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A. Myren stated o . I

~collect and disseminate material that any good law llbrary

. researcher oould readlly obtain.
'extremely broad objectives for $200,000.

i of m? opp®srtlon o thls PrOposal°'V*V'“
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Voctober 9, 1967

From: PJM . . ..1~:ji,;:f‘, *@,f,hf

"In a letter io you, dated September 20 1967, Richard'
/! ‘\“ ' ’ ' ':::

"Enclosed is a COpy of our - flrst research proposal
here at the School which is; of 1nterest to you':

1. In your capacrty as coordlnator of crlme ,T,w"~*
L related matters in New Yorlv : L

*73j2.;4As one 1nt1mately concerned w1th crlmlnal
"law revision; and % o , :

'f 3. As one who may be asked to fund this prOJect

-~ if no money is available to O.L.E.A. under’
tne new Federal legislation. ";‘¢c R CEe

The enclpsure con51sts of a 66-page: appllcatlon to

“the Office of Law Enforcement Assistance seeking LEAA support .
in the amount of $187,984.  Item 6, on page one of the appllcaeg
. tion form (Appllcant Agency or Institution), is left blank, .. /-

Since Dean Myren's letter characterizes the application as

"our first research’ proposal here at the School,™ may.I assume i~
‘that the State University of New York is the "appllcant"? I ..
‘note on page two of the appllcatlon that SUNY is maklng a con—w}
*trlbutlon of $34, 097. sLE , P

The proppsal does not appeal to me ‘on three grounds'{ B

1. The beneflts to be derlved from this’ progect for
the State of New York are nil. or, at best, marglnal A S

2. The projectts principal task is to espec1ally

should have at hand or that any ambltltlous and competent
3. The project could not possrbly achleve 1ts

I w1ll brlefly discuss, serlatlm, the three grounds

i
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I New York will not benefit.. .

minimal relevance for our state because the sole beneficiaries o
~of this project are states that contemplate or currently have e
underway a revision of their criminal laws. The bases for this Lk

functlons of the progect to practltloners ".K O

the needs of state law: rev131on and the academlc communlty n

~law revision reporters, to promote and provoke new concepts of

"the type of letter annexted hereto Pes whlch requests a ‘crlmlnal

P
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New York has completéd a revision of its Penal Law o
and Criminal Code. The proposed project, therefore, will have

conclusion are at least twenty statements in the application -

(I quote at length only because a hurried reading of the appll-'i,ﬁov

catlon could suggest ﬁhat there are multiple benaf1c1arles

(1) p.4: "Both the director and hig a551stant must

be mature professionals who can successfully llnk the academic fl,Wh
,communlty with law revisor practltloners " g

(2) p 4-a% "A large portlon of the [travel money]
will enable the director and assistant director, to travel to:
law revision centers, both to collect data and to explaln the

r’.

(3) p 4-a3 “One of the most 1mportant goals of the fpi” l;
prOJect is the dissemination of information to both practltloners,,{
and academlcs relatlve to code rev1sxon oo ‘ : ‘ S

. ’
Fl

. (4) p.5: "A survey annexed hereto shows that 18 states;x
are in the process of rev151ng «+..[Tlhe methods: now being used by .

revisionists are little! dlfferent from those employed to prepare
the codes they seek to revise. ' These efforts are frequently

poorly organized, poorly financed and without direction.... The
Project [will devise] methods for systematically.bringing revision-
" related legal and social science materials to the attention of ‘j7v
“code revmsors...._ The Project is so structured that its involve- B
ment in the process of code reVlSlOn allows 1t to be a partlclpant—;
~ observer of that process.” : B ‘ : L

(5) p.6: "This is a proposal for a PrOJect on Penal '
Code  and Criminal Procedure Revision which will be responsive to

‘(6) p 9 "The progect's purpose, is not only to act’
as a distribution center, so as to free the reporter of the !
burdens just described, but, by its own interaction with many
law revision and reform."

(7) pp 10-11m"  mp large part of the PrOJect's efforts ¢

. ..should involve'a personalized service for the revisors. Thus,rfﬁ

ideally, a beginning revisor should be able to write the Project
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procedure reporter revision' kit. We should be able to bring the
revisor to our facilities, or to.visit his, to spend the.necessary ;i
time with him to establish a relationship, and key him into the =~ 1,
various systems we have developed; to learn from him and to aid =~ i
P him with his special revision problems." o L AT
.‘.“,:" X K ) . . ) \ { ‘ . -,-".
‘ {8) p.1l: "The intial target group will be the penal
code and criminal procedure code revisors. It is not immediately
conceived that any other group will benefit directly from the:
Project's activitiqs“ (emphasis,in_original). :_‘/ Dl ey

/
/

. ‘ (9) pp.13-14: "It is not.the purposerof the Project 7
fo draft model icodes. It is thus unlike the American Law Institute .
w...It is perhaps closer to the Council of State Governments which -
aids state governments and their agencies with 'state problems, - i
legislative or administrative. But this organization.....performs !

rore of the services described. for the Project." ' b ot

! (10) 'p.14: "Approximately. the first two months of the ¢
project will be concerned with....surveying the operations of -

| revisors throughout the country. A number'of reporters and law B
revision commissions will be visited within the first three months ! -
of the project....Problems of the revisors will be assessed and .~ - 7
an estimate will be made of the.needs of each and how they may be
aided by the Project.” B TR L PR AT S

+ o
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(11) p.15: "The assistant director... will.design'a - =

system whereby the mass of legal materials ... may be made avall- '~

~able to each revision.reporter in some organized fashion peculiarly.’
_ adapted to his working needs." = | B e T

o

, R (12) p.16: "Before the end of the first year, the
N Project will make plans through the School of Criminal Justice: o
to enter into an in-training program in law revision. This may be -
arranged as a credit course [whereby] the student may [work] in the
1field' with a law revision commission or reporter.™ . = s

: (13) py 161 n[T]lhe Project would begin by involving
itself in and aiding the individual projects. This would be a
‘learning period for the Project in which the scope and direction
of the various revisions around the country would be evaluated. -
During this period, the project would survey the needs of the s
‘revisions and determine in what ways the Project might be of aid.” -

; (14). p.16: "The Project's intimate involvement in i " ftf'f
state code revision and.the accommodation of code reporters.,..™ .
¥ , (15) 8;17: "The primary purbose of the advisory e R
council...will be to evaluate the project's progress in adequately -
meeting the needs of its“customers‘.“;, DS PO FOTMIEEE SR SIE A SRt bl

Sk
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,  (16) p.18: "[S]tates cannot or do not often provide -
their law revisors with sufficient resources for adequate law. - ©
revision. The Project will do this. by tending to improve the
capability of law reform in all states.™ . o oo

(17) p.18: *[Tlhe innovative features of the proposal: .
no central service is now available to aid individual states in
criminal law revision.™ o R LR e R

, (18) p.18: "When the project has demonstrated its
success in reducing research costs on the part of "state revisors, ;
support can shift to state contributions or to state payment for .
specific benefits provided.” ' : ‘ ISR A PR SO

. (19) p. 18: "The very substance and life of the Project =

is the dissemination of the varied materials which it collects '

and produces. It will be in constant commurication with law
_revisors acro&s the country and in other countries...." .

, Ul v (20) Letters from various state represem{étivééFcomménting 
on the proposal: SRR [ L N TR S e
| ,r w p. 42 (Mainé) “;;.I would say .that i?endéféé'j

. wholeheartedly your ‘proposal’ for an interchange

~among code.reporters...” s S e

' p. 43 (Ohio): "The proposal for the exchange
of information among reporters of criminal code
“revision would meet a great need....We have little
if any contact with other states engaged in &
particular project, and only get detailed informa- -
+tion from other states when their complete revision.
is published.™ : : (IR SRR

" p. 44 (Vermont): "At this time the State of
Vermont is not engaged in such a program of ... =

gtatutory revision....[Sluch an exchange of infor-:
- metion would be extremely helpful in any work that
" we might do, and I-would hope that some’ of our '
thoughts might be helpful to other states imple~" =
menting such a program of statutory revision.” i

; p.45 (Montana): "The proposed.exchange of .
drafts, comments and organizational schemes :
utilized in revising state criminal codes should

‘prove valuable.m TR R BN )

9‘46'(Massachusétts}£ "At the pfesent time‘VJ“~’

there is no general revision of the Massachusetts :

St criminal laws being made....If such revision is '
& - undertaken [we] would be most anxious to participate

 in this program."
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p. 47 (Maryland) "I think that a ', A
"clearing house for information on the develop—*“’“
-ing state codes 1s an excellent one. I am-

uncertain about the usefulness of conferences
among the varlous. state reporters n T

- p. 48 (Towa): “[T]he system of exchange of
,1nformatlon set out in your proposal 15 :
cellent n

, p. 49 (Hawaii)s “Hopefully, Hawaii Will.

;"soon embark‘on its revision prOJect.« An’

A exchange center ...will be of inestimable
value as an instant-source of new ideas.™

p.50 (Delaware) "Your proposal to6 share
. information is a very good one.... One problem S
, A - 1s obviously going. to be the cost. of maklng the A
. materials available to 50 0T SO, potentlal ST
j N 'rec1p1ents "o Jﬁw,‘ﬂ. ey N u.ﬁ

. p 51 (Connectlcut) "I'have‘receiVed your " x
“proposal for exchange of. information between RS
~state criminal law revision reporters, I thlnk"?i!

1

that the proposal is excellent..a.‘ (;

p. 52 (Montana): ""An’ exohange of 1nformatlont;

between various states in this field is indeed -

L .. desirable. We, in our work, have wished to have - @ =

. - “. -~ such service available. -We have not found it. :

DR © We would, though,: be most pleased to have such =

DR . service avallable and would desire to contribute-

Ao« .. our material to it. Presently we are completing

: . our Proposed Criminal Procedure Act for Montana. ST
It is now printed and‘available~for distribution.™. -

: p. 55 (Montana): M"As to your proposal for a

~ systematic interchange among criminal code Te- :
porters, I concur fully. Each of us have been
'going it alone' and an interchange would be most
helpful. The blggest deterrent that I see 1s :
~availability of funds. Our work has been completed
to date with an annual appropriation of but $6,000 ,
which has not covered the cost of Comm1551on meetlngs,:
much: less other attendant expenses.. By voluntary -
‘help and some begging and borrowing we have gotten
,along, but I would not suggest 1t for anyone else AR
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Sl - p.56 (North Carolina): "There is .not at

won . N present any group in North Carolina engaged in
S R ~-a revision of the criminal coded... I feel sure .
' : that the agency which eventually works on this -
‘project will be interested in such exchange.™

- The application states (p. 22) that “Apéendix'll con-
tains some of the correspondence indicating a willingness on the
part of many states to co-operate in this Project;"'%emphasis Cole .
supplied) This Appendix contains 16 letters relevant to the I P
Project. Three of the 16, however, are from Montana (pp. 45, %2, i
55). It is not immediately apparent why three letters from one .
state are included in an appendix of "selected" correspondence.

: . i | : . S e . i

'} II Project is essentially a ‘specialized library service,

’ The application suggests that it is of prime importance .

for a code revisor to have the work product of all other code L

~revisors and .that it is difficult to obtain such material. This
observation is based on sevéral statements in the application:

1. p. 8: "Not only is the revisor faced with insufficient
~ resources but such resources as he has are unnecessarily taxed ‘as s
l - each reporter goes over essentially the same ground. Thus, even | '
.where one state allows adequate resources there is no way for ke
. ~another to benefit from it." - - oo ’ T

. 2. pp.8-9: "Until the annexed list of reporters was = .
~compiled there was no such list. If he wished to obtain drafts =
or memoranda of current material prepared by other reporters DR
.doing the same woprk and individually write for their drafts.[sic] B
If the work arrived, it would only by chance be useful betauselthe =
?ost ﬁseful material is.that on which he is working at the moment. -
sic? " ‘ - ‘ : ; Lo e

3. p. 15: "The assistant director...will design.a RO

‘system whereby the mass of legal materials, codes, parallel statu- .
tory sections, cases, drafts and memoranda of- other reporters... S

. may be made available to each revision reporter in some organized = .

, fashion.,,,'¥ ' PR R S T S ,

o 4. p. 16: "The Project's intimate involvement in state =
code revision ..., will allow not only the collection of a complete,
library of revision materials...."™ v . oo TTT

e




states are doing." SRS S o ‘ A\

- of forelgn states -and countries are helpful: posé351ng them,

~for ideas. (And by no means at all are they difficult to obtaln.)_

- May I quote Professor Wechsler at this points

]uu:n" e el i

i
BN

e B pu 18- “Altbough dlver51ty of approach is one of
the gains of our federal system, diversity should come “through
consideration which is best suited for one's 'state. [sic?] It
should not result from mere lack of knowledge of what other

ty
i

I have found that proposed and'récently enapted codés'

however, is not the' sine qua non to a successful revision., They
are only one of the many sources that a code revisor must tap

Indeed, all of the literature on criminal- Justlce is relevant to

¢ the code revisor. I fail to see what meanlngful role this Progect,p;f

(financed at $200,000 for 2 years) can play in helping two dozen

-states to revise thelr criminal laws. The assistance-no matter

how capable the two-man staff may be-would be 51mply superficial. .

The appllcatlon states (p. 14) that the Project is gy

‘"unlike the American Law Institute,™ and that it "will hot do
- factual research into the criminal justice system as did the

American Bar Foundation." I detect a suggestion by the appllcant '
that the work of ALI and ABA does not adequately answer the needs
of the code 'revisor. (For example, p. 9: "There is little but a

. scattering of articles to be found about the ultimate objectives e
to be attained by a code....There is little discussion of the '

uses to which...the behavioral sciences may be put in revision.")

1

"The Amerlcan Law Institute [is]. trylng to think through; :

. the major problems .0of the law of crimes.. This means that we are

seeking to identify the basic issues that are generally posed in
the employment of the criminal sanction and the special questions
within each area of the most serious offenses; to explore the way

“these issues aré resolved in our existing systems' to appraise

competing p0551bllltles that may involve more satisfactory solutlons-

~and to formulate in statutory form a draft that may be useful as

a model. By ‘maﬁel‘ let me add, that we mean nothing more than

formulations that may be suggestlve and commend themselves to- ;
leglslatlve imitation.... Modern legislative aids are badly needed
in the field of penal law ... Our belief that such a model can :
contribute to the sound development of the criminal law does not...

“imply that we are seeking uniformity in penal law throughout the
country or that we wish to standardize the law of crimes. Uniformity

is not as such a value of importance in this field, as it is, for

~example,. in the case of the commercmal code. It.is to be expected -
‘that substantial 'differences of social situation or of point of :
- view among the. states should be reflected in substantial variations ;.
~ in their penal laws. But what is generally needed...is systematic |
: Tre examlnatlon of the subject - to the end that the law may R R

e




.that bears upon the choices to be made. This is the type of
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represent the mature sentiment of our respectlve Jurlsdlctlons~
sentiment. formed after a fresh appraisal of the situation, with
attention to the goals to be achieved, the legislative p0551—
bilities for their attainment and the knowledge or experience .

enterprise that we are seeklng to assist in any jurisdiction
where there is a will to undertake it. We hope to provide a :
reasoned, integrated body of material that will be useful in
such leglslatlve effort, as a solid treatise on a/legal subject
often aids adjudication by the courts. That theré is need for
such material will not ... be doubted by persons familiar with
the subject...! The work that we are doing, like the studiesd

now projected by the American Bar Association, is envisaged as
an answer to that call. Where the Association puts its emphasis
upon procedure and the processes of, penal law administration,
our prime concern is.with the law that is administered - the = .
substantive criminal law." Weschsler, The Amerdican Law Institute:

Some Observatlons on Its Model Penal Code, ABA Journal Aprll 1956.

o ,/: B

It should be noted that the Model Penal Code was "the
result of ten years' labor by a corps of professors, judges,
practicing lawyers, prison admlnlstrators, probation and parole -
specialists, psychiatrists and crlmlnologlsts. {Its preparation =
cost over $500,000, which was given for this purpose by the .
Rockefeller Foundatlon to the American Law Institute." Schwartz,
The Model Penal Code: An Inv1tatlon to Law Reform, ABA Journal '

May, 1963

The author\of{rheglegislarion oreating‘the Nationai i

Commission on Reform of Federal Criminal Laws did not put‘statefs"v:t"
revision work at the top of a llst of . source materlal for rhls
new Comm1551on° , v \ . ,

"The Reform Comm1551on will have the advantage R

~of the studies of the President's Crimé-Commissiong v,

© the American Law Institute'!s recently completed.

" work-on criminal justice, which culminated its Model .
Penal Code, the American Bar Association's studies =
on criminal law and the minimal standards of criminal-
Justice, plus continuing research being undertaken.
by many university law schools. Another valuable
source of information will be the revision of
criminal codes at the State level, recently completed °
in Illinois, Michigan, New York, and other States."

~+Poff, A Means to Improve Our- Federal Criminal Laws,‘u
<. FBI Law Enforcement Bulletln, March, 1907




~illustrate the "basis for my view. .,

“what "indigent defense work" ought to be like. 'The experiments

- this project:

Aebidaig PN
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(Incidentally, Appendix I [p. 23], which is.a .
"Compilation of States Revising Penal Codes or Codes of Criminal *
Procedure as of ‘April 20, 1967," does include the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico [p.29] - which, of course, is not a:State - but-
does not include the National Commission on Reform of Federal .. "~/ -
Criminal Laws, Could this Commission become a "customer" [p.17] =
of the project?) S O B & TP LRV S

ITT Project's igoals are too broad.

a The -application states (p..17) that the "enunciated
goals" of the project "are specific-and measurable." It is my
view that the goals are. vague or overly broad. I will try to .-

_ The application states (p. 10) that "the Project will ~ =
facilitate the development of pilot projects which may aid in .~
the resolution of [such] policy conflicts [as:] Is a public: ~ A
defender system, an assigned counsel or some combination system .~ '
appropriate for a particular jurisdictiomn?” This is a very big =
order! It must be pointed out that-in 1962 the.Ford Foundation =
provided funds to the National Legal Aid and Defender Association .
for experiments in several cities and countles to demonstrate. V

became known as the National Defender Project (N.D.P.). By l965,ﬁﬁ;‘5'
N.D.P. had received $6.1 million from the Ford Foundation. A . =
director and three assistant directors are now running the program .

- with the aid of a national advisory council of 20 lawyers and
' judges. As was stated in an August, 1967, report from the Ford

Foundation: "N.D.P. offers help in two main ways to communities

that request it. First, it provides advice on how to establish . i}l ;'

or improve defender services. .Second, it provides funds in Ly
partial support for experimental programs.” It is ludicrous to. &
suggest that the\proposed project could explore the area of s T
ndefender services" when N.D.P. - with its wealth in resources - . =
is available to any community-upon request. e o DR

I will try to list some of the other stated "goals" of ,}7

(1) pp.57-98: Thé.prepafatiop‘of'a "criminal procedure

reporter revision kit" which will consist of articles "describing

the usefulness. of’ behavioral scientists in alding research" and
"lists of those scientists in-the.[revisor?sﬂ

‘ T B

area who are engaged .|
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iyln code- related research, the work they are engaged in"and
-"prochures" prepared by the PIOJect €., "Hlstory of selected .

. code." . v : S i

P, 13: "Placing its trainees in law revision pro;ects will.

task force teams of lawyers, code revisor,:social scientist, it =
. 1s hoped...that interdisciplinary relationships will be establlshed
‘which will have a continuing positive effect on the 1nvolvement .
.of academics with the problems of criminal law."‘ A o

= e e -— :
TEH| : w .

hints on how to interest social scientists in [the] research.”
The "kit" will also consist ofi" "6. Usefulness of the computer
in searching present statutes;..."™ The "kit" will also contain

law revision projects, their rise and decline." Other "brochures";;ff
include "Goals and their importance in drafting a code™ and :
"Relationship between a code of crlmlnal procedur7 and a penal

(2) p. 42 " The employement of graduate ‘and law students :
as research assistants will further the aims 6f the project in o
two ways. First the graduate students . (not the' law students?)
will be exposed to the problems of law revision and to the
applications of Social Science to revision...."'p.6: "The Project
will...educate  students in the conceptual and technical needs of
law revision and reform."™ P, 11: The Project Mwill include the
use of students as research assistants and eventually as student

'leglslatlve internes. Part of:'such training ‘will be as aides to:
‘law revisors where they may, translate the School's systematic ;

approach to criminal justice into a practlcal legislative outlet "331
[l]ncrease the number of persons trained in law revision. "’

: x

(3)° p 4-3a: “By u51og the oonsultants as subject matter ﬁ¢¢

| "(4) p. 4-a: "One of the most important goals of thei;f;~f7

project is the dissemination of information to ... academics
' relative to code revision." P. 6: "This is a proposal for a-
‘Project ...which will be respon51ve to the needs of - the academlc

communlty "

- (3) p. \5- The Project w1ll dev1se,"methods for systema—‘ff
t1cally bringing revision-related legal and social science materials .
to the attention of code revisors."™ P. 6: "The Project will do .
more than merely collect information for dissemination to code
revisionists." P, 1ll: "Legal and non-legal, revision-related

~-materials, avallable from time to time, will be collected, edited

and redistributed in such form that it is current and available- g
at the time the revisor is in need of such materials." .P. 13:

‘'The project will allow "each revisor, regardless of state resources;

to obtaln the latest research information."

(6) p. B The prOJect "will promote studles of the :
evolutlon of law rev181on efforts n [v‘ AU s sl T ;~,:m'ﬂ~i’fff

4 ! o
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(7) p. 10 "Studlee'of'prev1ous efforte at reform

will be encouraged, for example, the fate of New VYork's earller:.;f] “

legislative [sic; proposed9] definition of homosexual offenses
as compared with the Illinois experience would be of great
value (???) as practical and long-range scholarly documents . "

(8) p 5: The project "w1ll encourage soc1al sc1entlsts S
to interest themselves in law revision problems.” ;P. 6: "The
. Project will...encourage lawyers, historians and behav1oral '
scientists to 1nterest themselves in the goals 0f’ legislation g
in a criminadl justice'system."™ P. 13: The project w1ll"[1]ntroduce
into law revision persons trained in disciplines other than law."
P. 16: "The Project will try to move soclal sclentists to inter-
est themselves in law revision....Political scientists should
also be urged to study the process of revlslon from 1ts beglnnlngs.?

(9) p 5: The progect twill encourage ...law rev151on—
ists to utlllze social sc1entlsts ".‘ ! . Ch

, (lO) p. 5: The progect "w1ll ln cooperatlon w1th the la
School of Criminal Justice, train persons in. the skllls of law i
revision and the behavioral sciences.™ .

, (11) p. B: . "Studies will be undertaken to develop -

. techniques for’ follow1ng the effects of legislation so as to
better evaluate the limits of legislation as a means of social
control. P, 6: The project "will collect data and conduct and .
;encourage research on the consequences of revision efforts S

- throughout the nation. ":‘ ‘ » :

P ) (12) P. 1O The progect “wmll promote studles concern— ji,i
1ng the llmlts and uses. of leglslatlon as a means of 5001al V e
control.” : ; L o s

(13) pp. 9- lO "The PrOJect’s purpose [15] to promote
and provoke new concepts of law revision and reform." P, 19: "A
most important part of its work will be to publish and promote

publication of analyses of problems in criminal . Justlce leglsla—'
tion." .- : , , .

(14) p. 13 The project will ”[d]evelop new educatlonalj?

- materlals and technlques of code rev151on training.™

(15) p. 10: The prOJect "will -encourage thlnklng and /lﬁp
wrltlng ‘about ‘the organization framework of codes and the. 1nflu-"
ence OL'the substantlve code on 1ts procedural tw1n "

5';11%:
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7 (16) p. 10: "By enllstlng the active part1c1patlon*'
of 5001al scientists, the Project will be able to prov1de
emplrlcal data  concerning law revision."

et S (17) p. 16: "[T]he Project will encourage members of AR
, the interdisciplinary staff of the School and other centems..of =~ &
. , learning, along with their students, to devote time to .the
o difficult conceptual problems relating to leglslatlon and 1ts
i role 1n the criminal Justlce system n :3'/

(18) ps 1ll: "Systems will be developed ‘and suggested
to the revisor for organizing his files, organizing research,
organizing statutory modification by use of computers in
statutory searching and dupllcatlon of drafts.” [sic?]’

; ‘ (19) pp. 16-17: "The Progect's 1nt1mate 1nvolvement in
 state code revision... will allow not only the collection of a
’ complete library of revision materials but will' make possible
; .an entrée into revision projects not heretofore attained. This -
~involvement will permit the Project to make .a comparative
analysis of the varied approaches to revision w1th “the tools of
the polltlcal scientist 'and 5001ologlst "‘_ '

; (ZO) p. 172 "The "service'- aSpect of the PrOJect o

has the unique merit of providing otherwise unavailable intelligence
for the solution of the long term behavioral and conceptual problems
described herein." [sic and emphasis supplied] -

b (21) p. 17: "[0lne of the main deflClenc1es leading o "the f_ 
present crisis. in law enforcement, has been the lack of adequate
laws to define the tasks and respon51b111t1es of the various -
participants in the criminal process. [sic?] ....[S]tates cannot or
do not often provide their law revisors with sufficient Tesources E
Lor adequate 1aw rev151on, The Progect w1ll do thls.... o

\;
IV. Miscellaneous.

L There are a number of minor erras in the application. -
Ce For example, on: page 7 we are told that "Appendix I shows that...
§ Co 0 six [statesﬁ are just beginning revision." The summary of. contents
(pe 23) in Appendix I, however, shows that five states are beglnnlng

revision. (But my count of the states beginning revision in
Appendix-I-is seven.) This summary also sets forth figures (8, 17,
18, 8, 5) and asserts that the "Total" is 50, The correct total is
96, but something is obviously wrong.- My reading of the Appendix
suggests that the flgures should be 8, lO 16 9, 7 (Total 50). .




DA ) I Loeax ‘ 1w

TR . . -t . N S
[T S bt . S Y S

Also, the application:-makes clear that the project

4 will have only one secretary (pp. 3,4-a). But the equipment
SR ' list (p. 3-a) shows "2 chairs for secretariles" at $41,87 each;
L "2 typing stands for secretaries" at $29.95 eachjy and two IBM
G typewriters at $435.60 each. ’ ' Ve o

U

Also, we are told on page 15 that an nadvisory council
will be formed and will meet periodically from the/ beginning |
of operation of the Project. The council will consist of
present and past reporters or Trepresentatives of revision
commissions... One or more social and political scientists
will also be included." However, on page 3 (Detailed Project
Budget), nothing is budgeted for transportation and subsistence
for the "advisory council" members. - ST ~ ‘

! - ;!I’havejéome othé: thoughts which Iﬁll discuss with yéu;~§ 
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