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7. The . ai organiz
1800 leading ‘lawyers;; judges
‘and - educators, meets  here
fevery spring to study.changes
in the law. Its membership is
predominantly; i:1
‘The ALI's, major ‘work s in
such . noncriminal - ﬂelds *ag
law “governing- commerclal
transactions,  lan
clvil damage suits, '
ALI nroposals even tenta-
tive ones, frequently find their
way Into court opinions-be-
.cause of the prestige of the in:
sfitute and the speciallists who |

Selzure action was a'part,

i&pirited. floor :debate™ over
vghsther, the: proposal, drafted

,versitg;pmtesspr Telford Tay-

ito: the. Fouith’ Amendment,
. which ¢ forbids;¥ unreagonable
‘isearches and selzures; ¥ ..
. ‘Supréme: ', Court - - deeisions
‘dating back to 1886 hold’ that
the government must ‘not be
allowed to profit-from uncon-
stitutionally obtained evidence

cused person.; In. 1016 ythe
court ruled that fedefal courts’

the: fesults of an illegal search’
ago the court extended the ex-
state and local eourts,

Taylor said the pz:oposal
would not supplant court deci-

tion, ‘Sam Dash of the George-|

ative.[Calirt.;.

-t duét mdre !ntrusive qearchés

Approvsl in principle of the §
draft legislation followed a|

pincipally by Columbia. Uni-|whelrats

Tor, “'would weaken obedience |

by using it to convict an ac-|:

may: hot<admit’into evidence:
by .federal ‘agents.” Ten . years) -

clugionary.rule for searches to~
. overwhelming sentlment with-

“to establish n-uth ?
< Qpposing the-model legi.sla~

‘town: Law' Center. argued that |
the-ALJ ;should :not ‘try to use .
a “crystal; ball” but sﬁouId ad-|
here to principles’ already es|
tabpshe -~ in “th

and time-consﬁming sk

‘deciding-how’ berlougﬂ?ﬁoui’-

tion ' of - the Constitu - has

occurred.
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McGowan, whose motion to|
endorse . the’ Taylor broposal |

olce vote said|
‘more hobe should be. placed in}

| police . regulations :such i as
,tll;gse‘drecg?gyudnﬂed cover-
] entification - procedures
ﬁre Washington: John

uslonary rules St
A:motion by sigmund Thn-
‘berg, of Washington to amend)
the * proposal by placing the
burden of ‘proof on the prose:
cution was rejected 69:to 48,
ALY director - -Herber
Wechsler *sald “Timberg’s
amendment ran counter top the

in the institute's ruling
council. “We are hopeful that

stons ‘but added, “It is simply |thé Supreme- Court in ‘time
| impossible to look into a crys- |will ‘recognize : that an; sheo-|
[ tal ball and say what the Su-|lute rule is and undesirable
|'breme Court will say is consti- |Interpretation .of the Consti-

‘|tutional four or five {years tution,”. Wechsler sald. < .}
[from now. - - *|- The wisdom and _effective.
| - wiiliam L. Marbury of Balti.|ness of bans on illegally ob-
i more’ said, the. high court al- tained “evidence haye- come
‘ready was . -'1 “away ‘under increasing attack'in the
from strictly enforced exclu-|Supreme- Court since Warren
sionary rules. “We must never}E-.. Burger became chief jus-
forget that we are suppressing|tice. In February a 5-to-4 ma-|
truth, when we_suppress_evi- Jority said it was only “mum-




