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They have been someth

~ on the legal syste

It varies — certain events will.
happen and that brings it more to
people’s attention — but for the most - e
part crime is usually one of the top
ihree problems people talk about,
year in and year out, And particular-
ly when you ask them: “What's the
greatest problem facing you in your
community?"’ 7

NLJ: Law-and-order issues have
always been high on your agenda.
ing that
yow've lalked about consistently.
Beyond this drug project, what
other kinds of things are on the
agenda? iy ; 1
Organized crime, of course, which
is one of this particular tagk force’s
objectives. So it's really organized
crime and narcotics. Other law en-
forcement activities are the training -
programs, which we got going. Other
things are happening in the victims
area. We have a victim task force
working now to come in, with new
recommendations as far as crime
victims, which would include not only.
the actual victim of the crime but
also the witnesses and others, who .
through no fault of their own, get in-
volved in the criminal justice
aystem. So, that's another big area.
Another thing we've been working on’
is improving our ability to handle’
such things as terrorism offenses,
such things as improving our
capabilities in the areas of axe
plosives, firearms and other types of
things that relate to terrorism.

NLJ: QOver ithe summer, The
National Law Journal luok a look
ol what kind of impact the
Reagan adminislralion 18 NG

ly, people on both sides
responded by saying “not much”
— that you have not made any
Jundamental changes. Whai’s
your response {0 thatf |

Well, I don't think you can tell in
one year, which is about where you
were measuring it, what impact this
administration has had, because the

impact is going to

be seen over &

period of ye

ars in varviovs ways. We

think thai the bills we have hefore .
Congress now will have & real jm-
paet. The crime control bill that’s up
there now, we think will get through
in the lame-duck session . . . Then
we have an additional bill, the
Criminal Justice Reform Bill, that in-
cludes the insanity defense, the
modifications of the exclusionary
rule and federal intervention of state '~
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Oh, I think so. Well, I hope so. Ad-  judges, the best district cu
mittedly, he had guite a few because and the law professors a ; i
of the changes in the laws. The kind  practicing atiorneys that we can B0 TR e
 of people that we've trying to put on,  circuit court appointments e o

like- the Borks and the Winters and  each state,senators have the ‘
the Posners and others, will have an  looking for those people f
influence on the courts, perhaps out courts. —
of proportion to their numbers.

| NLJ: How.do you go about N,LJ As ;a,.l_quer,»da
B iniing thorat Io thero o Himus - AL2 SEPPOREHES
Lhowerid g | §  judge about politi
: 5 atea - before the appo :
There's no litmus test, but we 4 ' ‘CWP
have people looking to find the best Continued on page §8
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Do You Have ,a Radio Shac

Then You Need: The Lawyer's Microcomputer |
A monthly newsletter written by lawyers

for lawyers using Radio Shack computers

Send $28 for a one year subscription ($37 Can, 343 F
~ (You can still start with the first issue -~ Apri 1982}

'R.P.W. Publishing Corp. ,
P.0O. Box 1046N, Lexington, 8.C, 28072 ' (303:)‘;35_ '

“74 &8 3

Who Is Exhibiting?
The industry's leading companies ' demonstrate
advanced and sophisticated equipment for the moder
tice: word processing equipment, litigation support
accounting and financial management equi
cations, printing and duplication equipmen
and services. o

AAA Micro Graphics
Advanced Word Processing
Advanced Legal Sysiems % Wi
Advanced Legal Software” | "Exxon Office
American Legal Systems Equitrac
Archer Courier
Aspen Sysiems

L Atex
. Adtis Systermns

AT&T

N.Y. Telephone inslgw >

Barrigtes Information Jutiys Biumberg

Business Technology Larnier Business Products
CLSY The Lawyer's Coopera
Compute-R-Systems Litton Metionics
i CPT Manhatian Reparing
CT Law Technology Matihew Bender
ﬁe C & | Data Systems wead Data Central
& . Compuirac Print Technoiogy §
oﬁice Compinio  Sateguard Business §
% : Control Data Trac Systems i
3 Craig Management Syntrex ;

CRO Systems Ressaich Waing Laboratoiies

Dany: ; Wesgt Publishing

About the Conference
w Learn the "whys” and “hows" of law oifice avtomati
computerization in three days of practical seminar o
sions, coordinated by PRIGCE WATERHOUSE, abo
available technology and how you car make it work
law practice. e :

# Hear distinguished lawyers fram firms of all si
their personal experiences in the automation pr
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Continued from page 87

We're not scrutinizing them on political terms.
We're looking for intellectual quality, judicial
temperament, a philosophy of judicial restraint —
1 think that's appropriate. Now that's not political,
it's not conservative or liberal, it's not Democratic
or Republican. But it is an approach to the
judiciary that's important. I think gbvicusly that’s
a very essential characteristic. We want people to
be judges, not legislators,

NLJ: Twice since you've been in this job,
you’ve drawn personal criticism. First, over
some commenis about the ACLU being a lob-
by for criminals, and then with the Bob Jones

“decision [io reverse u long-standing policy o
denying tax-exempt status to schools that are

raciclly discriminatory].

An NLJ Interview With Ed Meese

against s particular special interest group, you
don’t go io that group and announce it, or converse-
ly, you try to get to.that group and explain why
you're doing it before you announce it.

NLJ: Nearly two years have elapsed [since
the administration took office]. Once you get
by the midterm elections, what are some
other areas in which you hope to make some
changes?

Well, I think we’ll continue with a number of
things in the criminal justice system: criminal
justice reform, looking at the court congestion and

. how we can help from the executive branch to
relieve court congestion, to the justice side of
_things. I'm talking now as an administration, not.
just the White House. T think we'll be looking at
such things as health-care cost containment. We'll
: ing & better job of managing the
. Really, the first 21 months
ng out fires, concentrating on
; lizing the economy and..
A : i
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Continued from page 1, column §

munist movement,” that it is “the
agency of a hostile foreign power,"” 68
Stat 778. The Supreme Court of the
United States has sustained findings
that the Communist Party of the
United States is ‘‘a disciplined
organization’ operating in this na-
tion *‘under Soviet Union contral” to
inatall “‘a Soviet styls dictatorship in
the United States," Communist
Party v. 8.4.0. Board, 367 U.8. 1,
1961. :

is it such dedication to our
destruction that earns the Com-
munists the right to conduct their
finances in secret, while the other
parties operating under the same law
are required to reveal all on the same
subject, with criminsl penalties if
they fafl t¢ do ac?

Make ne misiake about it; the
Communists are not dealing In pen-
nies. They ralsed $423,893 for their
Presidential candidate, Gus Hall,
and refused to identify ¢24 of the con-
tributors. Gus Hall is no stranger to
the Secend Circult. He was convicted
of conspiracy to teach and advocate
the violent overthrow of our govern-
ment by a jury before Judge Harold
R. Medina more than thirty years
ago. When the day for his surrender
came, he had jumped ball and

become a fugitive, which he .. -

remained for some time. Foliowing
his recapture, he was tried and con-
victed under the Federal Fugutive

Act. The trustees of the Bail Fund of = -

the Civil Rights Congress who
guarantieed his appearance and then

refused to answer questions about his~

whereabouts were promptly jalled by
Federal Judge Sylveater J. Ryan.

Are we now to bestow judicial ex- .. -

émption on the Communist Party's-
financlal activities for Gus Hall and

others despite an Act of Congress.

that correctly draws no distinction
among which parties are subject to
reporting requiremenis? This result
is absurd.

An excellent argument can be
made for the repeal of the entire Act.
We agree with former 8enator James
Buckiey's original challenge to it. It ,
breeds such abuses as that which
made it possible for a joke like
Lyndon La Rouche to recelve a8 fop-
tune in matching funds from our .
pockets, as a result of the voluntary
check-off system on our tax returns
which many taxpayers still do not un-
derstand. But as long as this law 18 on
the books, even-handed application
to all parties without special

privilege for the Communists, seems -

to be only fair.

Nor is the inherent danger
theoretical. Suppose the Kremlin
wanted to finance a key campaign in
the Unlted States. Under the Circuit
Court's holding, they opyld easily pes
compligh this by y‘ﬁoﬁiﬁ%ﬁ
contributing any amount of money io
iis Communist Party hers. v

The iapse in reasoning power that
leads the Circult Court to its conclu-

Communist Party Finances

sfon is that while it's okay to make
Democrats, Republicans, etc. tell all,
to subject the Communists to the
same law would have a *‘chilling’’ ef-
fect on those who wish to contribute
to the Communist Party. What non-

TR

sense. Suppose & Democratic of- ;

ficeholder chose to comtribute to
Ronald Reagan?
Doesn't the prospect of public ex-

posure oreate a ‘“‘chililng™ effect?
And if Lowell Weicker had wanted to

sneak some of his fortune into Jimmy
Carter's campaign coffers wouldn't
the disclosure provisions of this have
& “chilling’” effect on him? THe

ritualistic use of the word *‘chilling”

(I have to toss that one to Willilam
Safire's New York Times word
column), in defense motions seems to
have permeated the Circuit Court.?
This is fine if its only conseguence
is to confuse the Civil Liberties Union

SR .

but when, as here, it shakes public '

confidence in the vasic fairness of
our courts, members of the public
have & right to protest, as we hersby
do. ; .

(1) The foliowing participle: “particulariy
when some of its generally conservative
membera think the time is ripe to make thelr an-
nual curtsy to lveralism,” would have been ade
ded at this point by Mr. Cohn. Mr. Bolan,
however, :ﬂd not wish it to bs included.
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