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For your

;
to the 0Office of Econos 3

Rureal Legal Assistance, RLA) Attor icslas I
iel of Bl Centro,; who has reguested to testify before the Com-
nission. : ‘ ' ’

two inter~office menos are from Robert

he B. Jchnstene, &
attorney in the El Centro office, to Marty Glick, dlxecbor
Yitigation for CRLA. ’

The memos support our contention that CRLA has been directly in-
volved in union (Unit r ! g toa -

ed 1 Workers' Organizing Commdttee
UFWOC) activities~-—a deliberate violation of CRLA's grant con-

oF e

ditions.

Among other things, the documents display a CJnlca1 disregard
for the integrity of CRLA's proposed witnesses on the part of
CRLA attorneys. : ‘
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F, DOUGLAS McDANIEL

Acdress of Witness: 444 S0, Eighth Street, El Centro, CA
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iaine of Counsel:  WILLIAM KNECHT
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f Counsel: 2855 Telegraph Avenue, Berkeley, CA S4705
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ncise statement of the alleged Tacts to be proved by such
witness in terms sufficlently specific to give Stazte CEO and
CRLA fair and reasonable notice of such facts and the Commission
a Tair opportunity to determine the appropriateness of granting
such request:

Witt >ss observed CRLA attorneys from the El Centro office
in company with U,F.W,0.C. massed pickets at an Abatti field on
June 6, 1970. Witness then and there talked to John Denvir, a
CRLA attorney, who stated that he was advising the U.,F.W,0,C., pickets
to viclate the restraining crder then in force and LﬂnL they were
trying to provoke a contempt citation.
- Witness will also testify concerning his ob

servations as a
the board of trustees of CRLA from “ugust of 1967 to

1969, as contewnplated by Rule 4(a).

; , . T \ R
ents to te introduced into evidence,
aszeze and addressor and the date of
t be attached):

, 1971, with covering
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MARTY CLICK

ROBZRT B, JOHHITOHE

El CENTRO REFUNDING

o-ig most of the
ion. The only €
recarding ofir local
i
o)

could

s In th

“ ;‘J 5

W April 6, 1971

Tt

CCOMMISETON IRFORMATION

* -
21 Centro Refunding Commission infor-
ing missing is the verious informatvion
Advisory Commitlec, its meetings and
testify as to its priorities. This
e process of being “assemwbled ™

ROBERT JOHNSTOHNE
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 To : MAP”Y GLICK - Central CRLA ' parg:  H4-2-T1

“rrov @ - ROBERT B. JOHNSTONE - E1 Centro CRLA

IS

. SUQEGTg 'GL Chﬂfﬁ? OFFICE QXIICE RLPUNJIuG COMMISSION JMPFORMATION

*;arw;fﬁfI;, NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF
At sy o ES 70 CRLA

WITNESSES WHO CAN TESTIRY

-y

(A.) E1 Centro Witnesses Listed In Bill McCabile
- Memo Of March 16, 1971.

G[,ijjﬂp;fyaﬂgﬁ,: (1) ~ Ventura Huerta, Project‘D

irector
Clinica De Sa]ub dad De Can
i

pesinos

T Tt 1166 "K" Street }
e g e oot Brawley, California 9222

~ o e ~ 7 Mr. Huerta has a Master's degree in
i R g Public Health from the University of S
California and 1s the Dirvector of a - . ...
migrant clinic for migrant farmworkers . =%
in Brawley, California set up with HEW
money. This clinic was set up largely R
. through the efforts of the E1 Centro - T
.CRLA office which documented ibs need _ . ., .-
jn the face of strong opposition from ORI
the Imperial County Board of Super-— ' LA
visors and the Imperial County Medical SR
.. . .. BSocileby. CRLA also represented the T
o .. clinic and the Casa De Amistad, the A
: : ' . loeal funding grantee for the c]inﬁc, N
in a lawsult instituted by Brawley S
-~ doctors to stop the funding of the o
o~ oclinde :

‘lOur fcelwng is that some staff member SR,
o of the clinic should be a wibtness bub ’ R
» ~ that 1t probably should not be lir.Huerta

“.as Mr, Huerta lacks the stage presence
, +dn articulation to be 'a convincing wit- ,
, . . ness. (Sce resumes below regarding o e ”uf

-~ Doctors Blannagan end Thompson of the R :

“.0 Celdinde staff.) o : SR

.

»

B'(j U.S. Savings u/,m’J Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan

s e
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- CALIFORMN A RUR AL LEGAL ASSISTANCE - “;ff ’7:"' _
: : Page 2. : S : ST e "-*gxﬁ_g_f,fir
lemo To: Marty Glick s e T e
s Brom. Robert B, Johnstone ' L e T e T
. Date? April 2, 1971 < el

Dr. David Flannagan
665 Maryland Avenue

“Brawley, California 92227

. Flannagan is one of the three staff doctors
at the Brawley migrant clinic mentioned above,

From the point of view of articulation and

middle class "apple pie" appearance, Dr. Flannaga
would be the ideal witness to testify to CRLA's
involvement with the e¢linic and related mabters

He 1s guite soff-spoken and articulate and can

testify to the fact that the clinic would probabl
not exist without CRLA, that the clinlc 1s very
necessary and can do so in a very conv1ncwng,
soft-spoken, middle class way.

The basi

c g probably ceomes down to a choic
between him

g 7

ois

Thompson m?nb\ﬁﬁ d in the
paragraph. Dr. Thowpson 1s probabvly

5 "apple pie 1c O&Wh& as
herhaps, as DOL ly aviticulate
1 Chunlv d1p¢ng

follovwins

i
Dr, Flannag
the period o

1970, which i
of the cljnic and e¢an b

fy in more debail to
our actual involvement during ‘those months than
Dr. Flannagan can. ' ‘
Dr. Thompson, Robert - , X .
~Clinica De Salubridad De Campesinos
1166 "K' Street
- Bra WEJ, California .92227
See resumes of Ve ntura Huerta and Dr. David
~w1angagan above. Basic~1]v there 1s nothing .
more to-add here. Dr. Thompson 1s an Internist
who prior to jolining the migrant clinic in Brawle
was with The Good Ship “ope,in Columbla. He is
alble to testily to more ol the early facts about
CRLA's dnvolvement with the clinic, Hovever, he
is also more excitable and does not present as
~much of a2 middle 1?;3 image &s De. David Flannag
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7. Page ‘3. . S e B T
.- Memo To: Marty Glick : . ) R 3

S "From: Robert B. Johnstone NG )
- Date: ~  April 2; 1971 A SRR '
2 ~(4) HMichael English .
v e - - Imperial County Welfare Dopartment

L 1046 Commercial Street
% .. El. Centro Callfo nia 922ﬂ3

Our feellnv’Ls that basically herc we basically-
have a choice between lMichael English and his

- wife, Donna English, both of whom are Social )
‘Workers for the Imperial County Welfare Depart- -

“ment. Both of them know the CRLA "law and order"
song and dance by heart and in addition can
testify to the innumerable service which we
handle and also to the coouerativg‘e“rﬁnge ment

1

-

. we have with the Imperial County Wellare Depart-  °
= ment in re"awd to divorces and aaopcions. (We
S de default divorces for people on welfare if
an initial) questionnaire is Tilled out by the :
.. . Social %Worker at the Imperial County Welfare R
S ST *° Department, this amounts to approximately 50 '“‘f‘“
SIS c..oio ..t to 100 per year.) I think, Donna English Hou]d o
s ieso 77 be the superlor witness in this regard as -j ;*
LN e -~ Michael's beard and hair are probably conbrary .
A SRR L to the 1mage we are trying to project. Donna D
B S P - exudes loving, middle class concern for the ol
S Meseoon T welfare of poor people and as mentioned above .
FI R R RS ~knows by heart the sorgand dance. In addition,

el es 7o <7 - - Donna 1s a member of the EL Centro CRLA Advisory i
P N S R DD Committee. However, I don't think, she is the .= . -
woedee s 0 -0 witness we would prefer to have 1in thwb rc“ard

-

S & 3 i
o ool is a Jory COPVjﬁCi solt-

e . oo U spoken Jiuneg% on uﬂC stand (having oboer ed him

EERR IR L . ..ence In the Brawley Cuur S 1gwsuit) and in Qddiunn
- : B .' ) J ' o

LI ‘.t ¢ I . X
. y 'l -\ ‘ 1.:- . o
U T : : ' ’
) - .
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Page f. . ¢ e T L e e (T e

... Memo To: - Marty Glick. - . S e

%7 From:. _ Robert B. Johnstone RO : : :

'*-~1Date:,§' April 2, 1971 : .

N will basically say anything we tell him to. He-
T “is able to.testify from first-hand knowledge
: and very convincingly that the presence of CRLA
SE attorneys in regard to the controversial Brawley
s+~ Bubton sult saved that campus from violence since
. the Mexican-American students have come to trust
* the CRLA lawyers, etc., etc. and are learning Lo
use the American ssstem of justlce, 'etc., ete,

“ 7. because of CRLA lawyers. Again, I stress,
will say anything we want him to. ‘

i is p potentially
Tl sive witne S hv is- ery soLb~3pokeh, very
T arb1culate and in addition to being able Lo tasgtifly g
o . o to innumeravle Individual service cases he has g
ek o referred to our office, he can glve a very hearv- ‘
R St rarming pitch on his attemptis in € , s a City
LS s w0 Councilman to convince young people to use the system
Sl SLo and its laws to create change rather than resorting )
: to violence and to the fact that because of CRLA he
s T has been having increasing success in so doing. Again,
I think, he would be a must as a witness and by and . -
: large will testify to anything we want him Lo. St
"
zard
5 is a1so LLun of s He will
i testlij to anything we wish him o alonu the "law i
: » and order" lines. A4lso and, perhaps, very important .
. is that he will testify to the Tact that while the
’ Unler reports purvorted to give the impression that .
. T the Imperial County Fconomic Oppo*“unxug Commission
R R PRI cpposed  CRLA neither he nor the Director of the
. s < EOC weras ever conbact "o hl -
s i .7 Commlssion. One dr e £
;o .. ¢ - his son, L abloi ’
e e e e Santa Rosa offlce, i glves some bukio for . ,
N N I “dmpeachnant of his test Lnony . B .
) Lo S A S
. e ‘ -

..
i
i
i
'
'
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. Page 5. . : B o N e
Mernto To!: = Marty Glick R BT E R
.. _From: -~ Robert B. Johnstone S
"+ Date:  April 2, 1971 : : S

fgif}s‘ ]Q : o ﬁ"uest1iy in regard. to the fact that he J(s‘not ,
RRRET o o ~Tecontacted at all during the whole "Uhler investi»
P . " gation des plLQ the fact that one of Hi letters
SR =7 ['_~., vas used to give the impression. un“t the E1 Centro

C L e CRLA Wes opgo ed by DOC IR A R Rt
k u 7 5 S -
- . s - . ) ':’ ‘ .3 :‘
» (] IR . -
E S ) i i
Lv ’ ‘.,. "l ‘;" Y h 3 . .‘ N
, » e ‘- N
- ’ : c:“\ ” ..' “‘:‘\ . . " B
- ) o ! - SRR “i

Imperial County Poverty Program
"I would say that as a representative of the
. % poor Mexican-American, is probably
. . the most convincing witness we have. He ‘
" testified on the stand in San Diego in our -
Brawley Doctor's suit and was absolutely

~ sensational as Marty Glick will, I am sure,
- agree. Faced with somo fairly dlfflcult

" ‘cross-—examination questions, he was totally
unflustered, humble and very, very effective.
He can testify as to individual service cases
“he has sent to us and as to the necessity of
our involvement in the c¢linic issue and to
our very, very close ties with the Economic
Opportunity Office in terms of helolrncr them-
out Wiuh service cases.

El Centro,. California 92243 R T

-
-

Mr. is in a very delicate political
position as he 1is directly under the Board of
Supervisors of Imperial County. He would make
a convincing witness; however, I would prefer

.72 obtaln the same basic testimony through Willie-
ceo 7. Moreno, the Chairman of the Board of Directors
B © o and thPOL”n Ernie Caro, one of their Program

I am sure we could probably get Mr.

not to put him on the spot since we can provably

Directors. However, to the extent 1t 1s important
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Memo Tot: Marby Glick * : R *
From: Robert B. Johnstone
o Pater . Rpril 2, 1971

‘(10)-'0011 O'Br ian, Juooe Juctice COUft
S wies o Post.Office Box T - e
‘S« . . Westmorland, California

br. O'Brian 1s very CﬂtﬂuSlqulCd]]y pro
CRLA despite the fact that hls dppointment e
as Justice Court Judge was through. a County - ao o

caL T Supervisor who is anti-CRLA., I have noft .
N . approached ‘him about the p0591b11¢ty of T
o testifying. He might; however, it would . .  ":1: =
o put him very much on the spot poli t*uale. ’ Tl
- if it is necessary and 1f there is a lack of

. judges to testify, I will be happy bto contact

2 nim. - . L .,;;

' (B:)  ADDITIONAL WITNESSES NOT MENTIONED IN THE LETTER
- 35

- oF §11LLA4 McCABE :
T (1) Bonaie Best King ‘ ‘
o ... .279 "J" Street y o A RIS
. Brawley, California 92227 : CotE

I would suggest that Mrs. King is a "must" as
a wibness. She was an EMR teacher at Brawley
“Union High School until June of 1970 and was
an EMR teacher at the very time of The CRLA
statewide EMR class-action. She is a lifelong
Republican and very, very arbticulate (her only
problem is that she sometimes talks Loo much).

o She 1is able to tesbify very COAVLA ingly to the
. validity of the EMR suit and' more 1mpurt1nf to
the fact that on one ocecasion fLhalt she remembers
AT c . very explicitly, the intervention of CRLA -
el T - - attorneys abt Brawley Union High School was the '
o . ‘ - slngle cause of some students who thought they
- ~» had a giipe but were basically just wising off,
' returning to school solely on the basis of the .
. - fact that they trusted the Jjudgment of CRLA v
_ N ’ that they were wrong. This involved students of - °
1% 1 - Mrs. King who were basically trying Lo concoct =
. a racial issue where one did not exist. CGRLA
. . L attorney, Robert Johnstone, spoxe with Mrs. King
E ' and after speaking to the students they all re-
turned to school and dropped the issue and she 7
1

Toppe [ & C
will very convincingly tes“ify to this. Also,
she has expressed a will nesg i
osomewhat broad A
S+ maybé beyond e
; 0 do. X think, however,




T c;\Lx?orz:\-z'rA RURAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE :
‘Page T. - s ' e | : .
S  Memo To:  Marty Glick L ‘ o »

: From: - Robert B. Johnstone ’ : I o
,"::~Dat0:AA‘ Aprile, 1971 R o R e N

convineingly.. This is the issue of CRLA
"s’(,iz‘lnfr up ra01a1 turimoil where none existed -
- =" ' before -I am sure she would be willing to B
e T testily that racial discrimination has existed ‘
£ . . 7. 4n the past, that it exists today and even
© i " where it does not exist its fisticial effects:
- in education and job, opportunity exists, and
"that the effect of CRLA, If any, in this area
has been to calm the flames of an imminent -
] _ explosion and to help to show potentially =~ - - -
.- 7. dissident individuals that the American system o
' ' of democracy is worth pr“SLPVJné, ete., ete. . -

®o0n 0T

: -(2) The Rev. Oscar Newby . e S e
5 - .. . Neighborhood House - = S LT
"% o . 506 Fast Fourth Street - - S e
T Calexico, California 92231 : ‘ T

oo Ws..o.t 1.7 " The Rev, Newby is a very sincers, 50- JOQﬂ«O]d L
LAz o0 o “Minister who runs the Neighborhood House in™- 7 77
BRI *,.=. Calexico, which is basically a community center.....
y sl w0 fPor various poor-person, oriented activities. ST
S P AT “He would pa rbicularly be able to testify to &i

I T L " - help he has gobten from us in setting up a dr

1e
ug-

ST . .. treabtment hotline in the county. We have incor-

B . porated this group for him and since drug abuse:

L s .o 77 prevention is always a winﬁﬂr I thinlk, he would
PR AT be important to put on the st tand. He could also

.testlly to individual cases which have been
referred to us, ete,

~ 7 I These are two very articulate student leaders in .
SR 7+ Imperial Valley. They would say anything we would
R e e ~f':f' ; want them to and-have basically already, 19arn0d ,
e e . .70 .the CRLA song and dance by heart. . ’ Lot

2

vt g

RN o Mry 15 a Vietnam veteran also and can | ¢
e '“A'_ﬂ-5='i'; probatly give some good heart-throb stuff obout °
R s - bry inc to keep kilds:wlthin the sys stem. © T

I . . . .
? i ta - - L
. « . . . :
. A % B .
» “ o -
& .- @,
® A L
g g + oy B
B (4 - - .. -
- - - -
- .
. * -
¥ } .
\.\, . ]
-, - N P
» N ¢ W :
- * - 3 .
H . o * i
N z B 1
: . L e .
- v e . . + .
: eI T = - W s . .
* . : i 4 . . B
- . -y
; LN - .
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Page 8.

Memo T
From:
" Date:

o:~‘Narty Glick
Robert B. Johnstone
Lpril 2, 1971

RE 11 70 THE»LOCAL'OFFICE:

,T

IRMORANDUM ON THE UHLER CdAF BS

he only things which should be
ebuttal alreadj uubmjt ed by CR

1ncludgd in add tion to th°
LA(QLe as fol]ows:

WORKER, HECTOR ““YFS

(Tnlo should self-destruc

worked fulltime out of
Calexico. Our official
not that his time has be
* . but that as a good conmmu
T as an outrbu ch on the oa

workers pass through it
communlicate with Them in

he then.refers to CRLA.
Mr., Reyes has not be cen s
However,'one potentially
Hime there is a large nu
office Lo the Delano URY
our telephone. Our posi

_ authorized it arid~ &
- sesuedt—inm
- (I retieve
pilHmygs o This

NUmMo e

read.) For the past four

(A) INVOLVEMENT OF EL CENTRO COMMUNITY
vy WITH THE UNITED FARMHORKIRS ORGAMIZING COH ITllﬁb.

t within ?O sec onﬂq 2fter belng
years Me. Reyes has basically

the United Farmworkers office in

position on this, of course, is
en that extensive in that office

nity worker he uses that office
ol

gsis that hundreds of pcor. farm-

every day and he is able to .
regard to thelir legal problems
Since the re Luﬁdjr:g crsls,
pending bime In that office. -
ﬁmbar: :55ing Teature ol his e
mber of telephone calls from that
0C office which are b311od to‘n
tion on this is that
| 4

¥ zt
only—credit ¢calls would be &ceepbted. From December to
February, 1971, a number of credlit calls from the .
Calexico Office to Delano on Hector's credit card #
‘were recorded. Hector has reported his credit card as
stolen and a new card has Deen issued and basically our
official position on this is that somszone must have
gotten a hold of his cayd; This has not come out yet
and hopefully it will not. There is-no way that'we can
deny Hector's presenc %/qt the farmworkers' cffice and,
I think, our hest appy oach to this 1s to readily admit .
that he did spend ti there 1in an effort to keep in .
contact with the tu7m working poor and refer thelr
Individual legal p;ongmo to us. In addition, as Gthe .
report refllects, ?a was very actlvely 1nvulvud in the
canteloupe pickeylng activity in June of 1970 and has 3>~
. oce “ion b@en sSpeaker at a Cesar Chavez rally. ‘
. R \(J/ \v\, [Q«Q,&({/ s A V> LGS

-,

L .;.£4i5"kki“”“vi o | 19 xé,ﬁg,O,«/L,f % c,a/baﬁiij
‘ . S ) i 4\/!/\,_,2/\, ! {3"7 {/j ] . f ""');'/”’"T J
R R A R S U7 B O A

Y <  ) il b/)
. e b A AP A - -
. »: v - QJ 7 J (S . Y y |
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Memo To:  Marty Glick. ~ :
From? - Robert B. Johnstone

Date: . April 2, 1971

The rallies have always been on Sunday to my knowledge
and as to the canteloupe plcketling, you have our res-
©, ponse 1in the rebuital. He, like Mr. Johnstone of this’
.office and Mr, Banaga, took vacabion time during that

whole period. R - e REET ‘

b -

(B) MECHA AT TMPERIAL VALLEY COLLEGE -

L © ™" “The only other potentlally dangerous, new cnarges that -
e e N could be made in regard to this office would involve e
LT oL Tr w Lan dneident which was developed at Imperial Valley '

= College over the past six weeks. MECHA,; the student
: group of the college has been picketing the student
- cafeteria in an effort to get them to use only UFWOC
. lettuce. On March 25th, HECHA was suspended from the
: campus and this has racblved'alot of publicity in the
local papers and there is upOSDWbLlle trhat there maybe
some studenu activitles oub there which could argusably
v be callecd ’”Honoithions.» We are attorneys for poor = -~ =:%
‘ inleWanl members of MECHA in _this matter. uo:nwer,_ o
we have witnesses to the effect that the basic effort T
has been Lo convince the students to remain peaceful, B
"law and order", etc. - s '
T am informed that at the time of their last pickebting.
a week ago a State Investigator from Covernor Resagon's
Ofi]ce investigating CR.A‘was at the campus; perhaps,
in the hopes that there would be some violence he could
get p*ctur s of. However, it was all totally peaceful
and within the first amendment so he was probao]y disg--
e <, appointed and he was probably also disappointed because
e : no CRLA person vwas present. '

Qur position on this, of course, 1s that we are re epre-
senting individual poor students on a First Amendment
issue ufhlrelated o Chavez or the letiuce boycott, . S
Our further position is that thils is pending litigation =~
and, therefore, we are 1ot frea to talk.aboubt it. But,

we do infact, vepres ent individual wmembers of MECHA SRS
in 1“his diguuue with the Impef al Jﬂl]ﬁy Col]nge. -
2 .
" iy ..
L T -
X : .
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Page 10. R
Memo To: IMarty Glick _
From: Robert B. Johnstone

Date:  April 2, 1971

TIT, CRLA INVOLVEMENT WITH THE LOCAL BAR ASSOCIATION:

As already doCumenfed in the support letters, the President _

and Vice-President of the Imperial Counbty Bar Associatlion =~ - -
_ have written letters of support of CRLA. The President is ~ - = =
“Mr. John Duddy and the Vice-President 1s Mr. John Pgbule.

“i - In eaddition, and which does not appear in our rebuttal but -
“which is relevant to the implication in the Uhler report

fu

<. that the Bar Ass oolatlon opposes us, local CRLA attorneys’ a
are very actlive with the Bar Association in the following
respects: _ e R 15 f
“ (A,) CRLA attorney, Robert B. Johnstone, was on Friday, :
St o0 Apedl 2, 1971, unanimously elected by the Imperial’
Sowsei Um0 County Bar Association to be an alternate delegate
S T to the up-coming State Bar Conventdon in Septeuwber.
S U (B.) CRLA attorney, Fred H., Altshuler, 1s the Progran
oLt 7 Chaidrman of the Tmperial County Bar Asscciation. R
S0 (@.)  CRLA attorney, John Denvir, is a member of the Legal .
el *~:jgj:’ - Services Committee of the Imperial County Bar S
’ | . - Association . - ‘ . . . 7 iv-’v’
cootwo o {DL)  CRLA atborney, Robe rt B. Johnstone, 18 a member of the
i - Scholarship Committee of the Imperial County Bar :
e Assoclation and, in fact, this committes was formed
by the Imperial County Bar Association at the request
of Mr. Johnstone pursuant to a State Bar resolubicn !
. endorsing the concept of 1ocal Bar scholarships for
: minority students.. ’ ’ i
.To give you a complete pilcture, includiﬂg negative aspects,
the Bar A”” ciatlon at 1ts February meeting did adopt by
a vote of something like 15-4 or ]8 -4 the Uhler Judicare
?QSQlULlOﬂ. This was the standard form that came out of
Uhler's office so I don't think it will be necessary to en- [
close a copy at thiz time. Please let me know if you want Y
one. - : : . , :
22 As Doug McDanicl of Imperial County was one of the attorneys
o who attempted to commandeer the first commission hearings
.o oand as he and his partner, Chuck Pinney, have been the staluwart
RN aover any CRLA forces in tub Imperial County Bar Association
’ Llme 4 QMOTidl. it should be brought to your atiention thab
we have a very intevesting document with Mr. MeDanilel's signa~
ture on 1t., This 1is a Lawyer's Reference oCﬁvi ce referral 'slip
¢ o Trom-the +1me 1 o 2l . - -
.__u‘fjnvyfxgm LhEAbFMC wQen s agmiplstefpd Lhd@vp;ogpam 1n which
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~a daomestic matter was referred to Mr. McDaniel's office. I%
vas returned under MP. McDaniel's signature with a Statement
that domestlec matbters werc not his line of business and he has
basically a coApoiaL; practice and please do not refer anyumore
t% Q;m, which 1s very interesting in wview of the fact that the

TR & vq\ of the Bar Assoclation down here is that we don't

ﬁ;f%”‘handJe the real legal problems of the poor such as divorces.

oA copy of this referral o]ip 1s abtached. Also alttached 1s

~an article from the local newspaper on-the day following the
flrst commission hearing when McDaniel attempted tc show thal ‘

oraee T he was forc{bly ejected and not allowed Lo testify ab the =~ .0
oo commlssion hearings. This should make for some interesting = =~ -

el eross-examination. RS , B : S
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‘within the laws and regulations governing its operation.

STATEMENT BY OEQ DIRECTOR FRANK CARLUCCI, JUNE 29, 1971

| I have carefully reviewed thé report submitted to me

“on June 25 by the Commission on California Rural Legal

Assié&ance,'Inc.‘and wish to convey my. apprecilation as
Director of OEQ to the members and staff of the Commission
for the public service they have rendered. The 1nformation :
déveIOped in their review and the féndings'they have offered,
have been u;eful, not only in farmulating a deciaion'about
the delivery of legal services?to the rural poor.iﬁ Californla,
but also in offer;ng guldance on the future direction and
administration of legal'services programs nationally.

The creation of this Commission was an unusual step.

In éstablishing 1t, I recognized that limitations on time

~and resources made unwise the thouzht of making the procedure

‘a precedent for other lezal services grant reviews, Nonethe-

less, in viewyof the widesoread attentianyfocused‘cn iegai

services in Caiifornia, and because of the widely relevant

”philosophical and policy issues which were specifically

related to cbncerns expressed‘abcut CRLA, there seems to be '
considerable merit in using the California situation as a |
laboratory test for dealing wikh broad legal services issues
which go béyond the simple question of whether a particular
program receiving Federal funds has technically functioned

Rahher than viswing this controversey merely as a

problem to be resolved, I have come to regzard it as an



" me
opportunity to deaiyeffectively with larger questions. This

is particularly true because‘legislation now being considered -

in the Congress would, if approved, define the Federal role

~1ﬁ legal services for many years to come. I refer, of course,

to the proposals for an independent legal services corpecration
which are'pending before Congress. The members of Congress

who deliberate on these bills and, those citizens who participaté
in the leadership of any newly created corporation, stand to
benefit greatly by the rescolution of issues arising out of the
California case.

| The Commission on CRLA has found,that, despite various

instances In which particular attaneys have exercised poor

-~ Judgment, or-engaged in impupper cohduct, on-the whole

California‘Rural Legal Assistance has‘provided a useful i
service to bhe rural poor in making available legal
assistancg to thése in need and 1s operating within existing
statutory and adminiétrative regulations. -
| In reading bhhe full Commission repory, however, I am

forced to the conclﬁaion that many significant'questions of
policy have been raised by Governor Reagan whiéh,,heretofore,’
have been insufficiently met by this agency in a manner
necessary to further our goal of equal access to law by
low-~income citizens. |

A simple refunding of CRLA which iznores these proper

)
concerns would constitute a disservice to the noor and to
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the public generally. By the same token, by dealiﬁg with
these concerns”constructively, we caﬁ;fulflll(oﬂr hope of
making this case an opportunity for”éxpanding the impact
of our Legal Services Program. The Legal Services Program
nationally has been good--but it can be better, The program
has been successt1 because it attraﬁts dedicated, committed
,attorneys,willing‘to surrenderfthe'bénefits of private

'practice because of théir bellef in the rights of the poor.
:This complete commitment without a clear definitioh of roles
has on occasion led to needless conflict within the commuhity.
“Such instances of questionable Jjudgment and lack of restraint
cause two evils:
~-=First, it wastes the energy and dissipates the
resources;cf;a programydesigned tonhelpythe poor; and
—4—Second, it‘ihvites attack on the entire program
| ~because of the 1n discretions of a bandful, 7
Central to the policy 1ssues which have beeh*raised is the
question of the restrictions, ethical considerations and
standards of accountability that should be ohservéd by
Federally-funded legal services attorneys. Many have argued
that, operating as they do with tax dollars, attorneys who
serve on the staffs of legal serﬁices grantees owe an extra
duty of c¢are to the publid in the performance of thelr legal

£

assignments and in thelr off duty conduct,
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These questions relate to all legal services programs

, 'runded by OEO, and are not unique,to‘CBLA.\

It is clear from studyinz the Tacts found in the
RERDRIIN

Commission Report that some CRLA attorneys enzazed in

many activities on their "own" time which would have been

e i

obviously ipregul r and irproper 1f subsidized at taxpayer

expense, |
| The Commission recognizes that while the poor should
be guaranteed their rilkhts in court, "théﬁg is a dangeb
that frivolous complaints may be urged by éoor clients
that would not be urged by a man of means Who w§;ia\h;meuu

"~ self have to bear the legal expenses involved." The
Justices, therefore, state that "the legal services attorney
thus has a special duty to be sure that when he sues the
government, the matter is not trivial and the legal theory
has merit." The legal services attorney also has a responsi-
bili;yvto'so conduct himself as to preserve the disﬁinction
in the pubiic eye which makes him an sdvocate fdr his client,
rather than a simple partiéipant‘in or instigator of his

client's cause, It 18 one thing for a lawver to pursue a

particular course in furtherance of the rights of an 1nd1vidual‘

'client, and quite another for him to sggg_putvglgggts “b°,§?fﬂi 

merely as instruments to advance the attornev's own philosovhie-

gr.political oblectives.




It is imperative that in our efforts to construct and
perfect a program‘to vindicate the rights of the poor we
"maintain a perspective on the 6vera11 goals of society and
attemptrto build into the program measures to achleve
Judgdent which will insure attainment of those goals.‘ It
-1ittle services the interests of the poor to establish an
-~ elaborate piogram that cannot last because of its conflict
with such goals. | |

Since the pasSage of the Economie Opportunity Act in
1964 the problems of poverty have become more obvious and
We are now more aware that the health and stability of
society as a whole depends greatly upon how well this nation
responds to needa of the ‘poor. | !
A The OEQ. Legal‘qervices program has played a wajor role
in assuring that equal access to the law becomes a reality
for;poor people. President Nixon in his message to Congress
(May S, 1971) concerning the estabiishing of an independent
Legal Services Corporation stated that Legal 8ervices for the
poor must become "a permanent part of our system of jusiice."
He praised OEO's Legél Services programs and the organized baf
for their efforts in assisting the poor. He made clear,
however, that we have only traveléed part of the way in seeing
that a1l the legal needs of poor people are being met. The

President asked Congress to approve new legislation which
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would institutionalize the progfams developed in the last
six years and continue the search for new possibilitigs for
,even’greatertlegal assistance to thg poor., o

Our goal is clear. Yet, which ;éans are most appro-
priate and effective in achieving it is,not yet fully
established, The staff attorney concept embodled OEO
sponsored tégal Service propgram has béen one highiy effective
means, The private bar and 1ndiu1dua1 attorneys throughout
the country have made their contributions'through means and
techniques they deem appropriate, These efforts have
ranged from individual ggg,gggg efforts, to the restructuring.
;of‘corporate law firms? priarities; to voluntary contributions
byilawyera assisting Legal Services programs and finally the
establishment of a dozen or so~experimenta1 Judicaré efforts
by the §rganized,bar, One point 1is élear -~ no one approach
‘haa,allutheriFEQés and all can be i@proved.

. On legal services, as with so many other social issues,
California, our nagion's most populay state, is the place
where the questions at 1ssue are most clearly’recogniZed.
Much of the current controversey over CRLA can be seen as
reflecting a broad concern over the question of which means
-or which way legal Serviceé to the bcdf can be delivered
’mast effectively. It relates also to fundémental issues

which have herefofore been insufficiently addressed by OEQ

and by the Congress,
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It is not - surnrisino that the stare of Czlifornia should
~a——— A ST SRR SRR

he leadinag the wav in attemntina to find innovative wavs of
RN . L o

develoming legal institutions ard nrograms which will s

D

U2

the needs of the noor. The Covernor is detersined that his -

administration shall »nlav a major role in finding mews wavs
RTINS

to improve the leaal services procran

and eynand its dimmeot.
- e R

Present discussions about the delivery of legal services
in California provide an excellent opportunity to push forward
and to accept the President's chaliéhge to make equal justice
for the poor "a permanent part of our system" of government,

Governor Rezgan's support of the President's Legal Services
Corporation concept, the desire of the State OEO to experiment
with alternative models and means for providing legal aid. as
well as the State Bar's growing interest in experimentation
- andkstudy~have4all beenjmade much mqrekvisible’and‘:eélugswa;m;
rééult of the CRLA controversy. Controversy need not always
be destructive and we are convinced that in California
'COntroversy over the best means for delivering legal services
can have a constructive conclusion.

In spite of California's outstanding record, large sections
of the state are still without organized means to assist the

poor - in the many legal problems which deeply affect their lives,
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I wish to propose. in cooneration with<§he Covernor,

the State Bar, OEO's Lecal Services procrams and private

attorrnevs, a collective effort in planning for a hyoad and

o

comprehensive exnerimental proaram designed to test a variety

L s s e L

of models for the deliverv of lecal services to the noor in

California,
S

+ - In committing the resources of OEO to a partnershin

-

withyCalifernii and its citizensz in develoning a mndsi affort

-

5

in lecal services, T helieve other states will ultiratelyw
RN

urn to the California experimant for insicht in meetinag th
t to- the Calif + f ht eat the

legal needs of their own low-income citizens,

We are seeking to develop in California _g universal

legal services vnroarar desiconed eventuallv to serve the
L : g

needs of all the poor. Our efforts_obviously cannot be
expected to succeed overnight., Nor can they initially be
expected to affect all the poor throughout the State. I shall

propose we begin where the need is the greatest. CRLA has

provided many services to the rural poor but large portions

of California are uncovered by any organized effort designed

to meet the legal needs of the poor.

For these reasons and others previously noted, I propose

making a arant of $2.5 million for v©lanning a comprehensive
m

exparimental »rocram for the deliverv of leaal services to
TR AR L S s Ly i R D R T e s

low-incore citizens in California. The President in his

message to Congress in establishing an independent Legal

~Services Corporation noted that we should not bhe satisfied

with our previous efforts and progress in the Legal Services



e

field during the last six years. We must continue to<push
forward. I believe it is not unrealistic to plan for
universal legal services for poor people. I. therefore am

Covernor as the Ci

vleased that ﬁhg

"has encouraced this annroach

Ty
L

fully T wish to encourage the

participation of the organized Bar, as well as CRLA and

other OEO Legal Services programs in this effbrt. The
participation of private attorneys, Iéw firms and the poor
will also be crucial’to this vital attempt to plan for the
future.

Pursuant to these general conclusions we will develop
a coﬁprehensive plan for delivering legal servicés to the

poor in California.

Under this plan a new corroration esta@lished urnder

the ausnices of the State BED  intsrested attornevs ard

alternatives and
L -

services, Assuming the success of this experiment, a new
L -

combined program to provide comprehensive legal services
within California would be instituted.

CRLA has annlied for a orant for 17 monthg. Thig
: . i e

avnlication is annroved subriest to 22 shoecial conditions
L 2 9 TR o RS L S e S e
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and Subgectvto the following funding‘arrangementai

g2 o TR

The initial release of funﬁs will bé
m

" throuzh the end of 1071 at which time there

will be an evaluation by a joint OEO-State-

State Bar Association~ABA—NtADA-team to measure adherence

to grant conditions.

If grant conditions are
G -
et ,

_adhered to, funds for 1972 will be released,

S R AR

the decision to authorize such rélease residing

" in the Director of CEO,

EXPERIMENT TO TEST ALTERNATIVE METHODS
OF DELIVERING LEGAL SERVICES

| | Designing and;implﬁm@nting an experliment to test
‘~a1ternative‘mefhods of delivering legalréervices,in order.
to develop the optimum means of establishing a compre-
hensive system of legal services:involves extremely
cémplex'problems.v There have been several tests of
alterﬁative methods of delivering legal sefvices
(especially Judicare) but all of them have been unsatis-
factory. They have not been properly designed to test(
their own efficiency and effectiveness in delivering

legal services ndr their abllity in comparison,with present
legal services programs, If this California experiment is
to achieve meaningful results, hypotheses to be tested

must be agreed upon, variables must be isclated and tested,
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and adequate systems for data collection, comparison and
-evaluation must be devised and implemented. Every'group'
'that has experiménted with orfstudied Judicare and other
non-staff attorney projects serving the poor must be
vconsulted in order to devise the expériment. In short,
careful and comprehegaive planning 1s essentlal prior to |
the 1mp1eméntation’of the experiment. And once implementea,f
the‘experiment must rundfor a sufficient length of time to
demonstrate meaningful results, More specifilc details of
such a project and 1ts proposed timing are as follows:

FIVE MONTH PLANNING PHASE

1. The California Lezal Services Foundation In

coﬁjdnction.with the SECO, the A erican Lar Association,
the American Bar Foundation, the California State Bar ™
Association, legal services programs, ineluding
‘other interested and knowledgeable gyoups, willvdesign
‘and prepare for the 1m§1ementation of all phases of the
eXperiment, | |
2. Among o hef variations, the experiment should:
include projects usling a variety of intake and réferral
procedures; 1t should be established in new areas besides
suppleménting 1n areés presently served by CRLA; and 1t
should be designed to test different mixes 6f the full
rahge of present legal services activities oﬁ behalf

of cllents.
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-

«‘3} Commencement of the operationalrphase'of the
experiment will occur following OEO's approval of the
‘prepared plan.

TWELVE-MONTH OPERATIONAL PHASE

1. Following approval‘by OEO, the experimental plan
will be put into effect by the Foundation and administered
for:a full twelve months. |
- 2. During.this time, CRLA will continue to provide
legal services under the conditions set forth in its grant .

3. A broad-based e&aluation system will be established
to ensure that existing and experimental programs are
properly administered to provide meaningful results. This
evaluation system will also ensure that statistical data and
narrative reports are ¢ompiled and all evidence thoroughly
‘ evaluated. 

"~ POST-EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM

On the basis of the results of the experiment a

w

determination will be made of the optimum method of providing

legal services to the poor in California. 2Assunring that the

exneriment vDroves that a proararm combining different deliverv
. s

mechanisms will he the wmost efficient and effective method
HORN s

of providing legal services to the

]

ooy, such a cormbined
N N R RS Ry

program would he instituted in California.
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CALIFORNIA RURAL IEGAL ASSISTANCE

‘ iQ  ~Legal services to the rural poor in California
must be continued CRLA will continue to aid in delivering
those legal services but in doing so it must conﬁinue'its

| operations in a manner that reflects the concerns previously
stated,

In order to accomplish this, CRLA must adopt new

methods of self-conbrol which will Iinsure that:

~=--Its separation from partigan and union activitles

is both apparent and real:;

-=-=1t does Eﬁt engarge in prohibited criminai

repregentation;

-»—Its attorneys! use of "free time” 43 not allowed

to interfere wihh or discredit the activities of'
S RS

the prozram;

-==Innpreased coaperation with 8tate and local bar
| associations is promoted.

I have set out below comments regarding oDECifiCW&”faﬁ

of CRILA's activities which have caused ccncsrnlgnd proposed

golutions to those'broblems.

UNION ACTIVITIES

¢ CRLA's work with the California farrworkers is a very

e

gensitive area. The CRLA Commission indicated that as a_

matter of policy CRLIA, a federally funded ageney, should
R TR e e ol

" ..not intervene in labor-manazement disputes,”
E T a




T

Lk

"The function of CRIA 18 to serve the rural noor,‘not

a8 unilon organizers, advisors, or nezotiators but as a law

firm concerned with 1e%a1 ratters.

involved in the formation of any agricultural worker's

nnion or any agricultural collective bargaining association

~nor may CHLA necotlate or attem@t to nevctiate any c%rﬁermnt
=== T ——
concerning wages, rcurs, or workinv conditions.
SRR R

In additfﬁn, CRLA must not praviaevlgqalﬂassistanceMin

the fcllowingrareas:

% ---Representation of a collective bargaining union :
'g in litigation regardless of whether the union is

‘a plaintiff or defendant in a court session;

g

---Reprebentaticn of a labor union in negotiaticns
with employers or with other labor unions;,

'-~—Pr0vid1ng legal assistance to a labor union-in
the incorporation or organizations affiliated with

a union which are devoted exclusively to serving

union members;

=--Representation of union officials in matters
relating to union business;

~--~Representation of a union member if the union
itself is in fact and in law the real party in
interest and the union merber himself only a ﬁSﬁinal

plaintiff without a legal interest in the outcome of

the controversey.
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‘A3so, CRLA must not display union posters or signs

P iniany of 1ts offices or use its client interviewingwprocess E
m

to recruit union members.

CRIMINAL REPRESENTATION

As the Commission report noted, Section 222(2)(3) of
the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964,‘as amended, prohibits

lezal services attorneys from rEEresenting a eriminal

defendqpt proceeded azainst by indictment or information

except where the Director (of OEQ) determines, after con-
sultation with the court having jurisdiction, that adequate
legal assistance will not otherwise be available.
Although interim guidelines interpreting this provision
. were prbmulgated in Community Action Memo No. 79, in
HJanuary, 1668 they do not resolve all the questions in
this area. The Commlssion, on page~55, suggested that

CRIA "adont more definitive guidelines to avold future

confusion within CRIA, a3 well as in the minds of the pnblig

generally." As the Commission recognized, the problem is

not only one of determining the precise nature of the

statutory prohibition but also one of prusing the program's
limited resources. Without restrictions; the "demand for
‘criminéiyﬁéﬁﬂﬁxmgﬁéaaﬁm!would quickly deplete the agency's
limited budget."
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~B§ gtatute and court decislon, Californiayhas

g rovided ext@naivelv foﬂ th@ cvz"inal égfen%evofm

in financial need, Th@rercre, thn use of 1irited OPO

Ry

;reqources for criminal defense iu unneceassary and undesirable.
ey

In order to properly céféyﬂ;ufwéhe»abova-ﬁéﬁtione&
restriction in the Econmmic Opportunity Act and to avoid
dissipatiné the program's resources, it is proposed ihat

‘the following guidelines,be‘adheredkto in the area of
criminal representation: |

(1) Ine statutory prohbilifion rust be stricily

adhered to 1n the case of persons proceeded against by

indictment or information., Waivers under the excention

- 8hall be given by the D;rector of OED or his designated

wrepresentative only in eytracrdinary CITQUHSbanCES and |
only when it has been determined, after such individual

has consulted with the court havinz Jurisdictlon, bhat

' . otherwise

adequate legal assistance will notﬁbe available,

(2) Lezal assistance shall not be ziven 1in any other

ﬁgge of eriminal proceeding (includinz misdemeanors, viola-

tions of municipal ordinznces and post-conviction remedies

where the underlying confinement was the resulf of a case

in whlch representaiion would have been prohibited under,

these guidelines) unless legalyrepreaentaﬁon is necessary

~ 0 protect the client's rights‘and adequate legal assistance

will not otherwise be avallable.
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(3) Representation provided to an indigent through any
' organized system”such as the public defender system or court-

‘appointed attorneys will be deemed to be adequate répresentation{‘

—— T ot o e g ey . [ g et s

SPARE TIME ACTIVITIES

In its recommendations, the Commission stated that

'£premost of those problems which have contributed to tgg.

misunderstanding and controversy surrounding the program

13 that eaused by activities of CRIA ataorneys on thelr

spare or 'own time!," The Commlssion went on to say {(p. 85):

"

"As was tesgified by numerous witnesses, CRIA
attorneys are permitted to engage in activities
on their own ﬁiwe 'h%ﬁn e%t% r.Dy v*rtnw’ox

The Commission concluded that CRLA's existing peolicies
and procedures to hand;e this problem may bé inadequate. |

This ig a problém which thé Adminisﬁration~spec1f1ca11y
focused'onkigs bill to c¢reate an independent Iegal Services
Corporatioﬁ. In Bhe bill the Corporation.is required t©
insure that legal services attorneys '“represents only eligible
»clients and refrain from any cutoide practice of YawiM™ v . B

In order to take care of this most lmportant prcblem now,-

a limitation on outside profecdional activities must be

instituted imrediately. Certain other specific "spare time”

activities such as participation in demonstrations are dealt
with elsewhere herein, However, as a general rule of conduct

we propose that all Legal Services attorneys 1n their spare
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time acttvities be guided by the following paraphrase of
a statement in the Commission's report:

Each Legal Services attorney has a prafesSianal

responsibility to its projewt and to clients

to act so0 as to preclude pnt onlynshe actuality

but alsc the appearance of impropriety in this

area, The impropver conduct of one attorney,

acting as 2 private citizen, can give the

appearance of iwnroper conduct by the program,

Such miseulded conduct no watter how wall

Prolenh e St

intentioned can only damaze bhhe program's public

1 age and thus handicap its legitimate efforts

in behalf of its clilents,

PARTICIPATICN IN DEMONSTRATIONS

;,Problems have developed pertaining to the manner in
wbich‘attorneys and éommunity wbrkers relate to oréaniza-
tions which they represent. A distinction must be made
between participatiﬁg in an organization as a member of
the organization and undertaking to represéht thét"

organization as an attorney. The problem is compounded

by actlivé participatioh in demonstrations and plcketing,

The CRIA Commission recommended strict liritations on such

activities.
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| It should be understood that representation'of

{‘ organizatons 1s authorized only when such groups are
composed primarily of individuals eligible to receive
legal assistance. ,,‘

| A simple guideliﬁe for CRIA persomnel to follow in

AT
,dealingkwith o:%anizations is that bhey should not act as

both client and attorney. If such personnel engage actively
in the affairs of an organizafion, they should not under- |
take to represent it or to give 1t legal advice to any
- extent, Conversely, if an.attornef undertakes to represent
an organization in any capacity, whether through a lawsuit,
negotiations, préparation of legal documents or simple
counseling, an attérney should avoid active participation
in the organization and 1ts political decisions. | Vi

Thé attorney% rﬁnctionuﬁgﬁ@@‘these cifcumstancea should
be td represent the organization as a lawyer and to providek‘
legal counsel, Publie statementé pertaining to the S
activities of the orgaﬁization should be~madé by the
leadership'of the organization. Statements made by its cbunsel
should\be limited to appropriate statements pertaining to

legal problems, such as law suits. An attornev'swfunctiqg'

with recard to picketing, sit-ins, or other forms of

demonstration, should be strictly limited to carrying out

lezal duties in accordance with the hirhest standards of

professional conduct and responsibility,
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o the extent possible, appearances before public
bodies should be undertaken by organizational members and
hheir elected leaders, Such‘appearances should not be
-structured so that an attorney has a dominant role,

With reference to situations which might develop into
waes arrests or wholesale patterns of government recrimina-
tion, attof§eys should counsel the organization thatfﬁgﬁi

can provide no assurance that it will afford representation -

with reference to criminal charzes which might ba brcuégg.

In counseling organizations, it is not the attornev's

responsibllity or prercgative to make political decisions

Jor an ormanization, but r%@ﬁg?“ﬁg}aﬁ*i;pwtbmmmaumzo_tﬁe_

lezal consequences of various altﬁrnwt‘vas.

Therefore, the foll qiﬁw are guidelinas for all CRLA
attorneys and community workers:

-=--Actlvely represent and counsel groups, but, o

do not Dicket r demonstrate on behall sf

the proup,
LRt e

~~=Regarding activities of the group, except as to

legal matters, leadershlp should come from proup

members and officers, not CRLA attornevs, There=-
A i S

fore, non-legal public statements, press conferences,

etc, should be issued by group members,
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ww=It must be made unmistakablv ¢lsar to erouns
e s

. advised by CRIA that CRIA attornevs are nrohibited

from reoresentinz them inmeriminal matters, Although

there may be rare instances in which both CRLA and
;OEO‘will concur that criminal representation is
apg;opriate, they will be rare. It 1is, therefore,
inaccurate and unfair to alléw a group any prior

expectations.

UTILIZATION OF PROGRAM FACILITIES
PROBLEM '

In several instances the Commission found that CRILA |

faeilities were being utilized by non-CHLA personnel for

ERPRERRERIS

non-CRLA activities, As the Commission stated on page &

of Appendix ¥ to 1its report, "$t would be édvisable for
CRLA to use care in allowing others the use of iis |
faéilities, so that possibilitiés'for misunderstanding4%ill .
be minimized,"
SOLUTION
In order to deal with this problem, the following

guldelines on the use of CRLA facillties are proposed:

| (1) Unique assets of a CRLA office such as its library
or xeroX machine may be made avallable to other attomeys

as a professional courtesy provided that 1t does not cost

the project any money.
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' {2) Other ordinary facilitles such as typewriggra,telephones

and statlonerv shall not routinely be. made available to or

R e

utilized by non—~CRLA persOnnp]E 4

(3) Mo lezal or secretarial assistance shall be pro-

wided to non-CRLA personnel utlllZlng C IA aetivit es for

non-CRIA purnoses.

(4) CRIA facilities shall not be made available to

AR

any individual or zraop workins on a non-CRIA activity

where to do so would identify CRILA with such activitZk

MEMBERSHIP IN TUE COIBUNITY

Agzressive attempts to vindicate the right of bhe
poor invite controversy and often threaten to divide the
 community. Ghallenges 1o the establishment brought by ff:i i
attorneys percelved to be "outsiders” exacerbate the ,
division. It should be clear that such ad hominem‘disputes
'“néceSSariiyrdetradt from the Legal Services attorney's
ability to give help to the poor,

There are two ways that attempts can be made to bridge
the dé@ision between menbers of the community'and CRLA
attorneys,

---First, by observinz the solutions advanced else-

whers in this rpaper unwarranted econtroversy with

respect to crininzl regresentatian, union activities

3
i
R

demonstrations, dmnast 1342eatdon, &“g,z“«m tira
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~—~Second, CRLA attornéys should be encouraged to
| participate in the;activitiés of the state and
local bar associations. This'partidipatiOn”Whicﬁ'
should lead to increased cooperation and under-
standing by CRLA and other attorneys alike could

be promoted by CRLA's paying membership fees in

~the appropriate organizations.

s

future onerat

~Governoxr Reagan‘issued the following statement in'responSe
to'Mr.mgg;lggéifﬁustétement‘(previbus).

"I am delichted thé%.ﬁr, Carlucci has-chosen California
to develop a model legal services program for the poor that
‘may set a nationwide pattern. \

"I alsb am hopeful his imposition of striéter controls on
the future operétion of CRLA will improve 1its service,

"All of us who are committed to the concept of providing
adequate legal services to those who cannot afford them consider

this a major step forward,"



