





WHEREAS, decisions of the Patent Office for a great number
of yesrs have been yreviewed by the Court of Customs and Paten$
Appeals, the United States Distrioct Court for the Distrioet of
Columbia and the United States Clroult Court of Appeals for the
Distriet of Columbla, and the Judges sitting on these courts are
highly trained in patent matters, the review of Patent Offioce pro-
ceedings would be gerioualy impaired by removal of the Patent

Office from the city of Washington to a distant oity.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Bar Assoclation of
the Distriet of Columbia hereby goes on record as opposing the re-
moval of the United States Patent Office from the Oity of Washing=-
ton under decentralization and earneatly submits that it should
remain where now located; but that if the Patent Office space is
determined to be absolutely required by other defense agencies,
the Patent Office should be included in the so~oalled dlspersal
plan (ag éistinguished from the decentralization plan), which
would result in re-location of the Patent Office within a radius
of twenty miles of the White Housej

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that copies of this Resolution
be forwarded to the President of the United Statesy the Secretary
of Commerce; the Chairmen of the Judloiary Oommittees of the
Unlted States Senate and House of Representatives; the Director
of the Bureau of the Budget; the Direetor of the General Services
Administration, and the Commissioner of Patents,



MINUTES OF MEETING OF BOARD OF
DIRECTORS, FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 1951, 1
SR, 9
‘ The meeting of the Board of Directors was called to order at 3:45 p.m.
by Jo. V, Morgan, the President, presiding, All Officers and Directors'were
present with the exception of Messrs. Fisher, Edgerton, Boyd and Mrs., Morris.
The Executive Secretary was present by invitation of the President, and acted

as Secretary in the absence of Secretary Edgerton.

D, C, Taxation - At the invitation of the Board, ¥, Cleveland Hedrick, Esq.,

Chairman, Taxation Committee, together with Messrs. John Ahern and Samuel O.
Clark, were present in connection with proposed ehangés in the Bar Assoéiation's
tax bill, which was introduced in the last Congress as S. 3542. John Ahern, Esq.,
gave a brief section-by-section analysis of the proposed bill amending the Dis-
triet revenue laws, which the Committee will endeavor to have introduced in the
present Congress.

Note: Mr. Ahern's analysis is attached to these minutes in the form of a
letter to the Executive Secretary.

Following Mr. Ahern's explanation, it was moved by Mr. Robb,
seconded by Mr., Toomey, that the proposed changes be approved. The motion was
carried.

Mr. Morgan stated that he would leave it in the hands of the Taxa-
tion Committee to attempt to secure enactment of the legislation., Mr. Hedrick
stated his sub-committee would confer with Congressmen Hart and Smith next week.

Municipal Court - President Morgan stated that he had received a letter from the

District Commissioners requesting the views of the Bar Association on H.R. 33, a
bill to amend the Act relating to the small claims and conciliation branch of
the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia. Mr. Galiher stated that the

matter is of considerable interest to the members of the Bar Association and
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moved that the report and the bill be published in the March issue.of the
Journal so that the members would have an opportunity to study and Q;scuss the
matter. The motion was duly seconded and carried. 'w‘z‘¥§%
Annual Dinner Repoprt - Pregident Morgan gstated that he had received a report
from John F, Donelan, Treasurer of the Annual Dinner, which showed a deficit of
$2,759.96. Mr. Morgan advised the Board that C. Leo DeOrsey, Chairman of the
Dinner Committee, was willing to pay $1,000 of the deficit. Messrs. Walsh and
Gillespie voiced the opinion that they were unwilling to accept Mr. DeOrsey's
offer. Other members of the Board appeared to be in agreement with them,
Mr, Gillespie reminded the Board that the Dinner Committee wanted to charge
$12.50 for the Dinner in order to pay for the professional entertainment, but
that the recommendation was voted down, and the cost of the Dinner was kept to
$10,00 per ticket.

After considerable discussion, it was moved by Mr., Toomey, and
seconded by Mr. Gillespie, that the Bar Association pay the Dinner bills.

American Bar Association Convention Report -~ President Morgan advised the

Board that approximately $6,000 wag left in the American Bar Association Con-
vention fund, which fund was composed of contributions of members of the Bar
Association, He further stated that he had discussed the matter with.lr,
McGarraghy, Chairman of the American Bar Association Convention Committee, and
they were both of the opinion that the $1,500 contributed by the Women's Bar
Association should be returned to that organization.

Mr. Morgan further advised that he had contacted those members of
the Bar Association who had contributed $500.00 or more to the American Bar Associ-
ation fund. Alvord & Alvord, Covington, Burling, Rublee, O'Brian & Shorb,
Hogan & Hartson, Morris, Kixmiller & Baar, Williams, Myers & Quiggle, Ivins

Phillips & Barker and Hansoh, Lovett and Dale have advised Mr. llorgan that the




the dues remein at the present figure of $18.00 and this motion wasJEeconded
Mr. Daniel S, Ring then moved to lay the proposed amendment and a% Wments
thereto on the table and this motion was seconded. MNr, Morgan then ru‘led that
the motion to lay on the table was out of order. Appeal for a ruling from -the
chair was called for and when put to a volce vote, Mr. Morgan declaied that the
appeal was defeated, lir. Townsend and Mr. Austin then agreed to withdraw theiﬁ.
regpective amendments. The previous question was called for on the adoption of
the proposed amendment to the By-Laws and upon being put to a voice vote, Mr.
Morgan declared that the amendment was defeated.

There being no further business to come before the meeting, upon

motion, the meeting adjourned at 10:35 p.m. for refreahm_ents.

tocag‘di:\

gtin L. Edgerton, .
Secretary.




MINUTES OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
HELD MONDAY MARCH 26, 1951

4"’. ’l-/. %{,
The meeting convened at 3:00 PeM. - Present were Mrs., Morris
and Messrse. Morgan, Walsh, Edgerton, Galiher, Gillespie, Rubb,
Toomey, Burton, Fisher and Grabber.

The Board noted the receipt of a letter from Mr. Harold A.
Kertz, Chairman of the Committee on Relations with Court of Claims.

The Board acknowledged receipt of a report from a committee of
9 on pending legislation and Mr, Morgan appointed Mrse Morris and
Messrs, Walsh and Robb a committee to consider this matter and report
back to the next regular meeting of the Board of Directors.

The Board then took up for consideration a letter from the
‘Executive Secretary, Mre James D, Mann, in which he informed the
Board that he has an offer of new employment and requested ecnsidera
tion of a proposal to resign as of April lst and continue his duties
as Executive Secretary on a part time basis until the end of his
present contract terms For these part time duties he would be paid
one month's salary for the remaining three months of his terme Mrs.
Galiher moved the acceptance of this proposal and it was carried.

The Board then proceeded to consider the report of the Chairman
of the Law Enforcement Committee, J. Harry Welche This report
concerns the Bill H.R. 1042, After some extended discussion regarding
Section 204(e) the Board approved the Committee reports. Mres Robb did
not votes

Mres Galiher directed the President's attention to the question
of home rule snd the desirability of the Association taking a positioen
regarding pending legislation and it was agreed that the President
would immediately consider the appointment of a Committees

Mre Fisher requested a balance sheet as of the next regular
meeting of the Board of Directors to show the current financial posie
tion of the Bar Association,. g

Receipt was acknowledged of a request from the delegates to the
American Citizenship Meeting for a ruling as to whether the Association
would pay their registration feese It was moved and approved that
they be requested to determine if one registration in the name of the
Bar Association could be secured and if not, then the Association would
assume the cost of the individual registration, Whereupon the meeting
adjourned at Li:l5e

John L, Grabber
Acting Secretary



Law Offices
WELCH, DAILY & WELCH
Continental Bullding
1511 K Street, N. W.
Washington 5, D. C.

March 21, 1951

Jo V , Morgan, President,
D. C. Bar Assoclation,
1044 Washington Bldg.,
Washington 5, D. C.

Dear Mr. Morgan:

I am enclosing herewith copy of the Committee's report on H. R.
1042,

We are sorry that the report was delayed, but inasmuch as all
members of this Committee are engaged in trial work constantly, it was diffil-
cult to obtaln Committee meetings at a time convenlent to all when thorough
discussion and study of the proposed statute and other comments thereon
could be had.

The Committee had four meetings, three of which ran into the
long hours of the evening, beginning at four or four-thirty o'clock in the
afternoon. We considered the Commissioners' reports, the reports of the
Judges of the District and Municipal Courts and all available comments we
could procure.

In the maln, the Committee 18 in accord with the statute and
its purposes and our comments are made with the thought in mind that they
may be helpful to the Committee in working out the final details.

We are attaching to the report copy of letter of February 15,
1951, addressed to the Chairman, Committee on the District of Columbia,
by the President of the Board of Commlesioners of the District of Columbia
and a copy of a memorandum containing comments by Chief Judge George Barse
of the Municipal Court of the District of Columbila, inasmuch as we have
referred in our report to certain parts of each of these memoranda.

Very truly yours,

J. Harry Welch, Chairman, Law
Enforcement Committee of the D. C.
JHW; lve Bar Association



Law Offices
WELCH, DAILY & WELCH
Continental Building
1511 K Street, N. W.
Washington 5, D. C.

March 21, 1951

The Honorable Jo V. Morgen,

President,

Bar Association of the District of Columbia,
Washington Bldg.,

Washington 5, D. C.

My deaxr Mr. Morgan:
Your Committee submits herewith report on H. R. 1042, 82nd Congress,
a bill "To provide for the more effective prevention, detection and punish-

ment of crime in the District of Columbia."

SECTTON 201--MINIMUM SENTENCES FOR CERTAIN CRIMES.

Your Committee feels that with respect to Sections 201 (a) and (b),
that the minimum sentence provisions thereof takes from the court proper use
of discretion in imposing sentences and it is the thought of this Committee
that broad discretion should be repossessed In the Judges of the District
Court in passing sentences in this type of case. We, therefore, feel that
while we have no positlve objectlons to Section 201 generally, that it would
be more advisable to repose greater discretion in the judges than 1s permitted
in the proposed draft.

SECTION 201 (b)

The Committee has the same comment as that stated above for
201 (a) and (b). It is the Committee's opinion that the court should have
discretion in such matters.

SECTION 201 (c)

The Committee has no objection or comment thereon.

SECTION 202 (a)

The Committee approves the suggested amendment and is of opinion
that enforcement thereof would tend to curb or reduce crimes involving
indecent exposures, etc.
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SECTION 202 (a2)

The Committee approves of this section of the law which ‘provides
that in all offenses constituting violation of the District of Columbia
laws and regulations as distinguished from offenses against the United
States, that the prosecution should be by the Corporation Counsel's Office
of the District of Columbia.

SECTION 202 (D)

The Committee feels that the broadening of this section in the
manner suggested in the proposed statute 1s advlisable and will serve to
promote better law enforcement and decrease those crimes against which it is
directed. (The Committee is aware of the fact that a questlon mey arise in
enforcement of this statute of whether solicitation if made in a private
building or dwelling constitutes a punishable criminal offense).

SECTION 202 (c)

The Committee feels that the provisions of Section 202 (c), while
being of great value in depriving those who may be sald to engage ordinarily
in sex perversion from posting collateral and in that way avoiding trial and
be permitted to go thelr way and continue violations of the law, it is still
apparent that in meny instances, perfectly respectable and law abilding citi-
zens may become embroiled in situations over which they have no control or
may find that they are accused of such matters by overzealous law enforce-
ment officers and such laws as 202 (c) compel them to stand trial and be
subject to the publicity, humiliation, etc. that goes with such trial, even
though they be not gullty and be found not guilty. Whille reallzing the
value of this section, the Committee is also mindful of the fact that it
should be carefully and thoroughly reviewed and analyzed before being made
into law,

SECTION 203
The Committee feels that Section 203 should have added thereto,
after the word "life", the words "or health" so that it will read "Unless
the same were done 1f necessary for the preservation of the mother's life
or health",

SECTION 204 (b)

The Committee feels that while some broadening of this law in
this regard may be advisable, that sub-paragraph (c), found on page twelve
(12) of the 8Section by Section Analysis of the Bill, reading, "(c) by a
person who has been convicted of the following misdemeanors: solicitation
for an lmmoral purpose, keeping a bawdy house, vagrancy, assaulting or
threatening another in & menacing manner, any gambling violation, selling
(and so forth) indecent publications, petit larceny, and larceny after trust",
should be stricken out of the Bill for the reason that persons who may have
been convicted of any of the matters mentioned therein or who in their youth
may have gotten into trouble in connection with these matters, or small busi-
ness men who, knowingly or unknowingly, dealt in publications considered to
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be indecent, without actually intending so to do, would thereby be prohibited
from procuring and keeping a pistol for self-preservation, protection of their
business or home or for any other legitimate purpose. It is’the thought of
the Committee that this section of the Bill goes entirely too far and it 1s
our recommendation that the Bar Association of the District of Columbia

abject to this provision.

SECTION 204 (c)

The Committee has no objection to these provisions.

SECTION 20k (d)

The Committee has no objection to these provisions.

SECTION 204 (e)

Reference is made to our comment on 204 (b) and it is suggested
that the proposed language as fcund on page fifteen (15) of the Section by
Section Analysis of the B1ll be amended to read as follows:

* % ¥"The chief of police has reasonable cause to believe"
by inserting the words, after the word, "believe",
"after appropricte investigation”.

Without such appropriate investigation, the Comnlttee ie of opinlon that the
rights of persons applylng for purchase of flrearms would be subject to the
whin of an Individual or a dictatorial attitude. Such would not be the case
if appropriate Investigations are provided for and carried out,.

SECTION 204 (f)

The Committee 18 in accord with the proposed provision of the law.

SECTION 204 (g)

The Committee 1s in accord with the suggested provision of
Section 204 (g).

SECTION 205

The Committee belleves that the statute as presently constituted
is preferable for the suggested amendment and recommends that it be left
as 1s. In this connection, we respectfully refer to comment by the District
of Columbia Commissioners in thelr letter of February 15, 1951 addressed to
the Honorable John L. McMillen, Chairmen Committee on the District of
Columbla, United States House of Representatives.

SECTION 206

The Committee does not believe 1t advisable to use the language
proposed in its entlirety. The Committee suggests that the word "assault" be
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stricken from the proposed section and that in llew thereof, the phrase
"without justifiable or excusable cause shall", be inserted therein. If 1t is
deemed advisable to have a special statute with regard to asééult'bf a police
officer, then it 1s the recommendation of the Committee that a speclal section
with respect to assault alone be framed and included as an amendment or as a
part of this section. The Committee, however, does not believe that such is
advisable.

SECTION 207
The Committee 18 1n accord with the provisions of this section.
SECTION 208
The Committee believes that the provisions of this gection are too
drastic and invites attention to the comment of the District of Columbia
Commissioners on pages three (3) and four (i) of the letter to Honorable
John L. McMillan, dated Fehruery 15, 1951, with which the Committee is in
accord.
SECTION 209

Committee respectfully refers to its comment on Section 20k.

SECTION 210 (a)

The Committee feels that this section 1is too broad and provides
no protection for a citizen who might be found in such an establishment,
but whose purpose in being there would not be in any way criminal or as an
attempt to violate the law.

SECTION 210 (b)

The Committee approves thils sectilon.
SECTION 211
The Committee respectfully refers to report of Chief Judge Barse
of the Municipal Court in his memorandum of comment dated March 1, 1951,
appearing on page four (4) thereof. The Committee is particularly interested
in maintaining discretion on the part of the judges in inflicting punishment.
SECTION 212

The Committee has no objections thereto sand is glad to see that
this section provides discretionary judgment on the part of the Court.

SECTION 213

The Commlttee has no objections thereto.
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SECTION 21k

The Committee has no objecticns thereto and it 1s noted, that this
section also permits discretion on the part of the court. 4

SECTION 215

The Committee has no objections thereto. The court is permitted
discretion.

SECTION 216
The Committee has no objections thereto.
SECTION 301

The Committee concurs in the approval of thils sectlon by the
Police Department and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.

SECTION 302

The Committee has no objections thereto.

SECTION 303

The Committee feels that Section 303 (8 should have added to the
last phrase thereof, the following language, "except as would interfere
with normal functions of the department".

Section 389 of this provision should be amended to include para-
graph three of Section 386 and should specify that all records, especially
with respect to physical condition, retirement, cause of retirement, injuries
received by the officer and what the medical history is in the department
should be open to the public at all times when not in actual use.

SECTION 30k
Agreed to by the Committee. .
SECTION 305
Agreed to by the Committes.
SECTION 306
Agreed to by the Committes.
SECTION 307
The Committes has no objectlons to Section 307, but points out

that it might be the logical place to provide by appropriate subsection
that the provisions of the Federal Tort Act be made applicable to the
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District of Columbia, to protect citizens from negligent acts of members

of the police force. Such a sub-section should also go further and protect
the public from negligent acts on the part of any and all employe@s of the
District of Columbia Government,

SECTION 308

The Committee 18 opposed to the suggested change in the statute.
It appears to be entirely unnecessary and rather than charge a fee for the
services of the Police Department, for which they are already paid, the
Committee suggests that the law should be amended to make 1t more simple and
to aid citizens in recovering their property from the Property Clerk. Cer-
tainly, the Property Clerk should not be authorized to make any charge to
the public for property which they have had seized and held to assist the
Government in its prosecution of the criminal statutes.

SECTION 309
The Committee has no objections thereto,
SECTION 310

The Committee feels that there 1s no necessity for an Assistant
Corporation Counsel to be assigned to full-time duty to the Police Department
and is opposed to such suggestion. It is quite obvious that 1if the police
department should have such an asslgned counsel, that many other departments
of the District Government would likewlse feel that they should have an
assistant assigned to their department. In addition to the fact that it
Seems an unnecessary expense, 1t could often be embarrassing and cause con-
flict and there appears to the Committee no necessity whatever for such an
assignment.

SECTION 311

The Committee 1s in accord with this section and suggests approval
thereof.,

SECTIONS 401, 402 and 403

The Committee approves these sections without comment.
SECTION 40k

The Committee 1s opposed to this sectlon as being entirely too

" broad. This section 1f drafted would epply to bona fide and respectable
private clubs, even though they do not hold beverage licenses. The Committee
invites attention to the comment of the Commissloners of the District of
Columbia on page aix (6) of the letter to the Honorable John L. McMillan,
dated February 15, and believes that such comment would be helpful in working
out a solutlion of this section.



