23—10-5,
Sunday, Apr. 30—10-5,

26 enrolled -

Real Property

CALIFORNIA

@ SAN FRANCISCO

Anncunces lts Annuol

Torts
Contracts
Easter

Sat.,

Sat.,
Crimes

Torts
Contracts
Crimes

* 1950 U.C.LA. results -

1007, passed with grade increase over mid-terms

FIRST YEAR LAW REVIEW

@ SACRAMENTO

Writing and Review Course *
commencing March [9th af lonic Lodge, 1122 So. La Cienega Blvd., L.A,

Criminal Law

May 6—10-5, Real Property
Sunday, May 7—10-5, Torts

May 13—10.5,
Sunday, May 14—10-5,
Sunday, May 21— 9-5,
Sunday, May 28—10.5,

Real Property
Contracts
Comprehensive

Review Analysis

of 7-10 points,

nald T. Sterling B.A., J.D., 430 No. Rodeo Drive, B.H. ~— CR 3-2050- BR 2-2050

 ployed in
Who is
i young lady that Les Kenoff

Dave Lander is engaged to a
lass by the name of Nancy
Dresher. Our congratulations
t> him and also Larry Weis-
berg and Jim Kovacs who now
have daughters. Incidentally,
attempts should again be made
to assure a bumper crop of fu-
ture Nu Bates.

A few questions remain un-
answered at the present time
and a few are these. Is it real-
ly true that Gary Boren will
leave the ranks of the unem-
the near future?
that good-looking

hag been seen with lately? Is
heée really trying to get in good
with another member of this
fraternity?

cliffe.

Not to be totally obscured
by. social retreats, the Phi Del-
ta Phi scholastic program.. is
taking on a new look for the
remaining months of this-aca-
demic year, featuring hour
long practice exams in all first
year subjects with an emphasis
on writing technique and logi-
cal development of the various
issues that may or may not be
spotted in any given exam. The
ultimate objective is to soundly
prepare our pledge  ¢lass so
that they might avoid the-dis-
aster that was recently experi-
enced.

What happened to the low
grade limit of B50% 7
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