
ao 
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1) 

O 
OD. 
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bmg 
Hn 

RY) 
~~ 

Nei 

Bod 

ae) 
g 
= 

cams 
Pee 

a 

“< 
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<q 
BY 
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— 

oO 
Q3 
me 

gy 
on = 

= 
oH 

wi 

2; 
aS 

fe 

= 
a 
B 
en 

By 
S
I
D
N
E
Y
 

FE. 
Z
I
O
N
 

e, 
A 

lawyer's 
stock 

in 
trade 

m
a
y
:
t
h
e
 

bat 
associatinn 

be 
lis 

time, 
but 

he 
m
a
k
e
s
 

his 
proposal 

for 
leaking 

| 
M
o
n
e
y
 

on 
s
e
c
o
n
d
 

t
h
o
u
g
h
t
s
,
 

‘stories, 
h
a
v
e
 

se 
p
u
n
e
:
 

for 
p
h
y
s
i
c
a
l
 

beating, 
A 

g
r
o
w
i
n
g
 

n
u
m
b
e
r
 

of 
e
r
i
n
.
 

ished 
’ 

or 
p
s
y
c
h
o
l
o
g
i
c
a
l
l
y
 

co-! 
mat] 

l
a
w
y
e
r
s
 

are 
h
a
v
i
n
g
 

serious 
S
t
s
p
e
c
t
s
 

! 
V
d
o
u
b
t
s
 

a
b
o
u
t
 

the 
v
a
r
i
o
u
s
 

p
r
o
-
j
e
r
c
i
n
g
 

n
f
e
s
s
i
o
n
s
 

out 
of 

t
h
e
m
,
 wi 

" posals 
that 

seek 
to 

curb 
preju-'even 

when 
the 

courts 
have 

sic 
vidi¢ial 

publicity 
in 

criminal 
cases,;charged 

them 
with 

such 
viola-! 

te: 
-'This 

would 
seem 

ironic, 
since’ 

tions. 
m 

d 
the 

p
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
s
 

p
u
r
p
o
r
t
 

to! 
So 

w
h
a
t
 

is 
b
e
g
i
n
n
i
n
g
 

to 
con-'a: 

A
)
 

"
a
c
h
i
e
v
e
 

f
a
i
r
n
e
s
s
 

cern 
defense 

l
a
w
y
e
r
s
 

is 
that 

iffw 
A
Y
,
 

for 
suspects 

anqjthe 
bar 

association 
committee's 

pi 
"News 

d
e
f
e
n
d
a
n
t
s
—
c
l
i
e
n
t
s
 

report 
is 

accepted 
next 

year 
by/w 

Analysis 
of 

the 
c
r
i
m
i
n
a
l
 

the 
full 

association, 
and 

later)p 
s 

e
n
a
c
t
e
d
 

by 
state 

bar 
S
r
o
u
p
s
 | c: 

land 
legislatures, 

it 
could 

have:; 
the 

opposite 
effect 

from 
w
h
a
t
!
 

'ficials 
of 

such 
material 

as 
priori, 

That 
is, 

the 
sanctions 

might 
‘criminal 

records, 
confessions,|P¢, 

used 
almost 

solely 
against 

‘scientific 
evidence 

and 
the 

re 
Gyhile 

the 
prosecution. 

vas 
lett 

isults 
of 

lie 
detector 

tests. 
|W 

@ 
pros 

8 
4¢ 

For 
years 

m
a
n
y
 

eriminal 
l
a
w
-
;
 

tually 
insulated 

f
r
o
m
 

the!. 

vers 
have 

clamored 
for 

such 
r 

i 
t
r
i
a
l
,
 

damaging} 
Liberties 

hei 
/
a
s
t
 

week, 
pointed 

up 
Lhe 

prob-| 
jlem. 

While 
placing 

the 
defense} 

en 
J
a
w
y
e
r
s
 

under 
the 

disciplinary: 

an 
n
e
w
s
p
a
p
e
r
’
 

wa. 
heir 

c
h
a
n
c
e
s
 

of 
acquitting 

their 
lients 

before 
juries. 

| 
And 

so, 
when 

the 
Warre 

; 
‘ 

" 
i 

‘
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

s
u
g
g
e
s
t
e
d
 

that 
sanctions 

of 
the 

bar, 
that 

report! 

( 
‘
H
i
e
t
h
i
n
E
 be 

done 
to 

remove 
Wiliheld 

decision 
on 

waetner 
ve 

he 
kind 

of 
prosecution-fostered 

| 
vise 

tie 
Use 

of 
“the 

Contemp 
.tmesphere 

that 
would 

have/Power 
against 

either 
the 

pros-! 
ced 

Lee 
H
a
r
v
e
y
 

O
s
w
a
l
d
 

h
a
q
/
e
c
u
t
i
o
n
 

or 
defense 

counsel. 

] 
H
a
r
a
s
s
m
e
n
t
 

F
e
a
r
e
d
 

I 
ived 

to 
be 

tried 
in 

the 
ase 

| 

SS 
sear 

O 
vas 

woneval 
“ane 

In 
reserving 

the 
question, 

the” 
e
e
s
 

ee 
MU 

A
C
.
L
.
U
,
 

said 
in 

part: 
. 

p
l
a
u
s
e
 
a
m
o
n
g
 

c
r
i
m
i
n
a
l
 

l
a
w
y
e
r
s
.
 

OTE 
ta 

faai 
mh 

ome 
r
e
 

. 
I 
N
o
w
 

the 
American 

Civil 
Libii;, 

Jt 
38 

feared 
that 

sanctions 
on 

dime 
Thai, 

and 
. 

itt 
both 

p
r
o
s
e
c
u
t
i
o
n
 

and 
defens 

t 
erie. 

n
o
n
 

ane 
Be 

oh 
esacin. 

counsel 
would 

be 
used 

to 
haras 

. 
« 

4 
e 

. 
rig 

a
g
 

cac 
shear 

rotpye 
~ 

k
i
n
d
s
 

of 
restrictions 

be 
m
a
d
e
!
8
>
 

S c
a
s
e
s
 

W
i
e
r
e
 

pretrial 
pubs; 

“i 
Pree 

licity 
is 

often 
used 

as 
a 

precau- 
aibinding, 

‘tion 
against 

kangaroo 
courts 

\ 
\ 

; 
se 

! 
& 

s 
; 

De 
- 

W
h
y
 

are 
the 

lawyers 
noW)” 

Moreover, 
an 

“
A
C
L
U
 

law-| 
i
h
a
v
i
n
g
 

second 
thoughts? 

‘yer 
conceded 

that 
m
a
n
y
 

attor-/ 
Mainly 

because 
the 

proposals 
neys 

cooperating 
with 

the 
un-| 

.;would 
place 

the 
same 

sanctions]; 
. 

| 
jon 

defense 
attorneys 

as 
on 

pros- 
ion 

in 
the 

South 
had 

strenuously, 
“ecutors 

jobjected 
to 

the 
provision 

that 

e| 
Thus, 

defense 
attorneys 

wroula 
m
a
t
s
 

proveedings 
by 

local 
bar 

e be 
effectively 

barred 
f
r
o
m
 
m
a
k
!
 

sroups, 
5 

’ 

ding 
out-of-court 

statements 
de- 

"ney 
argued 

that 
it 

would 
esigned 

to 
help 

their 
clients. 

give 
segregationists 

a 
powerfull 

h
a
m
m
e
r
 

against 
t
h
e
m
 

without. 
any 

substantial 
offsetting 

ben-! 
Olt 

. 
Jailing 

Possible 

The 
sanctions 

p
r
o
p
o
s
e
d
 

b 

the 
ethics 

n
i
m
i
t
t
e
e
s
 

af 

dothe 
associations, 

The 

A.B.A. 
Id 

= 
ive, 

4 
to 

the 
judiciary 

c
o
n
t
e
m
p
t
 

pow-! 

vers 
over 

the 
lawyers, 

i
p
r
e
s
t
u
n
a
b
l
y
 

could 
be 

“
g
o
i
n
g
 

to 
the 

papers. 
W
h
i
l
e
 

the 
sanctions 

wol 

‘ply 
equatly 

to 
p
r
o
s
e
c
u
t
 

3 
fense 

l
a
w
y
e
r
s
 

are 
skeptical 

tha 

ithev 
w
o
u
l
d
 

be 
so 

enforeed. 
They 

contend 
that 

district 
at-/ 

‘torneys 
have 

rarely 
if 

ever! 

‘heen 
disciplined 

by 
the 

bar 
or 

I 
the 

c
o
u
r
t
s
 

in 
c
a
s
e
s
 

w
h
e
r
e
 

they, 

iwere 
held 

to 
h
a
v
e
 

s
u
p
p
r
e
s
s
e
d
,
 

vidence, 
“TE 

they 
won't 

even 
-slap 

a: 

“
D
A
.
 

on 
the 

wrist 
w
h
e
n
 

he 
has: 

iiwithheld 
evidence’ 

that 
might, 

chave 
led 

to 
an 

acquittal, 
what 

‘ichance 
is 

there 
that 

he 
will 

be 
ipunished 

for 
leaking 

a 
story 

to 

la 
n
e
w
s
p
a
p
e
r
m
a
n
?
”
 

one 
long- 

time 
criminal 

l
a
w
y
e
r
 

c
o
m
m
e
n
t
-
 

3 ed. 
a
 

“| 
M
o
r
e
o
v
e
r
,
 

e
x
p
e
r
i
e
n
c
e
d
 

crimi- 

Jnal 
l
a
w
y
e
r
s
 

scoff 
at 

the 
as- 

isuumption 
that 

they 
have 

preju- 

diced-—-or 
cotud 

prejudice 
--- 

2 

3 

“
C
h
e
 

ce 
in 

behalf 
of 

their 
clients. 

T
h
e
y
 

note 
that 

the 
A
m
e
r
i
c
a
n
:
 

4 
A
s
s
o
c
i
a
t
i
o
n
 

c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

re- 

port 
~- 

while 
s
u
p
p
o
r
t
i
n
g
 

with 

statistics 
the 

assertion 
that 

the 
pr 

ttinn 
had 

s
o
m
e
t
i
m
e
s
 

pre- 

judiced 
d
e
f
e
n
d
a
n
t
s
-
—
-
p
r
o
v
i
d
e
d
 

ne 

c
o
r
r
e
s
p
o
n
d
i
n
g
 

pu 
HA 

ree. 

speet 
to 

defense 
; 

The 
AJB.A. 

c
o
m
i
n
 

fied 
the 

curt 
dere 

the 
that 

istent 
with 

the 
profes- 

obligation 
of 

counsel 
for. 

side 
to 

resort 
to 

the 

,
m
e
d
i
a
 

for 
public 

favor 
in 

a! 

ponding 
action.” 

: 

T
h
e
 

defense 
lawvers 

also 
as- 

ert 
that 

police 
officials, 

could 
be 

held 
in 

contenypt 
under 

AA 
wat. 

United 
States 

Court 
of 

A
p
p
e
a
l
s
:
 

in 
M
i
c
h
i
g
a
n
 

said 
recently 

that! 
h
a
z
a
r
d
”
 

involved 
in 

the: 
A
m
e
r
i
c
a
n
 

Bar 
A
s
s
o
c
i
a
t
i
o
n
 

ap-) 
p
r
o
a
c
h
 

“Iles 
p
r
i
m
a
r
i
l
y
 

in 
the 

use 
f 

the 
C
a
n
o
n
 

of 
Ethics.” 

Question 
of 

Sanctions 

“If 
direct 

sanctions 
are 

at- 
t
e
m
p
t
e
d
 

against 
the 

press,” 
he 

wrote, 
‘it 

can 
a
l
w
a
y
s
 

fall 
back 

in 
any 

c
o
n
t
e
m
p
t
 

case 
on 

the 
First 

A
m
e
n
d
m
e
n
t
.
 

But 
lawyers, 

w
h
o
 

are 
just.as 

brave 
as 

n
e
w
s
-
 

paper 
reporters 

in 
c
o
n
f
r
o
n
t
i
n
g
,
 

threats 
of 

prosecution, 
are 

not! 
brave 

in 
relation 

to 
being 

citec : 
for 

. 
unethical 

conduct. 
An¢ 

against 
such 

a 
threat 

the 
First 

A
m
e
n
d
m
e
n
t
 

m
a
y
 

prove 
of 

ne 
value 

at 
all,” 

The 
bar 

association 
report 

gives 
the 

courts 
c
o
n
t
e
m
p
t
 

pow. 
ers 

over 
the 

press 
in 

limited 
ciz- 

cumstances 
during 

the 
trial. 

The 
Civil 

Liberties 
U
n
i
o
n
 

a
p
p
r
o
a
c
t
 

rejects 
this, 

ay, 

ree 
e
e
l
 
a
f
”
 


